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LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  12. 

VsJTKD  States— BBLLiaKRBNT  RioHTs^Qaestiony  The  Earl  of  Derby ;  AnsweTi 

Earl  Enssell  . .  . .  « •  , ,         1 

Iiocomotives  on  Boads  Bill  (No.  lod)— 

Oa  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Oamarvtm,  List  of  the  Committee  named : — 

P.  Richmond,  D.  SatherUnd,  M.  Salisbury,  £.  Caithness,  E.  Hardwioke,  E.  OarnarroB, 

E.  Romney,  V.  Melville,  V.  Eversley,  L.  Silohester,  L.  Rossie,  L.  Stanley  of  Alderley . .  7 

And  on  Tuesdew,  June  13,   Lord   Harris  added  in  the  Place  of  Dake  of 
Sutherland,  Earl  De  Grey  in  the  Race  of  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  and 
Earl  Ducie,  Yisconnt  Strathallan,  Lord  Calthorpe,  and  Lord  Wenlock  added. 
Also  on  June  14  the  Earl  of  Malmeshury  added. 

Union  Ohargeability  Bill  (No.  122)— 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,— (^%<j  Lord  President) . .  . .         9 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out  from  (''be*')  to  the  end  of  the  Motion,  and 

insert  ("referred  to  a  Select  Committee,")— (7%«  Duke  of  Rutland,) 
Question  proposed,  ••Whether  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee." 
After  long  debate  their  Lordships  divided  ;  Contents  24,  Not-Contents  86  ; 

Majority  62: — list  of  the  Contents  and  Not-Contents       ••  ••41 

Beeohed  in  the  Negative. 
Then  the  original  if otion  was  a^eed  to. 
Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  TThole  House. 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  12. 
Weetmimter  Improvements  Bill  [^Lords']  (Jy  Order)^ 

Bill  read  2^;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ••That  the  Bill  be 
committed "    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .       43 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  ••  to  a 
Select  Committee,  half  the  Members  to  be  named  by  the  House,  and  half  by 
the  Committee  of  Selection:  ^'-^iMr.  Augusts  /S^m«YA:)— Question  proposed, 
*•  That  those  words  be  there  added "  . .  . .  . .       44 

After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  a^^eed  to ;—  Ordered,  That  the  Bill  b6  oommitted. 

The  Sattjrday  Half-Hoixdat  aitd  the  Citil  S£BTiCB--Qaestion,  Mr.  Ayrton ; 

Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  •  •  •  •  •  •       45 

TOL.  eLXXX.    [thisd  sbbibb.]  [^1 
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OusTOx  fioTJSB  Chabges— QaestioDy  Ifr.  Lyall;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  .  •      45 

West  Indibs  Postaob  Bates— Qaeetion,  Mr.  Cave ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  .  •      46 

Boman  OathoUo  Oath  BiU  [BiU  86]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee      . .  . .  .  •  • «       46 

Bill  reported  wiUioat  Amendment ;  to  be  read  3®  on  Tkuteday. 

Eecord  of  Title  (Ireland)  Bill  (L^rde)  [Bill  161]- 

Bill  eanetdered  in  Committee    .  •  . .  •  •  . .       86 

Committee  report  Progress,  to  sit  again  on  Tkitreday. 

Poor  Law  Board  Oontinuance,  &c.,  Bill  [Bill  197]— 

Motion  made,  and  Qaeetion  proposed,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seeond 
time,"^ifr.  C.  P.  raiiere)  . .  . .  . .       89 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  ont  the  word  "  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  ttie  words  **  upon  Uiis  day  three  months," — {Mr.  Paeke)        100 

After  debate,  Question  put,  ''  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  ^art  of  the  Ques- 
tion :"  —  The  House  divided;  Ayes  76,  Noes  69 ;  Majority  7. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  2^,  and  committed. 

Oonstabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  178]— 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered :— Bill  to  be  read  3"  To-morrow  •  •     104 

SvPFLT — ^Resolutions  [June  81  reported  and  agreed  to. 

Special  Mi^on,  Beply  of  fir.  Layard  • .  • ;  .  •     106 

Peace  Preeeryation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance— 

Moved,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  continue  and  amend  The 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act,  1856,— (/Str  Bohert  Peel.)  On  Motion 
of  J£r,  JSennessy,  after  short  debate,  adjourned  till  lb-morrow  •  •     106 

Comptroller  of  the  Excheoaer  and  Public  Andit  Bill— 
On  Motion  of  {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  EKohequer  (xndMr.  Feeiy-ordered;  read  !<>  [Bill  208]     107 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  18. 

Bailway  Paasengens  Bill  (No.  149)— 

Observations,  The  Earl  of  Dartmouth;  Beply,  Lord  St.  Leonards  .  •     107 

After  short  debate  thereon.  Bill  for  the  better  Security  of  Bailway  Passengers, 
presented  by  The  Lord  St.  Leonards ;  read  U.    (No.  149)  .  •     107 

Hbb  Rotal  Highnsss  the  Pbihobss  of  Walbs— 
Movedr  'f  That  an  humble  Address  be  prefented  to  Her  Majesty  to  oongratulate  Her  Bfajeety 
on  the  Princess  of  Wales  haying  happily  given  birth  to  another  Prince,  and  to  assure  Her 
Majesty  of  the  deep  Interest  felt  by  the  House  of  Lords  in  all  that  ooncemi  the  Domestic 
Happiness  of  Her  Mi^esty  and  Her  Family,"— { The  Lord  President)  .••     1 09 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to,  Ifemine  Dissentiente. 

iMPBisoNHBiin?   OF   Bbitish   Subjbctb    IK    Abtsbinia  »-  Obsenrations,    Lord 

Chelmsford ;  Beply,  Earl  Eussell  . .  • .  .  •     109 

Publio-houBe  dosing  Act  (1864)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  126)— 
Moved,  That  the  House  be  now  put  into  Committee  on  the  said  Bill, — {The 

Marquess  of  Clanrioarde)      ..  .,  ,,  .,     112 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to.'^Sonse  in  Committee  aocordingly      •  •     114 
Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Tuesday  next.    To  be  printed  as  amea 

(No.  161.) 

Partnership  Amendment  Bill  (No.  123)— 

Move^,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,— (Zorrf  Stanley  ofAlderley)  . .     116 

After  short  debate,'  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  2*  acoordingly,  and  com- 
mitUd  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Aim-SLAYiBT  SoonzT— Petition  presented  by  Lord  Brougham  •  •     122 
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COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  13. 
The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  Clock. 
Prisons  BlU  [BiU  141]— 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  3^  and  passed    . .  . .  « «     123 

Greenwich  Hospital  (re-eommiiud)  Bill  [Bill  1791— 

Bill  eonndered  in  Uommittee  : — Bill  reported;  as  amenaed,  to  be  considered 

on  Thursday.  . .  , .  . .  . ,     124 

The  Poucb  at  Public  BuiLDiNes— Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  ;  Answer. 

Mr.  T.  a.  Baring  ..  ..  .,  ..131 

VmrsD  States — Cash  op  the  "  Saxok  '*— Mbs.  Gbay— Question,  Colonel  Sykes; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  ..  ..  .,  ..131 

Thb  Paper  Tbadb  —  Question,  Mr.  Aspinall  Turner ;    Answer,  Mr.  Milner 

Gibson  ..  .,  ..  ..  ..131 

Docks  at  Bbsmttda — Question,  Sir  John  Pakington;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget. .     132 

MxTBOPOLiTAir  Paving,  &c- — 
Moved,  To  appoint  a  CommiMion  to  inqaire  into  the  operation  of  the  Act  18  and  19  Viot.   . 
oap.  120,  80  &r  ai  the  same  relates  to  the  Paring,  Lighting,  and  Cleansing  of  the  Metro- 
^]iM,--(Sir  WiiHam Fnuer)  ..  ..  •.  ..      X32 

After  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

ISELAHn— -BSLFAST  RiOTS— • 

Moved,  That  an  inquiry  he  made  in  certain  charges  seriously  impugning  the  oflHoial  conduct 
of  certain  magistrates  named  therein,  that  equity  to  the  magistrates  so  accused,  and  a 
due  regard  to  the  yindtcation  of  the  impartiality  of  tlie  administration  of  justice,  require 
that  a  full  inquiry  into  the  truth  of  these  charges  should  be  instituted  by  the  authorities 
intmsied  with  the  supervision  of  the  magistracy  of  Ireland/' — (Mr.  (yReilly)  .  . ,  140 
Question  put:— The  House  divided ;  Ayes  39,  Noes  132;  Majority  93. 
Habboubs  of  Refuoe— Besolation 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

M  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should  now  adopt  measures 
for  the  construction  of  some  of  the  II arbours  of  Refuge  on  the  coast  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  recommended  by  a  Committee  of  this  House  in  1858,  and  by  a  Royal 
Ck>mnii48ion  in  1859," — {Sir  Frederic  Smith)  ..  ..  ••      164 

After  long  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  99,  Noes  111 ; 
Majority  12. 

Theatres,  &c.,  Bill  [BiU  64]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 

iime,''-'(Mr.  Loeke)  ..  ..  ..  ..     17» 

Amendment  proposed, ''  That  the  debate  be  now  adjoumedf**^ {Mr, If etvdegate.) 
After  short  debate.  Question,  "  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned,"  put,  and 

a^eed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

BoadB  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  (re'cmmitted)  Bill  [Bill  165]— 

Order.for  Committee  read         . .  . .  •  •  •  •     183 

After  ^ort  debate.  Committee  deferred  till  Thursday. 

Exputnre  Laws — 

Select  Committee  appointed  and  nominated*  as  follows : — 
Mr.  Peel,  Mr.  Dodson,   Sir  Stafford  Northoote,  Mr,  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Solicitor 
General,  Mr.  Adder^^y,  Mr.  Oowper^  SirlVilliam  Jolliffe,  Colonel  French,  Mr.  Baring, 
Mr.  Brand,  Mr.  Donlop,  and  Lord  John  Manners        ...  ...  ...     188 

Local  QoTenunent  Supplemental  (Ho.  6)  Bill— (ifr.  J?arw^)— ofdare^f;  read  r* 

|;BU1209]  ....  ..  ••  ..184 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation— 

Considered  in  Committee  i-^ndered;  read  l«  *  [Bill  210]  ••  ..  184 

Ulster  Canal  Transfer  Wl-<Mr,  Feely-ardered;  read  l<»  [Bill  211]  ••  184 
PoBxincATioKS  AHD  WoMCs — Committee— 

Considered  in  Committee :— Besolutions  to  be  reported  Xo^iMnrow  » •  184 
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After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn.     Main  Question, 

•*  That  the  Bill    be  now  read  a  second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to : — 

Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  for  Monday  next. 

Inland  Bevenue  (reeammitted)  Bill  [Bill  207]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee      . .  . .  •  •  #  •     804 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  on  Monday  next. 

Law  of  Evidence,  &c,,  Bill  [BiU  20]- 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     •  •  •  •  •  #  •  •     308 

[No  Report.] 

Peace  Presenration  (Ireland)  Act  Oontinuanoe-* 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [12th  June],  "That 
leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  continue  and  amend  '  The  Peace  Pre- 
servation (Ireland)  Act,  185ft,'  *'—(Sir  Robert  Feel)         . .  . .     819 

Question  again  proposed  : — Debate  resumed. 

After  short  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  186,  Noes  48  $ 

Majority  92  :— Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Bobert  Beel,  Sir  Oeoige 
Orey,  and  Mr.  Luke  White. 

Soman  Catholic  Oath  Bill  [Bill  86]— 
Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time,— (Jfr.  Mm^U^  • .     82* 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  3^,  and  passed. 

Becord  of  Titles  Ireland  BiU  {Lords)  [Bill  161]— 

l^Ul  considered  in  Gommiiiee    •.  ..  .*•    a       »#•   /'     ^^^ 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  on  Monday 
next,  and  to  be  prinUd.    [Bill  217.] 
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Nayt  Ain>  Abxt  ExFRNDirnuB — 

Considered  in  Committee  •  •  .  •  •  •  , .     331 

Besolutions  of  Lord  Clarenoe  Paget  and  The  Uarquess  of  Hartington  agreed  to* 
Beso],ution8  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Theatres,  &c.,  Bill  [Bill  64]— 
Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Second  Beading  [13tli  June]  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  further  adjourned 
till  Monday  next  . .  •  •  •  •  . ,     332 

.  After  ^hort  deluite,  No^  taken,  that  4p  Members  were  Aot  present ;  House  eoimted,  and 
40  Members  not  being  present,  Hoose  adjourned, 

.  LORDS,  PRIDAY,  JUNE  16. 
ExHiBinoir  OF  MnriAxuBEs  at  Kbnsikgton — Question,  Earl  Stanhope ;  Answer, 

Earl  Granville  ..  ,.  ,.  ,.     832 

The  Slayb  Tbadb  Papkbs— Question,  Lord  Brougham ;  Answer,  Earl  Grannlle    333 

Chxtbch  Sebyicbs  at  St.  Alban's — Conpbssiok  in  the  Chubcs  of  £  if  gland — 
Law  OF  EviDBNCB  — Observations,  The  Marquess  of  Westmeath: — Long 
Debate  thereon  .  •  . .  . .  . .     334 

Divisions  of  the  Housh— Standing  Obdee  No.  25 — New  Standing  Obders— 
Moved,  That  the  Besolutions  of  the  10th  of  Maroh,  1857,  regulating  the  mode 
of  taking  Divisions,  be  now  vacated :— (2i^  Duke  of  Eichmond :)^J!he  same 
was  agreed  to : — ^New  Standing  Orders  (Ufreed  to  . .  . .     347 

The  Chaibican  of  the  Pishebies'  GoMmssioNEBS—Question,  The  Marquess  of 

ClaAricarde ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  . .  . .  , ,     349 

Union  OhargeabiUty  BUI  (No.  122)- 
Moved,  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said 

Bill,— (77*tf  Lord  President) . .  . .  . .  . .     351 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  : — House  in  Committee  accordingly :  — 

Bill  to  hQ  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  171.) 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site)  Bill  (No.  141)— 

Commons  Amendment  to  Lords  Amendment  considered  • .  357 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

Courts  of  Justice  Building  Bill  (No.  23)— 
Commons  Eeasons  for  disagreeing  to  Lords'  Amendment  eomidered  . .     359 

After  short   debate,  on  Question  whether  to   insist  ?    Besohed  in   the 
Negative. 

COMMONS,  FKIDAT,  JUNE  16. 
South  Kensington  New  Bead  BUl^ 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  South  Kensington  New  Boad 
Bill  be  re-committed  to  the  former  Committee,  and  that  iSey  do  proceed 
therewith  upon  Monday  next,"— (Jfr.  JSenrg  Seymour)    .  •  . .     360 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Salmon   Fishery   Act    (1861)    Amendment  {re-committed    Bill 
rBiUlST]- 
BiU  considered  in  Committee     •  •  . .  . .  , ,     363 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  considered  on  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [Bill  220.] 

OwNXBLEss  Dogs— .Question,  Mr.  Dawson  Darner ;  Answer,  Sir  G.  Grey      . .     866 

Abict— Ebgimrhtal  Patmastebs— Question,  Mr.  BE.  E.  Surtees ;  Answer,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington       «•  •.  .,  .,     366 
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Abmt— The  Armstboko  akd  Whitwobth  Oxms— Questiimi  Hr.  H.  Baillie; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington        • .  •  •  •  •     866 

DiSTBicT  LxTiTATio  AsTLUics  (Ibslanb)*- Questioii,   Mr.  Blake;   AnsweTi  Sir 

Robert  Peel  ;. .  . .  • .  .  •  . .     867 

TThtted  States — Consitls  vob  the  SouTHEur  States— Qaestion,  -Mr.  Hadfield; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  .  •  • .  •  •  .  •     ^^7 

Ibish  Bboobds — QnestdoD,  Colonel  Prench;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  ..     368 

AsMT— The  ARxsiBova  Ouk  ComassioK— Question,  Sir  Jolin  Hay;    Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  •  •  •  •  •  •  ^  868 

The  Cowocatiok  op  Caetebbubt — Question,  Mr.  Whiteside ;    Answer,  Sir 

George  Grey   ..  .J  ..  .i  ..     869 

SuFPLT^Order  for  C6mmittee  read;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  "— 

DocKTABD  SuPEBUfTBimEiiTs— Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  is  inexpedient  to  oontinue  the  praotioe  of  appointing 
Nafal  OflSoers  who  are  not  possessed  of  a  technioal  knowledge  of  Uie  business  earned  on 
in  Her  Bligesty's  Dockjards  to  the  offioes  of  Superintendents  thereof,  and  the  practioe 
of  limiting  their  tenors  of  oflbe  to  a  period  of  fire  jears/'^(  iff.  iSM^y,)— instead  thereof     369 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

After  short  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided;  Ayes  84,  Koes 86 ; 
Majority  2. 

After  further  short  debate.  Question  again  put, 

That  the  words  'in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  to  continue  the 
praotioe  of  appointing  Naval  Officers  who  are  not  possessed  of  a  technical  knowledge 
of  the  business  carried  on  in  Her  Mijestj's  Dockyards  to  the  offioes  of  Superintendents 
thereof,  and  the  practice  of  limiting  their  tenure  of  office  to  a  period  of  fire  /ears,'  be 
added;— instead  thereof  '••  ..  ••  ••      889 

The  House  divided;  Ayes  38,   Noes  60 ;  Majority  27. 

Thb  Obbsb  of  thx  Bath — ^Amendment  proposed  for  an  Address  for  Copy  of 

Begulations    . .  • .  . .  •  •  •  •     400 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  tiiere  added." 
After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  wUhdrawn. 

PoBHs  OP  THB  HotrsB— Question,  Mr.  W.  0.  Stanley :— Debate  fhereon  •  •    409 

Thb  Sottlage  GoLLEonov-^Amendment  proposed,  . 

To  add  after  the  word  <*  That/' in  the  Original  Question,  the  words  ^  There  be  laid 
before  this  House,  Ooples  of  Correspondence  relating  to  the  purchase  of  the  Soulage 
Collection  for  the  South  Kensington  Museum/'— (M*.  Z>i^2ioyii)         ••  ••410 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words  be  there  added." 
After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Tbb  Ballot — ^Amendment  proposed. 

To  add  after  the  word  '<  That/'  in  the  Oricinal  Question,  the  words  "  As  a  General 
Election  is  impending,  and  as  we  haye  no  Taw  which  can  put  down  the  intimidation  of 
Voters  nor  prerent  Brtberr,  it  is  therefore  expedient  that  a  trial  should^  be  giren  to  the 
Vote  bj  Ballot/'— (Jfr.  Bemy  Btfkeley)  . .  .  ^  . .     416 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  be  there  added.'' 

After  short  debate.  Question  put :— The  House  divided ;  Ajen  1i,  Koes  118 ; 
Majority  44. 

Another  Amendment  proposed, 

To  add  after  the  word  «  That/'  in  the  Original  Question,  the  words  «<This  House  will, 
upon  Mondaj  next,  resohe  itself  into  the  Committee  of  Supply/'— <  ViieomU  PalmertUm)     427 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  o^Um^:— Original  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to, 

JU9ohed,  That  this  House  will^  upon  Monday  next,  resolye  itself  into  the 
Committee  of  Supply. 
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LORDS,  MONDAY,  JTTNE  19. 
Statute  Law  Bevicdon  Bill- 
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Heb  Eotal  Hiohnsss  the  Pbincess  op  Wales— 
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the  House)  totthdrawn  • .  . .  .  •  .  •     432 
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Papers  relating  to  the  late  Conferences  presented  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  on 
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EvnowED  Gbamkab  SonooLs^Question,  Mr.  Hodgkinson ;  Answer,  Mr.  H.  A. 
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Walpek  ,.  ..  ..  ..  ..     444 

Fobfbitttbe  bob  Tbbason  and  Felony  Bill— Question,  Mr.  Charles  Porster ; 
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Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  , .  .  •  .  •     446 
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Companies  Wobkhbn's  Education  Bill— Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Adderley  :— Order  for  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  discharged :^BiU, 
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Lahobb  Bishopbio  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Henry  Seymour ;  Answer,  Sir  C.  Wood    447 

And  Order  for  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  diseharffed: — Bill  tcithdrawn. 
Patextt  Laws — Question,  Mr,  Lowe  ,*  Answer,  Lord  Stanley    . .  .  •     448 

Special  Missions— Viscoukt  Ambbrlby's  Tratellinq  Expenses  —  Question, 

Mr.  Hennessy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  . .  .  •  . .     449 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read;  Motion   made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair : "  — 

The  Secbbtaby  op  State  pob  Wae — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the  end  of  the  QaestioD,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be  couTenient,  underprescut  oircumstances,  that 
the  Seoreiary  of  State  for  War  should  be  a  Member  of  the  l^use  of  Oommons/'--(i6*. 
Darby  ^rt^(A,>— instead  thereof       . .  • .  .  •  . .      450 

Question  proposed,  *f  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question.'' 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Question  again  proposed,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Publication  op  Ibish  Beoobds — 

Mov^  '*  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Ilonse  that  measures  should  be  taken  for  their  public 
cation  as  has  been  for  the  publication  of  the  Records  of  England  and  Scotland,"^ 
(Colonel  DunM)        .•  ..  .,  .,  •  ..     457 

The  Tbbaty  with  the  Zollteeein— Obseryations,  Mr,  Hubbard;  Beply, 
Mr.  Milner  Gibson  . .  . .  , ,  .  •     461 

Ieblakd— Case  op  Patbiok  Dohohue— Motion  for  Papers  (3£r.  ffJieilly)   • .     467 
Debate  thereon. 

Shebbkess  DocETABD^Question,  Sir  Edward  Bering ;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget    469 

Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY — ^PosT  Office  Packet  Sebtice— <?on«<fe-tfi  in  Committee. 
(6.)  Question  again  proposed,  £841,867,  for  the  Post  Office  Packet  Serrioe  . .     471 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  II. — Ciyil  Sebtice  Estdcates. 
(7.)  Question  again  proposed,  £20,482,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses 
of  the  Office  of  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues    . .  . .  . .       478 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  .'—Vote  agreed  to. 

Supplemektabt  Estimate.    Class  I,  Vote  27. 
(8.)  £10,000,  Works  at  Landguard  Point. 

Sxjpplementabt  EsTiiTATE.     Class  1,  YOTB  28. 
(9.)  £20,000,  National  Gallery  Enlargement  >— After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .      484 

Sttpplementabt  Estimates. 
(10.)  £700,000,  New  Courts  of  Justice  and  Offices. 

Nayy— No.  18. 
(11.)  £63,915,  Greenwich  Hospital. 

Resolationa  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

Ghreenwioh  Hospital  Bill  [BiU  212]— 
Pill,  as  amended,  eoneidered    . .  •  •  • .  . .     499 

Pill  to  be  read  3®  To-morrow. 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill 

[BUI  219]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Sill  be  now  read  a  second 

time^''— (Sir  :Rohert  Feel)   ..  ..  ..     ^  •.608 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,''  and  atjthe  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months/' — {3ir. 

Maguire.) 
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FiAoi  PusxBTATiON  Irblard  Aot  (1856)  Amirdmbnt  Bill— oontinood. 

Qaestion  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
After  further  short  debate,  Question  put :— The  House  divided  ;  Ayes  76, 

Noes  29;  Majority  47. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  2^  and  committed  for  To-morrow. 

Colonial  Oovemors  (Eetdring  Pensions)  Bill  [Bill  133]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair"     ..  ..  ,.  -     ••      .  ..512 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to :— Bill  considered  in  Committee        . .     513 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks  Bill  [Bill  198]— 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read  and  discharged : — Bill  re-committed : — Considered 
in  Committee  • .  ..  .•  ..  ..     514 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  considered: — ^Bill  read  3^,  txnd  passed. 
AzEEM  Jah  (Signatubes  to  Petitions) — 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms  informed  the  House,  that  George  Morris  Mitchell 
had  been  this  day  apprehended,  and  was  now  in  Newgate  . .     514 

A  Petition  of  George  Morris  Mitchell,  a  State  Prisoner  in  Her  Majesty's 
Gaol  of  Newgate,  expressing  his  deep  contrition  and  regret  if  he  has 
offended  against  ihe  dignity  of  the  House,  and  praying  for  his  release 
from  custody,  brought  up,  and  read ;  to  lie  upon  tiie  Table,  and  to  be 
printed.    [App«  2.] 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNK  20. 
Public  House  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  151)— 
Amendment  reported  (according  to  Order)       . .  . .  . .     515 

Moved,  To  re-insert  Clause  5-^The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde). 
After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to : — Clause  re-inserted. 
Bill   to  be  read  3*"  on  Thursday  next ;    and  to  be  printed,  as  amended. 
(No.  192.) 

Prisons  Bill  (No.  155)- 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  road  2^,^  (The  Lord  President)  ..     518 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  2* accordingly,  and  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Land  Debentures  (Ireland)  Bill  (No.  113)— 
Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,— 

{The  Earl  of  Cork)  ..  ..  ..  ..522 

After  short  debate,  on  Question?  theii  Lordships  (2»V»(fe J ;    Contents  51, 

Not-Contents    14;  Majority  ^1  x-^Resolved  in  the  Affirmative  :^JA&i  of 

Contents  and  Not-Contents  . ,  . .  . ,  . .     528 

House  in  Committee  accordingly :— Amendments  made : — The  Keport  thereof 

to  be  received  on  Monday  next,  and  Bill  to  Sprinted,  as  amended.  (No.  193.) 

Union  OhargeabiUty  Bill  (No.  171)— 
Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order)  with  the  Amendments        • .  . .     524 

After  short  debate,  WHil  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  20. 
The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  dock. 

COUNTT    COUETS    EQUITABLE     JUETSDICnOK    (JuDGBS*    S ALABIBS)^  CWwnfof^  iu 

Committee     ..  ..  ..  ,.  .,     527 

Besolution  moved, 

That  proTition  be  mado  for  tbo  payment  cot  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Britain 

and  Ireland  of  the  sum  of  Three  Hundred  Pounds  per  annum  to  eaoh  of  the  Jadges  of 

the  County  Courts,  in  addition  to  their  present  salary ,~(Jfr.  PeeU) 

Motion  agreed  ^;— Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 
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Fire  Brlgrade  (Metropolis)  Bill  [BiU  153]- 

Bill  oofmdered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .     529 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  on  Thursday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [Bill  230.] 

Beads  and  Bridges  (Scotlaiid)  {re-eommttted)  Bill  [Bill  165]— 

BiU  eonsidered  in  Committee  [Progress  19th  June]  . .  • .     534 

Bill  reported;  to  he  printed,  as  amended  [Bill  231] ;  re-oommitted  for  Monday 
next. 
BsviEws  OP  THE  MiiiTi\— Question,  Lord  Burghley;  Answer,  The  Marquess 

of  Hartington  . .  . .  • .  •  •     538 

AuMT — ^BBOBuiTiNG^Question,    Colonel  North;    Answer,  The    Marquess  of 

Hartington      . .  . .  . .  . ,  • .     539 

Itilt— Capxitre  of  English   Subjects  bt  BBiGAin>s — Question,  Mr.  Owen 

Stanley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  •  •  •  •  . .     539 

China — Fokeion  Vessels  under  the  Chinese  Flag — Qneetion,  Mr.  Liddell; 

Answer,  Mr,  Layard  , ,  , .  •  •  . .     539 

Master  MANTFAcruREiiS  —  Rental  on  Machinsrt  —  Question,    Sir  Robert 

Clifton ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  , ,  . .  ...     540 

The  Argentine  Republic— Treatment   op   a   British  Officer — Question, 

Admiral  Walcott ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard      , .  . .  . .     540 

XTniversitt  Education  (Ireland) — ^Motion  for  an  Address — 

Movedt  "  That  an  hamble  Address  be  presented  to  Hot  Majesty,  representing  to  Her 
Majesty  that  oonscicntions  objootions  to  the  present  system  of  Unirersity  Edacation  in 
Ireland  prevent  a  largo  nambor  of  Her  Majesty's  Sobjeots  from  enjoying  the  advantages 
of  University  Education,  and  praying  that  such  steps  may  be  taken  as  will  remove  this 
grievance/'— ( The  (yVonoghie)         . .  . .  . .  . .     541 

After  long  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

SacEET  Seetice  Money— Motion  for  a  '*  Return  of  the  sums  which  have  been  paid 

out  of  the  Secret  Service  Money  by  the  Treasury,"  &c.— ( Mr.  Darhy  Griffith)    590 
After  short  debate.  Question  put:  —  The  House  divided:  Ayes  18,  Noes  45 ; 
Majority  27. 

Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  220]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  eonsidered      . .  .  •  .  •  •  •     592 

Bill  to  be  read  3"  To-morrow. 

Turnpike  Tolls  AboUtion  BiU  [Bill  128]- 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"— {-J^r.  »^ay)        ..  ..  ..  ..592 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  and  discharged  ;— Bill  unthdratcn. 

Bailway  Clonstraction  Facilities   Act   (1884)    Amendment 

JBUl  [Bill  87]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time^'-'iMr.  Whalley)        ..  ..  ..  ..598 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  toithdraum. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read  and  discharged  .-—Bill  mthdraum. 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill 

[BiU  219]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  nomr  leave  the 

Chair."  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..694 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

BiU  eonndered  in  Committee 

BiU  repifrted,  without  Amendment;  to  be  read  3«  To'mcrroio. 
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Colonial  Docks  Loans  Bill  [BiU  2261— 
Mov0dy  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,"— (Zord  Olarenee  Paget)    695 
After  short  debate.  Bill  read  2^  and  eommitUd  for  Tkunday. 

Wats  and  Means — Order  for  Committee  read. 

Account  No.  46  of  tho  Finance  Accounts  [presented  8th  June]  referred. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— Can«*(for^ in  Committee*  ,.  •.     696 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Reiolved,  That  towards  making  good  the  S apply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  be  issued 
and  applied  to  the  senrico  of  the  year  ending  the  3 1st  day  of  Mai'oh,  1866,  tho  sum  of 
£l,dl8»626  16«.  9<^.,  being  the  Surplus  of  Ways  and  Means  granted  for  tho  senrioe  of 
preoediug  years. 

2.  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  sum  of 
£28,343,658  Z$.  Sd,,  be  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Groat  Britain  and  Ireland. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To*morrow. 

ExcisB  Acts — Clmn^^d^  in  Committee  ••  ..  ••     596 

Besolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

P^nTr  Notes  Issue (SCOtla]ld)^C'<m«idh^  in  Committee  :* — Bill  ordered(Mr. Blaekbwrn 

Mr.  Stirling)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..596 


Compound  Spirits  Warehousing- 

c€lhr  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Peel) 


•^Considered  in  Committee :  • — ^Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Chan- 
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Inns  of  C!ourt  {re-committed)  Bill  [Bill  192]— 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  Mr. 

Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair "  . .  . .  . .     597 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 

Members  not  being  present,  House  adjourned. 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  21. 
Municipal   Corporations   (Ireland)    Act   Amendment   Bill 

[Bill  54]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time,*'— (ifr.  Blake)  . .  . .  . .  . .     697 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum: — Bill  withdraton. 

Merchant  Shipping  Disputes  Bill  [Bill  90]— 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time,"— (ifr.  Denman)  • .  .  •  . .  . .     699 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Bill  withdrawn. 

Bank  Notes  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  124]- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time,"— («r  Colman  ffLogUen)  . .  , .  . .     604 

After  diort  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn :— Bill  withdrawn. 

Educational  and  Charitable  Institutions  Bill  [Bill  97]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time," — (Mr.  Lygtm)  • .  , .  . .  . .     608 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this  day  three  months," — (Mr. 

Eemington  Milb):  —  Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  'now*  stand 

partof  the  Question"  ..  ..  ..  ..     611 

After  short  debate,  Question  put  :-f-The  House  divided;  Ayes  49,  Noes  86  ; 

Majority  14. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2°,  and  committed  for  this  dav 

l^hree  months, 
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Bailways  Clausee  (r^-emmitUd)  Bill  [Bill  170]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  propoaed,  '<  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

theChair"     .,  ..  .,  ..  ..616 

Ameudment  proposed.  To  leaye  oat  from  the  word  "That"  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestlon, 
in  order  to  add  the  words  *'this  House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months,  resolTO 
itself  into  the  said  Committee,"— (Jfr.  ifcw*,)— instead  thereof  . .  ..618 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question." 
After  debate,  Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum  :«--Bill  mthdrawn. 
Salmon  Fishery  Aot  (1861)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  220]— 
Order  for  Third  Beading  read       . .  . ,  . .  , .     624 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  3"*  tJid  passed. 

Indemnity  Bill— 

BiU  to  indemnify  such  persons  in  the  United  Kingdom  as  have  omitted  to  qua- 
lify themselves  for  offices  and  employments,  and  to  extend  the  time  limited 
for  those  purposes  respectively,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Peel  and 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  , ,  . ,  , ,     624 

After  short  debate,  BUI  presented,  and  read  l^.  [Bill  234.] 

Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill  —  ord&red^iMr,  Dodson,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr.  Peeiy—presented,  and  read  l"  •. 

Expiring   Laws   Continuance  —  ordered  —  {Mr.  Peel,  Chancellor  of  the  Eachequer}^ 
presented,  and  read  1»*.  [Bill  235.] 

CompoTind  Spirits  Warehousing  BUl—p'^sented,  and  read  v,  [Bui  239.] 

LORDS,  THTJK8DAT,  JTJire  22. 
Small  Benefices  (Ireland)  Act  (1860)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  61]— 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)  • .  • .     626 

Bill  to  be  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  205.) 

Bentcharffes  (Ireland)  Bevision  Bill  [hj..]— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Somerhili, 
mdl*^.  (No.  208.) 

COMMONS,  THUBSDAY,  JUNE  22. 
The  Patmasteb  Oekeeull  and   the   Audit  Opmce— Question,   Sir  Charles 

Donglas ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer        . .  •  •     627 

Natt  —  Loss  OP  THE  "  Bombay  "  —  Question,  Mr.  Owen  Stanley ;  Answer, 

Lord  Clarence  Paget  « .  . .  •  •  • .     629 

EnsooPAL  EssinEircs  at  Bbistol— Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ;  Answer, 

Sir  George  Grey  . .  •  •  .  •  •  •     632 

The  Thames  Embakxhekt— Question,  Mr.  Cave ;  Answer,  Mr.  M.  Gibson  • .     633 

Satubdat  Halp-Holidat  n^  GoTSBKUEirc  Offices— Question,  Mr.  Buxton; 

Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  .  •  . .  . .     633 

Clerical  Subscription  Bill  {Lords)  [Bill  199]— 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time," — (8%r  Qeorge  Grey)  . .  .  •  . .  • .     634 

After  long  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2^,  and  eommitted 
for  Monday  next. 
Colonial  Ctovemors  (Eetiring  Pensionfl)  Bill  [Bill  133]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     •  •  •  •  • .  •  •     663 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered  To-morrow. 

Consolidated  Fnnd  (Appropriation)  Bill- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,"  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     6^0 

After  debate.  Question  put,  and  (^reed  ^;— Bill  re^  ^"^  and  eommitted  for 
^o-morroWf 
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County  OourtB  Equitable  Jurisdiction  Bill  {Lordu)  [BiU  160]-. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Moved,  **  That  it  be  an  Instruotion  to  the  Committee  to  assimilate  tlie  Slierifls'  Court  of 

the  Citj  of  London  in  all  regpecta  to  a  County  Court/'— (3fr.  Ayrton)  .^     679 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  hj  leave,  withdraum. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  .  •  •  •  •  •  681 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;  as  amended,  to  be  oonsid^red  on  Monday 
next,  and  to  he  printed.    [Bill  236.] 

Indemnity  Bill  [BUI  234]- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

time,"— (Jfr.  Peel)  . .  . .  . .  . .     684 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 

Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months,"— (Jft*.  Hiadjkld,) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
After  i^ort  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided  ;  Ayes  82,  Noes  1 8 ; 

Majority  14. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  :  —  BiU  read  2^  and   oommittod  for 

To-morrow. 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill  [Bill  227]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .  • .  • .     687 

And  it  appearing  that  40  Members  were  not  present :  — Mr.  Speaker  re- 
sumed the  Chair:— House  counted,  and  40  Members  not  being  present, 
House  adjourned. 

LORDS,  FRtDAT,  JTTNE  23. 

The  CoNSiTL  at  Saeawak— Question,  "Viscount  Stratford  De  Redcliffe;  Answer, 

Earl  Russell  ,.  ...  ..  ..     690 

State  of  Pubuc  aih)  Pbivatb  Business — Observations,  Lord  Stanley  of 

Alderley : — Debate  thereon         , ,  . ,  . ,  691 

Increase  op  the  Episcopate — ^Petition  ^m^^(?  by  Lord  Lyttelton  , ,     696 

After  debate.  Petition  read  and  order^  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Chabities  op  the  Cities  op  London  and  Westminsteb — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Digest  of  the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  Cities  of  London  and  West- 
minster, referred  to  in  the  Eleventh  and  Twelfth  Reports  of  the  Charity  Commissioners, 
be  laid  before  the  House/' — ( The  Bishop  of  London)  . .  ...     705 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to: — Pari.  Paper  [No.  3461] 

The  Burial  Sebvice— Question,  Lord  Ebury;   Answer,   The  Ardibishop  of  • 
Canterbury     ••  ..  ..  ..  ,,     707 

PartnerBhip  Amendment  Bill  (No.  162)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)      . .  . .  , .     709 

Amendments  moved  and  negatived;  an  Amendment  made;  and  Bill  to  be 
read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

Rochdale  Yicaraee  Bill  [h.l.}— Was  presented  by  the  Earl  of  Chichester ;  read  !•.* 
(No.  218.) 

nrayal  Discipline  Act  Amendment  Bill  [h.l.]  —  Was  presented  hj  The  Duke  of 

Somerset ;  read  W  (No.  214.) 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  28. 

Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill- 
Bill  considered  in  Committee  . .  . ,  . .     717 
Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  3®  on  Monday  next* 

Fire  Brigade  Metropolis  Bill  [Bill  230]— 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered  , ,  ^ .  .  •     718 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  fo-morrow^ 
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Poor  Law  Board  Oontintiance  fto.,  {r^-eonmiiM)  Bill  [Bill  218]— 

MotioH  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair:"—  ..  .,  ,,  ..719 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "That  "to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  toaddtho 
words  '*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  proviaions  of  Uiis  Bill  should  be  limiiod  to 
the  continuance  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  for  one  year/' — (Lord  Fermop,) — imtead 
thereof  ..  ..  ..  ..  »•      730. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 

After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  anthdrawn  :— Main  Question  put,  and 
affr&ed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee: — Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
on  Monday  next,  and  to  he  printed  [Bill  238] 

TxKUBB  AND  IiCfBOVEHSNT  OP  LkVD  (Ibelakb)  —  Report  brought  up : — ^After 

short  debate,  Beport  read;  to  lie  upon  the  table,  and  to  be  printed  [No.  402]    730 

IimiA — LucKKOw  Pbize  Monbt,  Question,  Sir  Minto  Farquhar  ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  Wood  . .  , .  . .  . .     730 

Abut — Dbsss  op  tf  iLiTAfiT  Chaplains,  Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  .  •  . .  • .     731 

IxmAS  FiKAircEs — Question,  Mr.  Yansittart;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood      . .     731 

Kavt— Assistant  Susgeoks — Question,  Sir  John  Fakington;   Answer,  Lord 

Clarence  Faget  ..  ..     ,^~;„  ,:;"  ..  ..     732 

An^OtTBHllSKT  OP  THE  HoiTSE— 

Mof^d,  That  the  House  at  its  rising  do  adjourn  to  Monday  next. 

Chaih  Cablxs  akd  Ahohobs — Observations,  Mr.  Laird ;  Reply,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  , ,  . .     732 

The  Naval  Reserves — Observations,  Mr.  Corry ;  Reply,  Lord  C.  Faget  . .     738 

IiTDiA  —  Claims  op  the  Satpooba  and  Goa  Fbontisb  Field  Foboxs  — » 
Observations,  Mr.  Staniland;  Reply,  Mr.  T.  G.  Boring     . .  , .     748 

ITavt — ^DocxTABD  SxTPEBiNTENDENTs — Quostiou,  Sir  Frederic  Smith ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  • .  . .  . .     751 

TBHimE  AND  Impbovexent  OP  Land  (Ibeland) — Observations,  Mr.  Hennessy : 
— ^Debate  thereon  . .  .  •  . .  . .     752 

Motion  agreed  to : — House  at  rising  to  adjourn  till  Monday  next. 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  2Z-^continued 
Colonial  Governors  (Betiring  Pensions)  Bill  [Bill  133]-- 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered      . .  • .  . .  • .     760 

After  short  debate,  Bill  to  be  read  3<>  on  Monday/  next. 

LORDS,  SATURDAY,  JUNE  24. 
Fbivaxb  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  179.  Sect.  1.  considered  (according  to 

Order)  ,.  .•  ..  ..  ..761 

Bidr  Lordships  having  then  gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Faper  without 
debate.  House  a<^oumed. 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  26. 
Divine  Worship  in  the  Church  of  England  BiU— 
A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  Ferformance  of  Divine  Worship  in 
the  Church  of  England — Was  presented  by  the  Marquess  of  Westmeath ; 
read  1\  (No,  218.)  ••  •.  .•  ..762 
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SiATB  OF  Pfbiio  AiTD  PRtTAiB  BuflDnsss— ObseETationSy  Lord  Eedeedale :— Short 
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Bbitatb  Bills — Standing  Orders  184  and  185  eonsidsred  (accordlDg  to  Order); 

and  amended      . .  . .  •  •  .  •  764 

Soman  Catholic  Oath  Bill  (No.  170H 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— ( Ths  Earl  of  Devon)  . .     764 

Amendment  moved,  Xo  leave  out  ("now")  and  insert  (''this  Day  Three 

Months/'}— (i?:^  Earl  of  Derhy)  ..  . .  . .     772 

After  long  aebate,  on  Question,  That  (" now")  stand  Part  of  the  Motion  ? 

their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  63,   Not-Con  tents  84 ;  Majority  21 : — 
List  of  Contents  and  Not-Contents.  •  •  . .  .  •     821 

Beeohed  in  the  Negative;    and  Bill  to  be  read  2^   on    thie  Day  Three 

Months. 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  26. 

GovBEHMBHT  ANKtriTiES— 27  &  28  ViCT.  c.  43.^-Que8tion,  Sir  Minto  Farquhar ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .     823 

PooB  Liw — ^The  Hiqhwobth  Union — Question,  Mr.  Torrens;  Answer,  YiBConnt 

Enfield  ..  ..  ..  ..  •  •     824 

Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill~ 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read.  . .  . .  • .     825 

After  short  debate.  Bill  read  3*  andjpoM^. 

Clerioal  Subscription  BiU  {Lords)  [BiU  199]- 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,   '*  That  the  House  resolye  itself  into 

Committee  on  the  Bill"         ..  ..  ..  ..837 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee :— Bill  reported,  with  Amendments;  as  amended, 

to  be  considered  To-^norrow  . .  . ,  . .  . .     839 

Colonial  Qovemors  (Betlring  Pensions)  Bill  [Bill  133]— 
Order  for  Third  Reading  read  . .  . .  . .  . »     841 

After  short  debate,  Bill  read  3^  and  passed. 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill  [Bill  227]— 
Bin  considered  in  Committee: — 'Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-morrow      . .  • .  , ,  . .  , .     844 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  Bill  {Lords)  [Bill  236]— 
BiU,  as  amended,  considered: — BiU  to  be  read  3^  To-morrow,  . .     847 

Bailway  Debentures,  Scc^  Begistry  Bill  (Lords)  [BUI  241]— 
Order  for  Second  Reading  read  . .  .  •  . .     848 

After  short  debate,  Second  Reading  j^ti^  off  for  a  fortnight. 

I\fne  Improvement  Dill-- 
Petitions  presented  by  The  Earl  of  EUenborongh  » .  . .     848 

Short  debate  thereon :— BUI  read  3\ 

Thb  Dissolution  of  thb  Tabliament — Observations,  Earl  QranviUe  ;  Reply, 

Lord  Redesdale  '  ..  ..  ..  .,850 

Peiyate  Bills— 
Standing  Order  No.  179,  Sect.  1,  considered  (according  to  Order)  , .     852 

Resolution  {The  Chairman  of  Committees)  agreed  to. 

Pbitatb  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  178,  Sect.  9,  considered  (according  to 
Order),  and  dispensed  with  for  the  Remainder  of  the  SieQBion,^-^The  Chair- 
man of  Committees)  . .  .  •  , »  .  •     853 
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DlYIfilOKS  07  THS  EOTTSB— 

Standing  Order  No.   25,  Seot.  2,  cimsidered  (according  to    Order),   and 
amended,— (^%d  Chaimum  0/  ConrniUm)  • .  . .  . .     853 

friflonB  Bill  (No.  155)— 
Honse  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)      .  •  .  •  • «     853 

Billtobe|9rfnM,  as  amended.  (No.  228.) 

Greenwich  Hospital  BiU  (No.  179)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V'—(^^ -Ottifo  0/ iSoiiwrwO  ..     855 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  oommiiied 
to  a  Committee  of  tiie  Whole  Honse. 

Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  199)— 
House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)      .  •  . .  • «     857 

Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  229.) 

BoxiN  Cathouo  Sghoou — Question,  The  Marquess  of  Westmeath ;  Answer, 

Earl  Granville  ..     ^  ..  ,,  ..859 

LiYEBPOOL  BoEOT76H  Fbison— Quostion,  The  Marquess  of  Westmeath ;  Answer, 

Earl  Oranyille  «.  .•  ..  ..     859 

Ejus  Boos  foe  the  Aeht  ahd  Natt — Question,  The  Marquess  of  Westmeath ; 

Answer,  Earl  De  Grey  and  Bipon  . .  • .  . .     859 


COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  27. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

Pefvatb  Bills — Cottbt  ov  Bbpesebs  ok — 
Standing  Order  88  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  said  Standing  Order  be 

TepealeA,"^{Colonel  Wihon Patten)  ..  ,.  ..861 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned," 

>— (J&.  MUner  Gibson) :— Motion  and  Original  Question,  by  leave,  mth- 

drmofi  •  •  • .  • .  • .-  •  •     874 

Standing  Orders  89,  90,  91,  and  149  read,  and  amended. 
Ordered.  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  this  House  relating  to  Private  Bills,  as 

amended,  he  printed.  [Pari.  Paper,  No.  420.] 

Clerical  Subscriptloxx  BiU  (Lords)  [Bill  1991— 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered ;— Bill  to  be  read  3^  To-morrow    . .  . .     879 

Lsxns  BAHKBurrcT  Cottbt— Observations,  Mr.  Longfield ;  Reply,  The  Attorney 

General : — Long  debate  thereon  .  •  • .  . .     879 

Motion    made,    and    Question,     <<That    this   House   do    now   adjourn,'' 
— {Mr.  Longfield,) — ^put,  and  negatived        • .  •  •  . .     898 

FnoBOOATioir  of  the  Fabliaicent  —  Question,  Mr.  Charles  Forster;  Answer, 

YiBooimt  Falmerston  . .  . »  . .  .  •     914 

LOBDS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  28. 

Their  Lordships  met ;  and  haying  gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Faper 
without  debate.  House  adjourned. 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  28. 

Capital  Fnxiialmieiits  Within  Gaols  BiU  [Bill  so]— 
Older  for  Second  Beading  read:^Order  discharged :— Bill  withdrawn     .  •     915 
YOL.  diZXX.    [thibd  sbbiss.]  [  d  1 
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LORDS,  THUESDAY,  JUNE  29. 

BiYISIOHS  OT  THIS  HoUSE — 

Staoding  Order  No.  39  considered  (according  to  Order),  and  amended        • .    917 

Peivatk  Biles — Standing  Order  No.  184,  Sect.  2  considered  {s^coiding  to  Order), 

and  amended'  . .  . .  •  •  • .  •  •    917 

Pbivatb  Bills— 8TAin)iKG  Okdebs  Dispensed  with — 

The  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  considered  (according  to  Order)  . .     917 

Moved,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  be  dispensed  with  in  relation  to 
FriTate  Bills  for  the  Remainder  of  the  Session, — {The  Chairman  of  Ootn^ 
miUees) : — Motion  agreed  to. 

Business  of  the  House — Resolution  of  Lord  Redesdale  relating  thereto        • .     918 

Divine  Worship  in  the  Church  of  England  Bill  (No.  218) 
On  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of  Westmeath,  after  short  debate,  Order  for  Second 
Reading  discharged : — ^Bill  (by  Leare  of  the  House)  voithdraum  . ,     918 

Poor  Law  Board  C!ontinuanoe  Bill'tNo.  227)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (r^j  JEarl  de  Grey)  . .     919 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to: — Bill  read  2*"  accordingly,  wii  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  "Whole  House. 

Prisons  Bill  (No.  228)— 
Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order)    . .  • .  • .     921 

After  short  debate,  further  Amendments  made;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3* 
To-morrow, 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  (1866)  Amendment  Bill 

(No.  200)— 
Moved,  That  ihe  House  be  now  put  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill^-*(2%a 

Lord  Steward)  ..  ..  ..  •.921 

After  short  delmte,  Motion  agreed  to : — House  in  Oommittee  (acoordiog  to 

Order): — Report  to  be  reoeired  To-morrow. 

Clerical  Subscription  Bill  [h.l.]  (No.  230)— 
Commons  Amendments  considered  (according  to  Order)  . .  .  •     924 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  JTJNE  29. 

limiA— Medical  Opficees — Question,  Mr.  Bozley ;  Answer,  Sir  C.  Wood      . .     924 

HoicE  Gbowk  Tobacco — Question,  Mr.  Scully;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer      . .  . .  .  •  . .  . .     925 

Bbitish  India  akd  Colonial  Tbust  anb  AoEzrcr  Cobporatiok  (Limitsd) — 

Question,  Mr.  Crawford;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson       • .  , .     925 

IiTDiA — Gmevances  OP  INDIAN  Officebs — Questiou,  Colonel  Sykes;    Answer, 

Sir  Charles  Wood  . .  . .  , .  . .     926 

Ibeland— The  Railway  Ststek— Question,  Mr.  Uons^;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer        . .  , .  ,. .  , ,     927 

RouAK  Catholic  Bishops — Question,  Mr,  Kimiaird;  Answer,  Mr.  Card  well  •  •     927 
Indu — East  India  (Retentte  Accounts) — 

Considered  in  Committee  . .  . ,  , ,  . .     927 

Resolutions  relating  to  the  total  net  Revenues  of  the  Territ(Hies  and  Depart- 
ments, the  several  Presidencies,  the  North  Western  Provinoea,  and  ttie 
Punjaub— (Sir  C/iarles  Wood.) 

Resolutions  agreed  to  ;^To  be  reported  To-morrow, 
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LOKDS,  FRIDAY,  JUNE  30. 
Oolonial  Oovemors  (Betirlng  Pensions)  Bill  (No.  225)— 
Uwed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (^or?  d^  Orey  and  Ripon)  . .     964 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  eonh 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Penalties  LawAmendment  Bill  (No.  178)— 
Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%'  '^{Zord  Stanley  of  Alderley)        . .     968 
After   short   debate,   Motion    agreed  to: — Bill   read  2*   accordingly,    and 
eommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Public  Museums,  &c. — 
Petitions  for  Opening  in  Evenings  presented  by  Lord  Ebury  . ,  , .     969 

IssiTBOF  Aemt  Commissions— Question,  The  Earl  of  Longford;  Answer,  Earl 

Be  Grey  and  Bipon  , ,  , .  . ,  , ,     971 

Claims  op  Mb.  Jackson— Question,  The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde ;  Answer,  Earl 

Russell  ..  ...  .,  ..  ..974 

Captains  on  the  Eesbbyed  List — Obseryations,  Lord  Chelmsford ;  Reply,  The 

Bake  of  Somerset  .,  ..  ..  ,,     975 

Vamulkt  Officers— Question,  The  Earl  of  Hardwicke ;  Answer,  The  Duke 
of  Somerset    ..  ••  ..  ••  ••     980 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JXINE  30. 

Pritate  Bn-siNBSS— Resolutions  relating  to  Standing  Orders  considered  . .     981 

Fabm  Buildinos  and  Cottages  in  Scotland — Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;  Answer, 

Sir  George  Grey  . .  . .  , .  . .     982 

Law  of  Simony— Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General    982 

Army— Mackay's  Gun — Question,  Mr.  J.  Ewart;   Answer,  The  Marquess  of 

Hartington      . .  . .  , .  . ,  . .     983 

Masters  in  the  Natt— Question,  Mr.  Corry ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  , .     983 

Army — Eield  Allowance  to  Officers  at  Aldershot— Question,  Major  Knox ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  , .  . .  . .     984 

Adjournment  of  the  House— 
Moved,  That  the  House  at  its  rising  do  adjourn  to  Monday  ne^t. 

Minor  Canons,  &c. — Obserrations,  Mr.  C.  Bentinck ;  Reply,  Sir  G.  Grey       . .     984 

Armt— SAI.ABY  OF  Dr.  SUTHERLAND— Qucstiou,  Coloncl  Herbert  J  Answer,  The 

Marquees  of  Hartington       ,.  ..  ••  ..     989 

Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects  in   Abyssinia— Observations,  Sir  Hugh 

Cairns ;  Reply,  Mr.  Layard :— Long  debate  thereon  . .  . .     992 

The  Dyce  Sombre  Case— Observations,  Mr.  Hennessy ;  Reply,  The  Attorney 

General  ..  «•  ..  ..  ••  1016 

Transport  Service  Between  England  and  India— Observation,  Mr.  Ayrton ; 

Rc^ly,  Mr.  T.  G.  Baring       . «  . .  .  •  . .  1022 

Motion  agreed  to :— House  at  rising  to  adjourn  till  Monday  next. 

IvBu— -East  India  (Revenue  Accounts) — 
Besdixtions  [June  29]  reported  and  agreed  to  ,.  * . .  . .  1024 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  3. 
SuvERx — ^Personal  Explanation,  Lord  Brougham  ••  ••  1025 

State  of  Public  and  Private   Business— Observations,  Lord  Redesdale  and 
Earl  Granville  ,.  ..  ..  -  1026 
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Chttboh  op  England  Burial  Service— 
Mwtd  to  Resolve,  Thai^  in  the  opinion  of  thii  Hoase,  the  Evils  arising  from  the  eompnltor/ 
and  almost  indiscriminate  use  of  the  Burial  Serrioeof  the  Church  of  England  demand  the 
early  Attention  of  the  Legislature,^(  Th6  Lord  Ebury)  .  •  • .    1026 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  20,  Not- Contents  43; 
Majority  23:  —  Resohed  in  the  Negative:  —  List  of  the  Contents  and 
Not-Contents . .  ..  ..  .•  ..   1033 

Committees  ok  Peivate  Bills — 

On  the  Motion  of  Earl  Cowper,  amended  by  Lord  B^desdalo,  after  short 

debate,  Resolutions  agreed  to  . .  .  •  •  •   1033 

Ordered,  That  there  he  kid  tipon  the  Tahle  a  List  of  those  Lords  who  have  served  on  Private 
Bill  Committees  during  the  present  Session  of  Parliamont;  and  the  Number  of  Times  that 
cnch  Lord  has  seized  ;  and  the  number  of  Dajrs  he  sat  on  over/  such  Committee, — {JThe 
Earl  Cowper) 

Titles  to  Land  in  India— Question,  The  Marquess  of  Clanricardo  ;  Answer, 

Lord  Dufferin         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1038 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  3. 

SxANDiNa  OiiDEBS — Standing  Order  No.  60  rescinded,  and  new  Standing  Order 

substituted      .  •  . .  • .  . .  . .   1040 

Mb.  Winslow's   Pension — Question,    Major  Stuart  Knox;    Answer,  The 

Attorney  General  . .  •  •  . .  ,  •  1040 

Ibeland — The  Dinneb  to  Mb.  Gatan  Dupft— Question,  Mr.  Verner  ;  Answer, 

Sir  Robert  Peel  ..  ..  ..  .,   1041 

Ibeland — The  Law  Adtiseb  to  the  Castle — Question,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson ; 

Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel      . .  . .  . .  •  •   1042 

The  Gbaed  Jxtnction  Canal  Basin — Question,  Mr.  W.  Ewart;  Answer,  Mr. 

H.  A.  Bruce   ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1043 

Convention   oe  Fobeign  Law — Question,   Mr.  J.  J.  Powell;   Answer,  Mr. 

Layard  ..  ,,  ..  ..  ..   1044 

The  EccfLEsiAsncAL  Commission — Question,  Mr.  Henry  Seymour;  Answer, 
•   Sir  George  Grey  . ,  . .  . ,  , .  1044 

Leeds  Bankbttptct  Coubt,  &c. — 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee  of  this  House,  on  the  Leeds  Bank- 
ruptcy Court,  discloses  that  a  great  facility  exists  for  obtaining  Public  Appointments  by 
corrupt  means  ;  and  that  such  Evidence,  and  also  that  taken  before  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  in  the  case  of  Leonard  Edmunds,  and  laid  before  this  House,  shows 
a  laxity  of  Practice  and  want  of  caution  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  sanc- 
tioning the  grant  of  retiring  pensions  to  Public  Officers  over  whose  heads  grave  charges 
are  impending,  and  in  filling  up  the  vacancies  made  by  the  retirement  of  such  Officers, 
whereby  great  encouragement  has  been  given  to  corrupt  practices ;  and  that  such 
laxity  and  want  of  caution,  even  in  the  absence  of  any  improper  motive,  are,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  highly  reprehensible,  and  calculated  to  throw  discredit  on  the 
administration  of  the  High  Offices  of  State,"— (Jfr.iTttftt)  ..  ..   1045 

Amendment  proposed, 

«  To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  this  House  having  considered  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court,  and  the  evidence  taken  by  it,  agrees  with  the  Committee  in  the 
opinion  that  the  Acts  which  are  established  acquit  the  Lord  Chancellor  from  all  charge 
in  the  matters  to  which  it  refers,  except  that  of  haste  and  want  of  caution  in  granting 
a  pension  to  Mr.  Wilde ;  but  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  some  further  check  should 
be  placed  by  Law  upon  the  grant  of  pensions  to  the  holders  of  legal  oAoM,**^{The  Lord 
ulrfvooifd,)— instead  thereof  ..  ..  .,  .,   1072 

Question,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion," put,  and  negatived. 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  wprds  he  there  i^ded." 
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liBXM  BlHXBUPTOr  CoURT,  *0.— COflitlltl^. 

Motion  made,  and  Onestion  propoBed,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/' 
— ( Viscount  Falmerston)        . .  • .  . .  . ,   1 134 

Qaeetion  put :— The  House  divided;    Ajes  163,   Noes  177 ;  Majority  14. 

List  of  the  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  •  •  . .   1136 

Question,  "  That  &iose  words  be  there  added," — ( The  Lord  Advoeate,)^]^\xt, 
and  negatived. 

Another  Amendment  propose^^ 

To  add,  mller  the  flnt  word  '*That,  in  the  original  Question,  the  words  ^"Thii  Honse,^ 
haying  considered  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  and  the 
Eyidenoe  taken  before  them,  are  of  opinion,  that,  while  the  Eyiddnoe  discloses  the 
existence  of  corrupt  practices,  with  reference  to  the  appointment  of  Patrick  Robert 
Welch  to  the  office  of  Registrar  of  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  they  are  satisfied  that 
no  imputation  can  fiiirly  be  made  against  the  Lord  Chancellor,  with  regard  to  this  appoint- 
ment; and  that  such  oyidence,  and  also  that  taken  before  a  Committee  of  the  Lords  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  connected  with  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Edmunds  of  the 
offioes  held  by  him,  and  laid  before  this  House,  show  a  laiity  of  practice  and  a  want  of 
eantion  with  regard  to  the  public  interests,  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,.in  sanc- 
tioning the  grant  of  Retiring  Pensionsto  Public  Officers  against  whom  graye  charges 
were  pending,  which,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  are  calculitted  to  discredit  tho 
admimstration  of  his  great  office," — {Mr.  Edward  PleydeU  Bouverie)  . .    1135 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Hain  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to^ 

LOKDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  4.  Pag^ 

TxNSiov  TO  Mk.  Wikslow,  Late  Masibb  m  Lxtkact— Personal  Explanation, 

Lord  Chelmsford '  ..   '  ..  ..  .,  1189 

EssiGirATioK  07  iHB  LoBD  CHANCELLOE-^Observations,  Earl  Oranville  .  •  1142 

TJhitei)   States — Close  of  T^B  Ciyil  Wab  —  Copy  of  Papers  laid  on  the 

Table  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1143 

Penalties  Law  Amendment  Bill  (No.  248)— 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Order) : — Short  debate  thereon  • .  1143 

Standing  Orders  Ko.  37  and  38  considered  and  dispensed  with. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  Z\^(Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  ..  1 144 

An  Amendment  mot;^^,  to  leave  out  (''now")  and  insert  (''this  Day  Three 
'M.onihB  i")-^{Lord  Denman  :)^0n  Question,  That  "now'^  stand  part  of 
the  Motion  ?  iheir  Lordships  divided;   Contents  22,   Not-Contents   14 ;     . 
Majority  8  x^Resohed  in  the  Affirmative : — Bill  read  3*  accordingly,  and 
passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons : — List  of  Contents  and  Not-Contents  . .   1144 

iMPBiseKHEHT    OP    Bbitish    SUBJECTS   IK   Abtssibia  —  Observations,    Lord 

Chelmsford ;  Reply,  Earl  Eussell  . .  . .  . .   1145 

Case    of    Cathebute   Gauohait — QuestioD,    The   Marquess   of  Westmcath; 

Answer,  Earl  Granville        ..  ••  ..  ..  1158 

The  Indian  Abhy — Question,  The  Earl  of  Longford ;  Answer,  Lord  Dufferin  1159 

The  Csuech   dt  Ieelaiti)— The  Twentt-Nutth  Canon  of  1 603 -*  Question, 
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The  BoYAL  Assent  was  given  to  several  Bills;  And  afterwards  a  speech 

of  The  LoEDS  Coicmissionbrs  was  delivered  to  both  Houses  of  Parliament 

by  The  Lobd  Peesident. 
Then  a  Comtnission  for  Proroguinp:  the  Parliament  was  read. 
After  which, 
The  LOBD  PEESIDENT  said— 

My  Lards,  and  Oentlemen, 
By  Tirtne  of  Her  Majesty's  Commission  under  the  Great  Seal,  to  ns  and  other  Lords 
direeted,  and  now  read,  we  do,  in  Ucr  Mnjesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to  Hor  Com- 
mand, prorogue  this  Parliament  to  TTednetday,  the  Twelfth  day  of  JiUy  instant,  to  bo 
then  here  holden ;  and  this  Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to  Wednesday  the 
Twelfik  day  of  Jtdy  instant. 
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TOOK  THE  OATH. 

MOITDIT,   JVSB  19. 

The  Yiscoont  Qori,  a  BepresentatiTe  Peer  for  Ireland. 

SAT  FIBST. 
FfiiDAT,  JxnxM  16. 
The  Lord  Ashbarton,  after  the  Death  of  his  Brother. 

TUXSDAT,  JUHB  27. 

The  Earl  of  Horley,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 


COMMONS. 
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"EoT  Ziskeard,  v.  Balph  Osborne,  Esq.,  Manor  of  Hempholme. 
For  Cavmtry,  v.  Sir  Joseph  Paxtoni  deceased. 

NEW  MEMBEBS  SWOBN. 
Thusstay,  Juve  22, 
Cbw>i(fy— Henry  WilUam  Eaton,  Esq. 

Fbibat,  Jukb  28. 
DHHmpori — ^Thomas  Brassey,  Esq.,  the  younger. 

MOVDAT,  JVKR  26. 

Li$l^ari^Bit  Arthur  William  Buller,  Enight 
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HANSARD'S 
PARLIAMENTARY    DEBATES, 

IK   THE 

Seventh  Session  of  the  Eighteenth  Parliament  op  the 
TJnitbd  Kingdom  op  Great  Britain  and  Ireland^ 
Appointed  to  meet  31  Mat  1859,  and  prom  thence   Con- 

TDTUED     TILL     7     FeBEUABT     1865,    IN     THE     TwENTY-EIGHTH 

Ybae  op  the  Eeign  op 

HER    MAJESTY    QUEEN    VICTORIA. 


poueth  and  last  volume  of  the  session. 


HOUSE    of    lords, 
Mondoff,  Junel2,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Billb -^  First  Reading^ 
Militia  Ballots  Saspension*;  Militia  Pay*; 
Trespass  (Sootland)*  (li6) ;  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  Confirmation  (No.  2)*  (U7). 

Second  Reading — Railway  Debentures  Ac.  Regis- 
try* (W)  [H.L.]  ;  Union  Chargeability  (122) ; 
I^cal    GoTenunent    Sapplemental   (No.  3)  * 

oeka  Committee  —  On  Looomotives  on  Roads 
(tjppwiUed  and  nominated,  {List  of  Committee), 
and  on  June  IS  Lord  Harris  added  in  the  Place 
of  Doke  of  Sutherland,  Earl  De  Grey  in  the  Place 
of  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley,  and  Earl  Ducie, 
Viscount  Strathallan,  Lord  Calthorpe,  and  Lord 
'Wenlook  added. 

Third  Reading  —  Indosure  (No.  2)*  (IM); 
Uncaster  Court  of  Chancery.* 

UNITED  STATES—BELLIGERENT 
RIGHTS.— QUESTION. 

THE  EARL  OF  DERBY :  I  wish  to 
ABk  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  Affairs  a  Question  with  regard  to 
two  docnments  which  have  lately  appeared 
in  the  public  papers,  having  reference  to 
American  belligerent  rights.  The  first  of 
these  docnments  appears  to  have  been  com- 
municated by  the  noble  Earl  himself  to 
Ae  different  Departments  of  Governmeot, 
ftnd  the  second  purports  to  be  a  Proclama- 
^OL.  CLXXX     [third  series.] 


tion  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
The  first  document,  addressed  by  the  noble 
Earl  to  Government  officials,  is  to  the  effect 
that  peace  having  been  restored  throughout 
the  territory  of  the  United  States,  the 
status  of  the  .Confederates  as  belligerents 
must  be  taken  to  be  henceforth  abandoned. 
When  that  document  was  issued,  the  state- 
ment it  contained  that  peace  had  been  re- 
stored throughout  the  territory  of  the 
United  States  was  not  quite  accurate  ; 
but,  since  the  document  was  issued,  the 
Confederate  army,  which  was  then  in  ex- 
istence, and  which  was  holding  the  exten- 
sive district  on  the  further  side  of  the 
Mississippi,  and  was  said  to  be  a  powerful 
force,  well  organized,  and  capable  of  con- 
tinuing the  contest,  has  altogether  surren- 
dered ;  while  the  chief  of  the  Confe- 
derate States,  who  for  four  years  has  main- 
tained a  struggle  against  the  whole  power 
of  the  United  States,  and  who  represented 
a  population  of  seven  or  eight  millions,  is 
now  a  prisoner  in  the  hands  of  the  Federals 
and  is  awaiting  his  trial.  The  statement 
contained  in  the  document  issued  by  the 
noble  Earl  is,  therefore,  now  practically  cor- 
rect, It  may  not  be  out  of  the  way  that 
I  should  express  a  hope,  entertained  not 
only  by  myself,  but  by  the  noble  Earl  op- 
posite, not  only  by  this  House,  but  by  the 
country  at  large  and  by  the  whole  civilized 
world,  that  the  party  which  has  achieved 
B 
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such  Bignal  success  will  follow  ft  course  not 
dictated  by  revenge  or  Tiolence — that  they 
will  seek  not  to  exasperate  the  feelings  of 
their  former  antagonists,  which  have  been 
already  too  much  embittered  ;  but  will  en- 
deavour,  by  deeds  of  ooncUintion  and  of 
mercy,  to  re-cement,  if  possible,  a  union 
so  nearly  dissolved  ;    and  (hat  they  will 
consent  to  treat  those  whom  the  fortunes 
of  war  have  placed  at  their  disposal  not  as 
revolted  subjects,  but  as  vanquished,  though 
not  dishonoured,  enemies.     On  the  course 
taken  by  the  United  States  will  materially 
depend  the  estimation  in  which  they  will 
be  held  by  the  civilized  world,  and,  there- 
fore, this  is  a  subject  which  cannot  fail  to 
be  of  vital  importance  to  them.  *  I  now 
wish  to  call  the    attention  of   the  noble 
Earl  to  the  answer    which  he    gave  the 
other    evening    to    the    question    of    the 
noble  Baron  (Lord  Houghton),  who  asked 
him   whether*   under    the    circumstances 
which  had  occurred,  it  was  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  still  to  con- 
tinue to  acknowledge  the  belligerent  rights 
of  the    Confederate   States.     The   noble 
Earl  then  gave  an  answer  which  was  satis- 
factory to  this  House — namely,  that  this 
must  depend  entirely  upon  the  course  the 
United  States  themselves  thought  fit  to 
adopt  in  the  matter,  and  that  as  soon  as 
the  United  States  ceased  to  avail  them- 
selves of  belligerent  rights  as  against  neu- 
tral commerce,  this  country  would  cease  to 
acknowledge  belligerent  rights  on  the  part 
of  the  Confederate  States.     Now,  I  desire 
to  call  attention  to  that  answer,  and  to  the 
light  in  which  it  is  to  be  regarded  in  con- 
nection with  the  Proclamation  lately  issued 
by  the  President  of  the    United   States. 
That   Proclamation    directs    that  certain 
ports  are  to  onened,  but  that  others  shall, 
for  various  and  particular  reasons,  be  closed 
for  the  present,  and  that  the  crew  of  any 
merchant  vessel  attempting  to  enter  such 
closed  ports  shall  be  treated  as  pirates.  No 
doubt  the  President  of  the  United  States 
exercises  great  powers,  but  surely  he  does 
not  possess  the  power  of  changing  the  in- 
ternational law    of  the   world.     He  may 
claim  to  exercise  belligerent  rights,  and  so 
establish  a  blockade,  or  he  may  make  mu- 
nicipal regulations  excluding  vessels  from 
certain  ports  ;  but  he  cannot  by  force  of  a 
proclamation  justify  the  infliction  on  those 
infringing  these  regulations  the  penalties 
attaching  to  piracy.     The  penalty  for  the 
violation  of  a  blockade    is  well  defined  ; 
and  the  offence  itself  cannot  be  construed 
into  the  crime  of  piracy.    To  force  an  entry 
The  Earl  of  Derby 


into  these  ports  can  simply  be  regarded  as 
M[>^ggling,  and  the  assumption  that  any 
person  guilty  of  an  infringement  of  the 
fegulations  of  the  Proclamation  is  to  be 
held  guilty  of  piracy  is  one  which  it  is  im- 
possible to  pass  unnoticed.  I,  therefore, 
wish  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whether  he  has 
reason  to  believe  that  this  alleged  Procla- 
mation of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  is  genuine  ;  whether  that  Procla- 
mation has  been  communicated  to  him ; 
and  whether  in  that  ease  he  has  taken  any 
notice  of  it,  and  has  protested  againit  a 
doctrine  which  it  is  impossible  for  us  to 
acknowledge,  and  whether  he  is  prepared 
to  communicate  to  Parliament  any  papers 
be  has  in  his  possession  on  the  subject.  I 
also  wish  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  now  far 
the  circular  he  has  sent  round  is  compatible 
with  the  answer  he  gave  the  other  evening, 
in  which  he  stated  that  belligerent  rights 
would  not  be  withheld  from  the  Confederate 
States  so  long  as  the  United  States  put 
forward  a  claim  to  interfere  with  neutral 
commerce. 

Eabl  RUSSELL,  who  was  very  im- 
perfectly heard,  said,  I  will  first  state  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  letter 
alluded  to  by  the  noble  Earl  was  issued. 
From  what  we  had  heard  from  time  to 
time  the  noble  Earl  has  been  led  to  be- 
lieve that  the  Confederates  would  be  able 
to  continue  the  contest  in  one  part  at  least 
of  the  Southern  States  ;  but  from  the  more 
recent  accounts  it  appears  that  the  soc- 
cess  of  the  Federals  has  increased  from 
day  to  day,  and  that  the  Confederates  are 
correspondingly  less  able  to  keep  up  the 
contest  with  their  adversaries,  and  that  the 
surrender  of  the  entire  armies  of  the  lat- 
ter was  to  be  daily  expected.  Under  these 
circumstances  we  had  to  consider  what 
course  we  should  pursue.  There  was  some 
difficulty  in  the  matter,  because  we  had 
no  regular  communication  from  the  United 
States  assuring  us  that,  as  regarded 
neutrals,  belligerent  rights  on  their  part 
had  been  abandoned.  On  the  other  band, 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  our  continuing 
the  concession  of  belligerent  rights  to  the 
Confederates,  because  of  the  entire  cessa- 
tion of  war  on  the  continent  of  America, 
and  of  the  fact  that  there  were  at  sea  two 
vessels,  and  only  two — the  Stonewall  and 
the  Shenandoah — which  were  supposed  to 
be  Confederate  cruisers.  One  of  these 
was  supposed,  or  understood,  to  have  been 
disarmed  and  given  up  to  the  authorities 
at  Havannah;  and  the  other,  the  Shenan- 
doah, had  put  into  various  ports  in  the 
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Aastralian  eolonies.    ObTionslj  it  would 
hare  been  an  anonialj,  when  the  war  in 
America  had    entirely   ceased,   that  the 
Shenandoah  should  be  going  about  from 
port  to  port  in  the  British  dominions  ob- 
taining coals   and  proTisions  under    the 
Queen's  Order  of  1861.     It  was,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  question  of  put- 
log an  end  to  the  belligerent  rights  camo 
under  the   consideration  of  the  Cabinet. 
Practically  the  whole  of  the  American  States 
were  onder  the  authority  of  the  Goremment 
of  the  United  States;  the  whole  of  the  fron- 
tier is  now  in  the  possession  of  the  United 
States  Goyernment.  Since  then  Galverston 
has  been  giren   up  to  the  United  States' 
aathorities,    and    General    Kirby   Smith 
has  sarrendered  ;  so  that  there  is  no  mili* 
iATj   force   ^haterer  under   Confederate 
authority.     Before  I  wrote  the  letter  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  refers  I  had  an  in- 
terview   with    Mr.    Adams,    the  United 
States'  Minieter  in  this   country,  and   I 
asked  him  vrhether  his  Government  were 
ready  to  aban  don  their  belligerent  rights. 
He  said  he  had  no  instructions  on  the  point, 
bat  he  was  oonTinced  that  his  Government 
were  prepared  to  adopt  that  course.     The 
communication  made  to  the  French  Goyern- 
ment on  thia  point  was  atill  more  explicit. 
That  being    ihe  state  of  affairs,  we  be- 
lieved it  waa  due  to  the  United  States  and 
to  our  own  position  to  adopt  the  course 
which  I  indicated  in  the  letter  to  which 
the  noble    Earl  has  called  attention.     I 
iiave  no  objeotion  to  lay  the  letter  on  the 
tsble.  It  has  been  published  in  the  London 
GazeUSf  and  it  has  been  communicated  to 
the  maritime  Powers  generally.  I  may  add 
^tfrom  Madrid  and  Copenhagen,  as  well 
u  from  Paris,  we  haye  receiyed  communi- 
eaUoDs  expresaing  a  concurrence  in  our 
newt.     With   regard  to  the  question  of 
the  noble  Barl  on  the  subject  of  the  Pro* 
'      elamatfon  oi  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  I  mast  say  that  the  document  is 
!      certainly   a    yery   curious   one.      While, 
no  doubt,  it  is  right  enough  to  announce 
ia  the  Proclamation  that,  after  a  certain 
dsle,  namely*  the  1  st  of  July,  the  Southern 
ports  will  all  be  open  to  foreign  commerce 
"-the  reason  ^ven  for  the  delay  being  the 
Bceessity  for  making  certain  Custom-house 
vrangemeots — the  sentence  at  the  end  of 
tbe  Proclamation  with  regard  to  piracy  is 
^onewhat  startling.     Sir  Frederick  Bruce 
^tes  he  has  been  advised  that,  according 
(0  the  Americsn  law,  persons  attempting 
to  enter  those  ports  could  not  be  convicted 
of  piraey  for  that  act ;  and  that  if  persons 


should  be  arrested  while  attempting  to  enter 
them  no  Court  of  the  United  States  cirti 
find  those  parties  guilty  of  piracy.  We  must, 
therefore,  presume  that  it  is  only  intended 
to  hold  this  threat  in  terrorem  over  parties 
who  might  be  disposed  to  make  the  at- 
tempt. In  the  letter  which  I  wrote  it  ia 
stated,  that  within  a  certain  time  yessels 
sailing  under  the  Confederate  flag  will  be 
permitted  to  enter  our  ports  and  disarm. 
At  the  same  time  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment do  not  pretend  to  in  any  way  inter- 
fere with  the  legal  rights  of  tlie  United 
States.  As  to  what  the  noble  Earl  has 
said,  with  respect  to  the  action  of  the 
American  Government,  I  took  occasion, 
when  addressing  your  Lordships  on  the 
assassination  of  President  Lincoln,  to  ex- 
press my  great  regret  that  a  man  whose 
yiews  appeared  to  be  so  just,  and  who  had 
so  pledged  himself  to  a  course  of  mercy, 
should  haye  been  taken  away  at  the  mo* 
moot  when  he  could  ha? e  put  into  practice 
those  principles  to  which  he  had  expressed 
so  firm  an  adherence.  I  would  again  ex* 
press  my  opinion  that  for  the  peace  of 
the  United  States  and  of  the  world  it  is 
most  desirable  there  should  be  no  appear- 
ance of  passion  on  the  part  of  those  who 
have  now  the  guidance  of  the  affairs  of  the 
American  nation. 

The  Earl  of  DERBY:  The  noble 
Earl  has  not  answered  my  question  as  to 
the  Proclamation  threatening  a  penalty 
not  warranted  either  by  the  law  of  America 
or  by  international  law.  The  noble  Earl 
presumes  that  this  Proclamation  is  held 
in  terrorem  over  persons  who  might  be 
disposed  to  enter  those  ports ;  but  I  want 
to  know  whether  the  United  States  Go- 
vernment haye  con\municated  the  contents 
of  this  document  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment, and  whether  he  has  asked  for 
any  official  explanation  of  a  threat  which 
it  is  not  competent  to  the  American  Go- 
yernment  to  carry  out,  and  which  is  en- 
tirely opposed  to  international  law.  The 
document  has  been  published  in  an  official 
form  to  the  whole  world,  and  it  is  hardly 
consistent  with  our  position  that  no  notice 
should  be  taken  of  it. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  It  can  hardly  be 
said  that  no  notice  has  been  taken  of  it, 
as  we  hate  this  despatch  of  Sir  Frederick 
Bruce. 

Thb  Earl  op  DERBY  asked  whether 
the  noble  Earl  would  lay  the  documents  on 
the  table. 

Earl  RUSSELL  was  understood  to 
reply  in  the  affirmatire. 

^   ^  Digitized  by  Google 


Zocomotkes  on 


{LOEDS] 


Soads  Bill. 


8 


LOCOMOTIVES  ON  ROADS  BlLL-<No.  161.) 
NOMINATIOK   OF  SELECT    OOICMITTEE. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  said,  that 
as  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Hardwicke), 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill,  was  not  pre- 
sent, he  would  move  that  the  Lords  whose 
names  stood  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
of  the  Committee,  namely — 

D.  RiohmoDd.  E.  Romney. 

D.  SntherUnd.  V.  MelviUe. 
M.  Salisbury.  V.  Eversley. 

E.  Caithness.  L.  Silohester. 
E.  Hardwioke.  L.  Rossie. 

E.  CamarTon.  L.  Stanley  of  Alderley. 

Lord  KINNAIRD  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  what  he  thought  the  rery  un- 
fair way  in  which  names  for  the  Commit- 
tee had  been  selected.  The  course  pur- 
sued was  only  calculated  to  lead  to  the 
belief  that  it  was  intended  to  defeat  the 
Bill  by  a  side-wind.  He  had  been  requested 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill; 
but  he  thought  it  better  that  it  should  be 
undertaken  by  a  noble  Lord  on  the  other 
side.  The  Earl  of  Hardwicke  agreed  to 
do  so  ;  but  the  impression  from  his  speech 
was  that  he  was  unfavourable  to  the  Bill; 
and  he  finally  assented  to  the  proposition 
that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee.  He  (Lord  Kinnaird)  asked 
the  noble  Earl  to  allow  him  to  see  the 
proposed  list  of  the  Select  Committee, 
and  was  referred  to  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  who  had  moved 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. On  seeing  the  list,  he  found  that 
the  majority  of  Peers  on  it  had  either 
spoken  against  the  Bill  or  had  in  private 
expressed  opinions  unfavourable  to  it.  He 
asked  the  noble  Earl  to  put  on  other 
names,  and  it  was  agreed  that  the  list 
should  not  be  handed  into  the  clerk  that 
evening  in  order  that  he  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  consulting  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  charge  of  the  Bill.  He  waited 
on  the  noble  Earl  at  his  own  house,  and 
represented  to  him  that  the  Committee 
would  not  be  considered  fair,  as  having 
prejudged  the  case.  The  noble  Earl  agreed 
at  once  to  add  other  names,  and  on  having 
a  list  handed  to  him  of  Peers  in  whom  the 
agricultural  interest  would  hare  confidence, 
he  said  that  he  would  put  them  all  on. 
That  was  on  the  29th,  and  on  the  30th 
the  names  stood  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 
He  arrived  in  the  House  almost  five  minutes 
after  the  Order  came  on,  and  was  informed 
that  the  noble  Earl  opposite  had  com- 
plained of  the  addition,  and  insinuated  that 


there  was  something  irregular  in  it.    It 
was  explained  that  it  had  been  done  by 
the  noble  Earl  who  moved  the  second  read- 
ing (the  Earl  of  Hardwioke),  and  he  in- 
vited the  noble  Earl  who  wished  to  have 
the  Bill  referred  to  a  Committee  to  be  pre* 
sent  in  the  House  on  the  Thursday,  to 
communicate  with  his  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  second   reading.     The  noble 
Earl  said  he  would  be  unable  to  attend; 
but  to  his  (Lord  Kinnaird 's)  surprise  there 
appeared   in    the  Votes  for   the  Friday 
another  list  of  names.     This,  he  thought, 
was  an  insult  to  those  Peers  whose  names 
had  been  removed  without  communication 
with  them,  and  was  a  proceeding  not  worthy 
of  the  House.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  such  a  course  of  proceeding  was  ex- 
tremely unfair,  and  was  not  consistent  with 
the  mode  in  which  their  Lordships'  businesi 
was  usually  conducted.     He  had  no  in- 
terest in  the  matter  except  as  the  owner 
of  two  traction  engines;  but  in  his  district 
he  was  satisfied  that  no  magistrate  could 
interfere  with  them.    But  the  case  was  dif- 
ferent in  England,  inhere  the  Home  Secre- 
tary had  issued  an  order  prohibiting  the 
travelling  of  traction  engines  upon  public 
roads  except  at  night,  the  result  of  which 
would  be  to  put  a  stop  to  the  use  of  those 
machines.  He  was  surprised  to  find  that  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  should  proceed  from 
the  party  opposite,  who  called  themselves 
peculiarly  the  "  farmers'  friends."     That 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  among  noble 
Lords  upon  this  subject  he  knew,  because 
one  noble  Lord  had  given  notice  that  any 
of  his  tenants  who  should  use  an  engine 
near  a  road  should  lose  his  farm ;  and  in 
the  county  of  Kent  the  police  had  given 
notice  that  if  an  engine  merely  crossed  a 
turnpike  road  in  the  daytime  a  fine  would 
be  enforced.     He  thought  the  subject  had 
not  been  properly  dealt  with,  and  he  should 
move  that  the  names  of  Lords  Wenlock, 
Harris,  Ducie,  and  Strathallan,  should  be 
added  to  the  proposed  Committee. 

The  Eabl  op  CARNARVON  said,  he 
had  expected  that  the  Earl  of  Hardwicke 
would  have  been  in  his  place  that  evening 
to  move  the  names  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee;  but  in  his  absence  he  (the  Earl 
of  Carnarvon)  considered  that,  as  he  had 
originally  moved  that  such  a  Committee 
should  be  appointed,  it  was  only  fair  he 
should  submit  to  their  Lordships  the  names 
of  its  Members.  He  should,  howeyer,  dis- 
claim any  responsibility  for  the  selection 
of  those  names,  and  he  thought  it  was  not 
fair  to  charge  him  with  attempting  to  pack 
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the  Committee  and  to  prejudge  the  quoB- 
tioD.  His  only  object  was  that  the  Bill 
abould  be  carefully  considered,  because  he 
believed  it  to  be  a  dangerous  measure. 
The  list  was  the  one  he  had  originally  pro- 
posed,  with  the  addition  of  two  names  re- 
commended by  the  noble  Lord  opposite. 
He  believed  it  was  a  perfectly  fair  list ; 
but  he  had  not  the  least  objection  that 
there  should  be  added  to  it  the  names 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  suggested.  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  better  upon  oc- 
casions of  that  description  to  abstain  from 
imputing  motives,  and  he  was  not  aware 
that  he  said  anything  to  deserve  the  noble 
Lord's  censure. 

LoBD  EINNAIRD  said,  that  he  felt 
satisfied  with  the  noble  Earl's  explanation, 
as  far  as  the  noble  Earl  himself  was  con- 
cerned. But  the  fact  remained  that  the 
list  had  been  changed,  and  he  thought  he 
had  a  right  to  complain  of  the  manner  in 
which  that  change  had  been  effected. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  was  clear 
that  there  had  been  some  little  misunder- 
standing upon  this  matter,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  more  regular  if,  in  the  absence 
of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Hardwicke), 
the  noble  Lord  would  postpone  his  Motion 
for  adding  the  names  of  the  noble  Lords 
he  had  mentioned  to*morrow. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

And  on  Tuesday  June  13,  Lord  Harris 
added  in  the  Place  of  Duke  of  Sutherland, 
Earl  De  Grey  in  the  Place  of  Lord  Stanley 
of  Alderley,  and  Earl  Duoie,  Viscount 
Strathallan,  Lord  Calthorpe,  and  Lord 
Wenlock  added. 

UNION   CHARGEABILITY  BILL— (No.l22.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  in 
moTiDg  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  I 
must  express  my  regret  that  the  duty  has 
not  fiallen  into  more  competent  hands.  That 
regret  is,  however,  much  lessened  by  my 
full  conyiction  of  the  justice  and  wisdom 
of  the  measure;  and  this,  and  the  fact  that 
your  Lordships  are  well  acquainted  with 
the  subject,  will  render  it  unnecessary  for 
me  to  trespass  on  your  attention  with  many 
facts  or  arguments  to  induce  your  Lordships 
to  cooaent  to  the  second  reading.  The 
Bill  is  intended  to  remedy  evils  with  regard 
to  the  settlement  of  the  poor  which  were 
complained  of  in  Parliament  itself  more 
than  eighty  years  ago ;  and  since  that 
time  there  have  been  incessant  complaints, 
both  with  regard  to  the  treatinent  of  the 


poor  and  the  unjust  and  sometimes  ezces- 
sive  incidence  of  taxation  upon  the  rate- 
payers. Many  of  your  Lordships  remem- 
ber the  serious  agricultural  riots  of  1830, 
and  the  great  inquiry  which  was  subse- 
quently instituted ;  your  Lordships  are  also 
well  acquainted  with  the  Act  which  was 
passed  in  1834.  At  that  time  the  Com- 
missioners were  unanimous  in  recommend- 
ing that  the  settlement  and  chargeability 
should  be  extended  from  the  parishes  to 
the  unions;  but  it  was  found  impossible  to 
embody  that  recommendation  in  the  Bill 
owing  to  the  serious  opposition  which  it 
encountered  from  the  close  parishes.  There 
is  no  doubt,  however,  that  that  Bill  effected 
most  important  and  useful  changes.  It 
established  a  central  authority  and  com- 
mitted the  administration  of  relief  to  a 
more  intelligent  and  responsible  body.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  the  evils  proceeding  from 
the  chargeability  to  the  parish  were  rather 
aggravated  than  otherwise;  because,  as  the 
general  charges  of  the  union  establish- 
ments were  fixed,  not  upon  the  rateable 
value,  but  upon  the  general  average,  there 
was  an  additional  inducement  to  parishes 
to  endeavour  to  get  rid  of  their  poor.  In 
1839  the  Commissioners  in  their  Report 
expressed  their  deep  regret  that  that  por- 
tion of  the  Bill  relating  to  union  charge^ 
ability  had  not  been  carried.  In  1844  Sii 
James  Graham  brought  in  a  Bill  without 
success,  and  in  1845  renewed  the  attempt 
with  the  same  result.  But  in  1846  Sir 
Robert  Peel  introduced  and  passed  the  Per- 
sonal Irremovability  Act,  intended  as  some 
relief  to  the  landed  interest  in  consequence 
of  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.  By  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill  no  pauper  could  be 
removed  if  he  had  remained  in  one  place 
without  obtaining  relief  for  five  years;  but 
then  the  expense  of  his  relief  subsequently 
fell,  not  upon  the  union,  but  upon  the 
parish  to  which  he  belonged.  This  was 
felt  to  be  so  intolerable  that  next  year  it 
was  found  necessary  to  introduce  a  Bill 
transferring  the  chargeability  of  this  par- 
ticular class  of  pauper  from  the  parish  to 
the  union.  This,  no  doubt,  was  a  great 
step  in  advance.  Great  irritation  was,  how- 
ever, felt  by  the  larger  and  more  populous 
parishes,  and  in  consequence  a  Parliamen- 
tary Committee  was  appointed  in  1858. 
The  Committee  reported,  I  believe,  in  1860, 
that  with  regard  to  the  chargeability  to 
the  unions,  instead  of  the  general  average, 
the  rateable  value  should  be  taken,  that 
the  area  of  residence  should  be  extended 
to  the  whole  union,  and  that  the  period  of 
residence  ehould  be  reduced  from  five  years 
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to  three.  An  Aet  wm  pMsed  in  1861 
carrying  out  these  reeommendationB  ;  and 
it  will  perhaps  be  curious  to  your  Lordships 
to  learn  how  different  were  the  results  from 
what  had  been  expected.  Between  1855 
and  1861  the  charges  on  the  common  fund 
for  the  irremovable  poor  were  something 
like  22  per  cent.  The  year  preceding  the 
passing  of  the  Act  they  were  24  per  cent, 
the  year  succeeding  44  per  cent,  and  they 
have  constantly  gone  on  increasing  until 
at  the  present  time  the  charges  upon  the 
unions,  as  compared  with  the  charges  upon 
the  parishes,  exceed  one-half,  or  51  per  cent. 
The  present  Bill  is  intended  to  carry  out 
that  which  was  recommended  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  1834,  but  only  partially 
adopted  at  the  time.  There  was  one  diffi- 
culty with  regard  to  the  settlement  of  any 
of  these  questions,  which  the  Union  Assess- 
ment Act  of  last  year  has  removed.  By 
that  Act  power  was  given  to  parishes  to 
unite  themselves  into  an  union;  but  as  it 
was  necessary  to  procure  perfect  unanimity 
on  the  part  of  all  the  guardians  of  the  pa- 
rishes concerned,  the  desired  object  has 
usually  been  frustrated  because  oi  the  in- 
terested opposition  of  at  least  one  guardian, 
and  the  Act  has  proved  almost  inoperative. 
There  is  no  doubt  that  all  the  changes 
that  have  taken  place  in  the  Poor  Law 
have  been  of  great  benefit  to  the  poor 
themselves,  and  that  the  removals  have 
much  decreased  in  consequence  of  the 
legislation  which  has  been  made  upon  this 
subject.  In  1841  the  removals  in  England 
numbered  23,000;  and  in  1861  they  had 
diminished  to  13,500.  The  Irish  espe- 
cially have  greatly  benefited,  for  during 
the  distress  of  1847  the  removals  from 
Liverpool  alone  were  15,000,  and  during 
the  late  cotton  crisis  they  numbered 
from  all  Lancashire  only  404.  This 
Bill  proposed  to  throw  the  relief  of  the 
poor,  not  upon  the  parishes,  but  upon  the 
whole  union.  It  therefore  renders  unne- 
cessary the  removal  of  paupers  from  parish 
to  parish  in  the  same  union,  and  therefore 
takes  away  a  constant  source  of  discord 
among  guardians.  It  further  reduces  the 
term  of  three  years'  industrial  residence  to 
one  year.  1  apprehend  that  great  benefit 
to  the  poor  will  attend  the  transfer  of  the 
power  of  renaoving  paupers  from  the  over- 
seers of  the  parishes  to  the  guardians,  who 
are  likely  to  exercise  the  power  with  much 
greater  care.  It  will  be  of  much  advantage, 
too,  that  the  stimulus  tu  the  removal  of  the 
settled  poor  will  be  diminished.  For  many 
years  the  destruction  of  cottages  and  their 
non-erection  in  the  places  where  they  were 
Editl  Cfrarmlk 


most  wanted  has  been  a  crying  evil.  The 
Commissioners  reported  upon  this  point  in 
1834  in  very  strong  language,  and  the  de- 
struction of  cottages  has  been  shown  to  inflict 
great  hardship  upon  the  labouring  poor,  and 
to  be  productive  of  great  demoralisation 
from  the  overcrowding  and    the  mixing 
of  both  sexes  in  the  same  rooms.    The 
Commissioners  appointed  by  the  Poor  Law 
Board  in  1850,  to  inquire  into  the  question 
of   union  chargeability,  took  evidence  to 
show  that  it  was  the  custom  of  the  close 
parishes  to  throw  the  labourers  upon  the 
open  ones,  thereby  inflicting  great  injastice 
upon  the  ratepayers,  and  producing  dread- 
ful demoralization  by  crowding  the  labour- 
ers and  their  families  into  lodgings  wholly 
inadequate  for  their  decent  accommodation 
or  any  proper  separation  of  the  sexes ;  and 
a  metropolitan  Member  has  recently  stated 
that  it  is  utterly  impossible,  after  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  owners  of  close  parisbes 
themselves,  to  deny  that    cottages  were 
pulled  down  for  the  purpose  of  saving  such 
parishes  from  the  cost  of  maintaining  the 
poor,  of  whose  lahour  however  they  had 
availed  themselves.     Mr.  Caird,  a  Member 
of  the  other  House,  was  particularly  en- 
couraged  by  Sir  Robert  Peel   to  report 
upon  the  state  of  farming,  and  that  Gentle- 
man stated  in  his  Report  that  in  a  great 
many  instances  labourers  were  obliged  to 
live  at  a  great  distance  from   the  place 
where   they  worked,  and  that  sometimes 
they  had  to  walk  as  far  as  four  miles  in 
the  morning  and  evening  ;  and  he  said  that 
in  some  instances  farmers  lent  donkeys  to 
those  of  their  labourers  who  were  so  circam- 
fitanced,  in  order  that  they  might  not  be- 
come too  exhausted  for  their  work  by  these 
daily  forced  journeys.     Most  of  your  Lord- 
ships are  probably  members  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural   Society,  and  your  Lordships 
will  find  that  nearly  every  one  of  the  prise 
essays  of  the  Society,  in  dealing  with  al- 
most every  county  in  England,  insists  on 
the  great  advantage  to  agriculture  which 
would  result  from  not  binding  the  labourer 
to    the    place    in    which    he    was    bom. 
There  is  a  Report  to  which  I  must  allude, 
which  has  not  been  drawn  up  to  support 
this  measure,  as  it  has  been  received  since 
the  Bill  was  prepared.     Dr.  Hunter  was 
re<}uested  to  report  to  the  Committee  of 
Pnvy  Council  with  regard  to  the  aanitary 
arrangements  of  the  cottages  of  the  poor ; 
and,  although  some  of  his  statements  have 
been  called  **  sensational,"  they  ha^e  been 
borne  out  by  the  more  recent  testimony  of 
a    Poor   Law    Board    Inspector.      I    do 
not  think  it  is  surprising  that  a  humane 
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and  ioteUigent  dim,  finding  evils  exisiing 
ai  the  groBsest  desenptioD,  not  owing  to 
natural  causes,  bat  to  yieions  legislation, 
should  have  expressed  himself  strongly ; 
and  what  we  have  to  consider  are,  not  the 
expressions  he  has  used,  but  whether  the 
faets  he  gave  are  accurate  or  not.     I  know 
that  there  is  one  statement  made  bj  him 
which  has  been  impugned,  and  that  has  re- 
ference -to  the  figures  which  he  took  from 
the  Census,  and  for  which  he  is  certainly 
not  responsible,  giving  the  number  of  houses 
and  the  increase  of  population.     He  found 
that  in  about  800  parishes  there  was  an 
inerease  of  the  population,  with  a  decrease 
in  the  nnmber  of  houses.     It  has  been  en- 
deavoured ;to  be  shown  that  this  is  falla- 
cious, because  it  does  not  agree  with  the 
Bet  urn    subsequently  moved    for  in    the 
House  of  Lords ;   b«t  in  that  subsequent 
Return  no  care  was  taken  to  distinguish 
between  the  inhabited  and  the  uninhabited 
houses — Dr.  Hunter's  statement,  including 
all  honses,  whether  inhabited  or  not,  while 
the  Return  in  question  comprises  inhabited 
houses  only  ;    and  the  fact  remains  that, 
while  about  180  or  190  of  those  parishes 
have  the  same  number  of  houses  or  rather 
more*  and  100  have  exactly  the  same,  about 
600  have  a  reduced  number.     Dr.  Hunter 
gives   a  description  of   an  open  parish  in 
Cambridgeshire  where  the  labourers  em- 
ployed in  several  adjoining  parishes  reside, 
and  where  he  found  the  cottage  accommo- 
dation to  be  of  a  very  disgraceful  and  over- 
crowded character.    Some  complaints  were 
made    that  he  had  exaggerated   the  true 
state  of  the  case ;  but  the  Poor  Law  Board 
sent  aa  Inspector  afterwards  to  the  place 
to  inquire  into  the  facts,  and  that  officer's 
Report  showed  that  Dr.  Hunter  had  in  no 
one  respect  exaggerated  the  truth.     The 
Inspector  states  that  he  found   that  the 
rector  and  other  inhabitants  of  the  parish 
expressed  themselves  as  aggrieved  because 
their  parish  had  been  singled  out  for  com- 
ment, when  it  was  not  worse  than  others 
in  the  neighbourhood,  as  far  as  the  cottages 
were  ocwoerned,  and   was  even  better  in 
regard    to    drainage    and    freedom    from 
nuisanees.     The  working  of  the  system  in 
making  the  open  parishes  pay  for  the  la- 
bowers   when  sick,  whereas  the  adjacent 
close  parishes  enjoy  the  benefit  of  their 
labour  when  they  were  well,  is  unquestion- 
ably moat  unjust  and  anomalous.     Here, 
my  Lords,  is  a  letter  recently  addressed  to 
the  Poor  Law  Board  by  the  clerk  of  the 
Bourne  Union,  illustrating  by  an  individual 
case  the  hardships  to  which  labourers  are 
exposed — 


"'Boonie,  March  3, 1865. 
Sir^I  am  directed  by  this  Board  to  request 
the  adTice  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  upon  the  fol- 
lowing oase,  and  as  to  the  coarse  they  should  pur- 
sue under  the  oironmstanoes.  Thomas  Skeith, 
aged  thirty-two,  an  able-bodied  man,  his  wife,  and 
three  children,  belonging  to  Oareby,  in  this  union, 
are  now  in  the  workhouse ;  the  guardian  has 
offered  him  work  at  I2s.  a  week,  upon  which  the 
Board,  considering  the  man  not  destitute,  haying 
work  to  go  to,  are  inclined  to  discharge  him 
the  house ;  the  man  is  willing  to  go---in  fact,  would 
not  be  in  the  house  if  the  gutuxlian  would  also 
find  him  a  house  or  lodging  in  Careby  or  at  any 
village  near,  and  here  lies  the  difficulty.  Careby 
is  the  sole  property  of  a  resident  gentleman,  and 
there  are  no  spare,  nor,  indeed,  not  asflScient 
cottages  for  its  own  poorer  class ;  the  pauper  says 
he  cannot  (and  in  this  the  Board  have  proof)  get 
either  lodgings  or  a  house  within  any  reasonable 
distance,  and,  taking  the  nearest  place  in  which 
he  could  obtain  a  house,  he  could  neither  walk  to 
or  from  his  work  daily,  nor  could  he  afford  to  keep 
up  a  house  for  his  &mily  and  a  lodging  near  his 
work  for  himself,  and  he  cannot  get  work  in  a 
place  to  which  he  does  not  belong. 

**  I  am,  Ac.,  J.  L.  Bbll,  Clerk.** 

That,  my  Lords,  I  think  is  an  example  of 
a  shocking  state  of  things.  It  is  quite 
impossible  to  deny  that  the  labourer  is 
kept  in  a  position  of  positive  serfdom  by 
that  state  of  things.  He  may  be  ready 
and  anxious  to  work,  and  yet  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  law  he  is  unable  to  avail  him- 
self of  the  offer  of  employment.  As  has 
been  wittily  remarked,  it  would  be  about 
as  easy  for  a  tree  to  remove  itself  with  its 
roots  to  a  neighbouring  wood  as  for  such 
a  labourer  to  remove  himself  to  a  parish 
in  which  he  might  find  work.  The  second 
point,  of  perhaps  the  greatest  importance 
in  this  Bill,  is  that  it  will  place  the  irre- 
movable poor  upon  the  same  footing  as  the 
settled  poor.  The  irremovable  poor  are 
employed  without  reference  to  their  skill 
or  industry,  but  simply  owing  to  the  fact 
of  their  irremovability.  Such  a  system 
discourages  industry,  because  the  settled 
poor  man  knows  that  it  is  not  only  the 
interest,  but  the  necessity  of  tlie  farmer 
to  employ  him,  while  it  discourages  the 
deserving  ablebodied  man,  because  he 
knows  that,  however  skillful  and  able  he 
may  be,  his  labour  cannot  be  made  use  of 
till  all  the  other  labourers  have  been  pro- 
vided for.  And  this  is  not  only  a  disad- 
vantage to  the  labourer  himself,  but  also 
to  the  farmer,  because  it  obliges  him  not 
to  employ  the  best  man,  but,  for  the  reason 
I  have  stated,  to  hire  a  worse  man 
because  he  happens  to  be  settled  in  the 
parish.  Upon  this  point  I  will  appeal  to 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, who  has  given  evidence  showing 
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tbat  the  present  Bjstem  is  a  gross  injustice 
to  the  indostrious  lahourer.  I  think,  my 
Lords,  I  have  said  enough  to  make  out 
a  prima  facie  case  for  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill.  But  I  see  upon  our  paper 
the  notice  of  a  Motion  of  a  fatal  character 
as  regards  this  measure.  I  therefore 
venture  to  ask  jour  Lordships  to  hear  with 
me  while  I  make  a  few  observations  on  the 
objections  which  may  possibly  be  raised 
in  this  debate.  And  first,  it  may  be  said 
that  inquiry  is  demanded.  I  think  I  have 
shown  that  this  matter  has  for  years  been 
inquired  into,  and  not  only  that,  but  the 
results  of  those  inquiries  have  to  a  certain 
extent  been  acted  upon,  and  by  each  suc- 
oessive  inquiry  and  the  results  of  its  partial 
action  thereupon  the  Legislature  has  been 
induced  to  proceed  a  little  further  in  the 
direction  of  this  measure.  Therefore  I 
say  that,  having  inquired  for  thirty-five 
years,  it  is  time  now  that  we  took  some 
decisive  action  on  a  subject  of  such  great 
importance  to  the  country.  Another  ob- 
jection, which  is  rather  more  plausible,  is 
that  it  is  necessary  before  passing  this  Bill 
to  make  some  arrangement  for  the  revision 
of  the  existing  unions.  Now,  I  do  not 
wish  to  contend  that  in  the  original  forma- 
tion of  the  unions  all  the  parishes  were 
always  grouped  together  in  the  most 
perfect  and  most  convenient  manner.  No 
doubt  local  circumstances  sometimes  made 
it  less  perfect  than  it  otherwise  might  have 
been.  But  it  is  said  that  a  Committee  of 
the  other  House  which  sat  in  1847  recom- 
mended that  facilities  should  be  given  for 
revising  the  boundaries  of  unions.  Now, 
I  would  give  one  reason  why  this  Bill 
should  not  be  delayed  for  any  such  revision. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  in  question 
was  made  nearly  twenty  years  ago,  and 
the  unions  have  now  become  such  recog- 
nised and  settled  divisions  for  many  pur* 
poses  that  they  could  not  be  changed 
without  very  great  inconvenience.  Let 
me  quote  to  your  Lordships  on  this  point 
a  letter  addressed  to  the  Poor  Law  Board 
by  Major  Graham,  the  Registrar  General. 
That  letter  says — 

"  General  Register  Office,  Somerset  House, 
May  29,  1865. 
**  Sir — I  observe  that  perons  desiroas  of  chang- 
ing the  boundaries  of  unions  are  making  urgent 
representations   to  the   Poor   Law  Board  that 
extensive  alterations  should  bo  made  in  them.     I 
take  the  liberty  of  remarking  that  if  such  a  course 
be  adopted  great  inconvenience  and  derangement 
will  occur  in  this  office,  formed  nearly  thirty  years 
ago  for  the  oinl  registration  of  births,  deaths, 
and  marriages,  upon  t^  basis  of  Poor  Law  Unions, 
£arl  QramiUe 


this  department  being  intimately  oonnected  with 
the  arrangements  of  the  Poor  Law  Board.    Shioe 
1837,  births,  deaths,  and  marriages  have  been  re- 
gistered in  unions ;  and  Boards  of  Guardians  hsTe 
provided    register   offices  fitted    with  fire-proof 
repositories  for  the  safe  custody  of  the  public 
records  suitable  to  the  population  of  each  union, 
the  inhabitants  of  which  now  know  where  to  resort 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  certified  copies  of  the 
registers ;  if  boundaries  of  unions  are  changed, 
and  new  register  offices  are  consequently  provided, 
increased  expense  and  inoonvenience  to  the  poblio 
will  ensue.    Since   1837  the  number  of  births, 
deaths,  and  marriages  registered  in  each  year  in 
unions  has  been  compared,  and  all  calculations  as 
to  number  of  births  of  each  sex,  and  number  of 
marriages  according  to  the  rights  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  by  civil  contract,  and  all  cal- 
culations as  to  rate  of  mortality,  have  been  aanu- 
ally  based  upon  the  numbers  thus  recorded  in 
unions,  such  calculations  being  extensively  used 
by  the  Lords  of  the  Priyy  Council,  and  by  Local 
Boards  of  Health,  and  by  medical  officers  of  health. 
The  same  system  has  also  been  adopted  by  the 
Poor  Law  Board  in  their  valuable  Reports,  giving 
from  year  to  year  statistics  as  to  pauperism  and 
industrial  employment  in  each  union.     In  the  de. 
oennial  Census,  also,  there  is  the  same  arrange- 
ment.    In  the  Census  tables  presented  to  ParUa- 
ment  in  1851  and  1861  is  to  be  found  from  1801 
to  1861,  arranged  in  unions,  a  comparison  of  the 
number  of  males  and  females,  showing  increase 
and  decrease  at  each  of  these  seven  periods,  ac- 
companied with  a  statement  as  to  houses,  ages, 
occupations,  birthplace,  and  number  of  fiunilies, 
for  purposes  of  comparison.    At  the  next  Census 
of  1871  all  calculations  will  be  materiaUy  lessened 
in  value  if  great  alterations  are  made  in  the  boun- 
daries of  existing  unions.    The  circuits  of  County 
Court  Judges  are  also  founded  on  the  basis  of 
unions  as  at  present  formed.     And  for  the  ballot- 
ing of  militia  authority  is  given  by  statute  to  Courts 
of  Lieutenancy  to  adopt  Poor  Law  Unions.    For 
these  reasons  I  venture  to  deprecate  the  changes 
which   are  recommended.     As  to  parishes  and 
townships  under  the  Act  of  Elisabeth,  and  in 
Gilbert   Incorporations,  I  am  aware   that  from 
time  to  time  changes  are  unavoidable  ;  and  I  know 
that  it  is  most  desirable  that  they  should  be  formed 
into  unions ;  but  I  presume  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  Poor  Law  Board  will  not  be  induoed  to  make 
extensive  changes  in  unions  already  formed  and 
used  for  the  purposes  I  have  above  indicated. 
"I  have,  &c., 
"  GsoROB  Graham,  Registrar  General. 
"  The  Secretary,  Poor  Law  Board,  Whitehall. 

**  When  the  unions  were  originally  foilned  local 
difficulties  prevented  in  some  instances  the  selec- 
tion of  the  most  convenient  groups  of  parishes,  but 
the  existing  areas  have  been  so  long  established 
that  it  would  be  as  difficult  to  interfere  with  them 
as  with  the  boundaries  of  counties." 

The  third  objection  is  that  large  areas  bare 
been  found  to  fail  in  times  of  pressure, 
and  are  unfavourable  to  economy  in  ad- 
ministration ;  but  I  believe  this  objection 
to  be  entirely  without  foundation.  The 
Commissioners  of  1834  were  not  of  that 
opinion,  and  thej  adduced  a  great  many 
facts  which  totally  contradicted  that  view 
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of  the  case.    The  Commisaioiiert  took  100 
large  and  100  small   parishes,   and  they 
foand,  upon  carefully  going  through  the 
accounts,  that  the  charges  were  four  or  five 
times  greater  in  the  small  than  in  the  large 
areas.  Again,  in  the  City  of  London  Union, 
from  which  I  have  presented  a  petition  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  the  expenses  of  adminis- 
tration are  very  much  greater  than  they 
are  in  the  larger   metropolitan   parishes 
outside  the  City.     The  Poor  Law  Inspec- 
tors, in  reply  to  a  question  on  the  subject, 
gave  answers  totally  at  variance  with  this 
objection  to  the  Bill.     We  have  received  a 
letter  from  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the 
Docking  Union — a  Union  which  has  availed 
itself  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1834, 
and  united  its  parishes  together   for  the 
purposes  of  uniform    rating — that   shows 
that  the  system  has  worked  admirably,  and 
that  after  its  adoption  the  expenditure  de- 
creased 10  per  cent,  whereas  in  the  sur- 
rounding districts  the  charges  have  only 
decreased  1*82  per  cent.     The  system  is 
also  working  well  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
which  are  unions  for  rating  and  settlement 
under  local  Acts,  and  the  local  authorities 
of  both  towns  are  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Sir 
Edmund  Head,  a  great  authority  upon  this 
subject,  in  a  letter  to  the  President  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  prefacing  the  reproduc- 
tion of  an  article  addressed  by  himself  to 
the  Edinburgh  Eeview,  shows  how  illogical 
18  the  objection  not  to  allow  unions  to  pay 
all  instead  of  half  their  charges,  as  at  pre- 
sent.    If  the  argument  in  favour  of  the 
limited  area  is  to  have  full   weight,  the 
objectors,  to  be  consistent,  ought  to  ask 
the  Legislature  to  take  a  step  backwards 
and  restore  the  control  of  the  relief  to  the 
overseers  of  the  parish.     Another  objection 
to  this  measure  is  that  it  will  confer  a  benefit 
upon  the  towns  to  the  disadvantage  of  the 
rural  districts.     If  the  towns  have  been 
paying  more  than  their  share  hitherto,   I 
ean  see  no  objection  to  the  pressure  of  the 
harden  being  equalized  ;  but  I  believe  the 
statement  contained  in  the  objection  to  be 
incorrect,  for  many  towns,  such   as  Tor- 
quay and  Bedford,  instead  of  gaining  will 
lose  by  the  operation  of  the  Bill.     In  my 
opinion  the  old  and  poorer  towns  will  be 
the  gainers,  while  the  new  and  richer  will 
be  the  losers  by  it.     With  regard  to  the 
town  of  Aston,  to    which  reference  has 
been  made,  it  will  lose  greatly,  whereas 
every  surrounding  parish  will  gain  by  the 
B31.   The  last  objection  is  that  it  is  unjust 
to  transfer  the  incidence  of  taxation  in  the 
manner  proposed  by  the  Bill.    But  every 


alteration  in  the  incidence  of  taxation  is 
open  to  the  same  objection.  Does  not 
every  fresh  Budget  of  every  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  shift  the  Kurden  of  taxation 
from  one  class  to  another  ?  If  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  produces  a  War 
Budget,  and  it  seems  that  the  charges 
will  fall  too  heavily  on  one  class  and 
too  lightly  on  another,  are  not  attempts 
constantly  made  to  adjust  the  burden 
more  fairly  ?  And,  even  if  the  ob- 
jection were  valid,  it  is  too  late  to  make 
it  now.  The  Act  of  the  Ist  of  Elisa- 
beth— the  Act  which  first  introduced  the 
Law  of  Settlement— might  certainly  have 
been  open  to  the  objection  ;  but  that  Act 
was  confirmed  by  that  of  Charles  II., 
which  was  followed  up  by  the  Act  of 
George  III.,  and  by  that  of  1846,  when 
Sir  Robert  Peel  shifted  20  per  cent  of  the 
whole  of  the  tax  for  poor  relief  from  one 
class  of  persons  to  another  class.  In  the 
following  year  still  further  changes  were 
made ;  while  the  greatest  change  of  all  was 
made  when  Parliament  imposed  upon  the 
whole  of  Ireland  a  new  Poor  Law  system. 
The  reasons  in  favour  of  the  Bill  are  many; 
one  is  that  it  will  do  away  with  the  want 
of  uniformity  in  the  present  system,  by 
which  one  portion  of  the  poor  is  relieved 
from  one  fund  and  another  portion  from 
a  different  fund ;  and  another  reason  is 
that  it  will  result  in  providing  sufficient 
accommodation  for  the  labouring  poor, 
under  the  defect  of  which  so  large  a  part 
of  them  are  now  suffering,  and  that  it 
will  release  the  farmers  from  that  prac- 
tical restriction  which  confined  their 
choice  of  labourers  to  those  who  were 
settled  in  the  parish.  By  passing  this  Bill 
you  will  give  practical  effect  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  union  rating  and  union  settlement 
contemplated  by  the  Commissioners  of 
1834,  and  partially  provided  for  by  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act,  and  you  will  act  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  of 
Committees  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  especially  of  the  Committee  on  Poor 
Law  Relief,  who  made  their  Report  last 
year ;  and  you  will  be  adopting  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  scheme  which  has  been  advo- 
cated by  all  eminent  statesmen  who  have 
given  their  attention  to  the  subject,  such 
as  the  late  Sir  James  Graham,  Sir  George 
Lewis,  and  by  writers  of  such  practical 
experience  as  Sir  Edmund  Head,  and  you 
will  be  acting  in  conformity  with  the  deci- 
sion of  the  House  of  Commons  who  have 
passed  the  Bill  by  snch  large  maiorities, 
composed  not  merely  of  town  Members,  or 
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of  Members  of  one  party,  but  whose  nam 
bers  were  swollen  by  a  large  number  of 
oountry  Members.  My  Lords,  notice  has 
been  given  that  the  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  is  to  be  met  by  an  Amendment  of 
the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland)  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  Upon  this  Amendment 
I  have  to  say  that,  in  the  first  plaoe,  it  is 
irregular.  The  noble  Duke  may  object  to 
theseeond  reading  of  the  Bill,  but  it  is  not 
in  accordance  with  the  custom  of  your 
Lordships'  House,  to  move  that  a  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee  until  it  has 
been  read  a  second  time.  The  second 
objeotion  I  have  to  offer  is,  that  the  House 
of  Commons  will  not  receive  the  Bill  if  it 
be  sent  back  to  them  with  any  changes  in 
the  olauses  made  in  their  Lordships'  House, 
as  being  an  infringement  of  their  privileges. 
It  is  also  to  be  recollected  that  those  Bills 
which  are  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
are  usually  Bills  of  great  detail  which  can- 
not be  considered  conveniently  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House ;  whereas  this 
Bill  is  one  the  principle  of  which  is  affirmed 
in  a  single  clause,  and  that  that  principle  is 
merely  expanded  and  defined  in  the  several 
other  clauses.  My  noble  Friend  (the  Duke 
of  Rutland)  is  a  most  popular  and  liberal 
landowner,  and  is  incapable  on  a  question  of 
this  sort  of  being  influenced  by  considera- 
tions as  to  the  effect  of  the  measure  on  his 
own  property  ;  but  many  landowners  are 
of  opmion  that  the  Bill  will  not  be  of  ad- 
vantage to  owners  of  land,  and  there  is  a 
belief  that  the  opposition  to  it  is  dictated 
by  class  interests.  I  should  regret  if  any 
noble  Lord  who  is  not  in  favour  of  the  Bill 
should  be  led  to  vote  for  it  through  fear  of 
his  motives  being  misconstrued ;  but  if  any 
noble  Lord,  on  the  other  hand,  does  not 
think  that  the  reasons  for  the  Bill  are 
good,  he  ought  to  show  so  by  his  vote  in 
public  and  in  the  full  House,  and  not  to 
refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee,  where  the 
discussion  will  be  in  private.  It  may,  in 
reply,  be  said  that  the  House  of  Lords  is  j 
entitled  to  reserve  to  itself  the  right  to  im- 
prove the  Bill,  and  that,  when  they  have 
done  so,  it  will  be  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  introduce  into  the  House  of ' 
Commons  a  new  Bill  in  accordance  with  | 
those  improvements.  This  would  be  ask- 
ing the  Government  to  make  bricks  with- , 
out  straw.  How  could  the  Government,  | 
approving  as  they  do  the  Bill  which  is  now 
before  your  Lordships,  and  after  this  Bill ! 
has  received  the  approval  of  the  House  of  ] 
Commons,  consent  to  undo  all  that  has 
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been  done  by  undertaking  to  bring  in  a 
new  measure  ?  I  hope  the  Bill  will  receive 
a  full  discussion  on  the  second  reading,  or 
on  whatever  other  stage  a  debate  may  be 
thought  desirable ;  but  I  must  ask  your 
Lordships  to  understand  that  Her  Ma« 
jesty's  Government  distinctly  object  to  the 
proposition  of  referring  it  to  a  Select  Com* 
mittee.  I  have  great  hope — I  trust  I  am 
not  too  sanguine  in  the  expectation — that 
your  Lordships  will  agree  with  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  House  of  Commons  that  this 
is  a  Bill  which  should  pass,  as  a  measure 
important  to  the  labouring  classes,  and 
therefore  vitally  important  to  the  whole 
country. 

LoBD  BROUGHAM  said :  In  rising  to 
second  my  noble  Friend's  Motion,  I  will 
make  a  promise  almost  always  broken  as 
soon  as  made^not  to  detain  the  House  at 
any  length.  This  time  the  promise  will 
be  kept,  for  I  have  merely  testate  in  sup- 
port of  this  important  measure,  that  it  was 
in  the  contemplation  of  the  Government 
of  whioh  I  was  a  Member  in  1833,  and 
that  we  strongly  desired  that  it  should  form 
a  part  of  the  great  change  which  we  then 
effected  in  the  laws  relating  to  the  poor. 
My  lamented  Friend  Lord  Althorp  endea- 
voured to  carry  this  into  effect ;  but,  .after 
repeated  attempts,  he  was  compelled  to  give 
up  that  intention,  and  indeed  the  great 
amount  of  the  changes  which  we  were 
then  carrying  through  made  it  incumbent 
on  us  to  postpone  this  to  another  time, 
desirous  as  we  were  of  then  introducing  it« 
When  I  moved  the  second  reading  of  the 
great  Bill  in  this  House,  I  stated  that 
thirty  years  would  not  pass  under  the  new 
system  before  we  should  add  to  it  this 
important  measure  of  making  liability  oon- 
tinuous  in  the  management,  and  I  trust 
that  my  prediction  is  now  about  to  be  ful* 
fiUed. 

Mo^^,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 
— (2%«  Lord  PreHdent.) 

The  Duke  of  RUTLAND,  in  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
notice — that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Se- 
lect Committee — said,  he  wished,  in  the 
first  place,  to  dispose  of  the  objection  that 
it  was  not  in  his  power,  on  the  Motion  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time,  to 
move  as  an  Amendment  that  it  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  by  referring  to  a 
precedent  from  the  Journals  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House.  On  the  27th  of  February, 
1835,  on  the  Motion  of  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, a  Bill  for  the  Abolition  of  Tolls, 
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which  WM  read  a  first  time,  was  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee ;  and  in  regard  to 
the  ohsenratioD  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Lord  President  that  the  tendency  of  his 
Motion  was  to  defeat  the  Bill  he  frankly 
arowed  that  if  it  should  do  so  it  would 
BOt  break  his  heart.  He  had  two  objec- 
tions to  the  Bill — firstly,  that  it  would 
work  with  great  injustice  and  unfairness  as 
between  one  class  of  the  community  and 
another  ;  secondly,  that  it  would  tend  to 
the  total  destruction  of  the  parochial  system. 
He  believed  that  no  one  who  considered 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  impartially  could 
fail  to  see  that  it  would  reUcTe  one  class 
of  the  community  at  the  expense  of  ano- 
ther. It  was  of  course  of  his  own  neigh- 
bourhood that  he  could  speak  with  the 
greatest  authority,  and  he  would  refer  to 
the  union  of  Grantham.  He  found  that 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  would  relieve  the 
town  of  Grantham  of  rates  to  the  amount 
of  £1,100  a  year,  and  would  impose  that 
amount  on  the  smaller  agricultural  parishes 
in  the  neighbourhood.  That  was  a  large 
burden  to  impose  on  poor  agricultural  pa- 
rishes. The  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granville) 
had  only  done  him  justice  in  supposing 
that  merely  personal  considerations  would 
not  influence  him  in  respect  of  this  mea- 
Bore.  Even  although  the  Bill  affected 
him  individually  he  hoped  be  would  have 
the  courage  to  perform  what  he  con- 
sidered a  public  duty ;  but  so  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  this  Bill  only  made  a 
difference  of  £9  a  year.  But,  on  the 
other  hand,  a  clergyman  wrote  to  him  from 
Leicestershire  that  in  his  parish  the  rates 
would  be  doubled,  though  there  were  only 
thirty  inhabitants  in  it,  and  not  one  pauper; 
Uiis  clergyman  would  have  to  pay  £30  a 
year.  Another  gentleman  told  him  that 
though  on  his  estate  there  were  only  five 
labourers,  all  of  whom  were  ablebodied,  he 
must  pay  £130  a  year.  If  they  were  about 
to  change  the  incidence  of  taxation  in  this 
manner  they  ought  to  make  the  great 
manufacturing  and  cooHnercial  interests 
pay  their  fair  share  of  the  burden.  It 
was  right  in  former  times  to  place  the 
Irarden  of  supporting  the  poor  on  the 
owners  of  Hind  ;  but  now  large  fortunes 
were  made  by  the  manufacturing  interests, 
and  they  ought  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  in 
proportion  to  their  earnings.  A  house  in 
the  town  of  Grantham  which  was  rated 
at  £100  a  year,  and  in  which  thousands 
might  be  earned,  and  a  farmer's  land, 
three  miles  off,  rated  at  £100  a  year, 
which  might  return  him  perhaps  nothing, 


perhaps  a  few  hundreds,  were  to  be  rated 
equally  under  the  Bill.  Let  him  take 
another  case ;  that  of  a  mill  employing 
300  hands.  A  cotton  famine  came,  and 
these  people  were  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment ;  the  mill  under  these  circumstances 
would  not  pay  a  single  penny  towards  the 
poor  rate,  because  it  was  closed,  and  the 
consequence  was  the  district  had  to  support 
the  mill  hands.  As  these  would  be  some 
of  the  effects  of  the  Bill,  he  thought  he 
was  not  going  too  far  when  he  asked  for 
such  an  inquiry  as  would  enable  their 
Lordships  to  thoroughly  understand  all  the 
bearings  of  the  question.  But  he  did  not 
know  that  he  should  have  troubled  their 
Lordships  on  the  subject,  were  it  not  for 
the  great  objections  he  entertained  to  the 
Bill  as  destroying  the  parochial  system. 
In  that  way  he  believed  that  it  would  in- 
flict an  immense  injury  on  the  working 
man.  In  the  agricultural  districts  the 
way  in  which  the  parochial  system  worked 
was  this.  A  labourer  was  thrown  out  of 
employment  in  consequence  of  something 
or  other — ^perhaps  a  frost.  The  farmer 
knew  that  if  he  did  not  find  him  something 
to  do  he  would  have  to  support  him  in  the 
workhouse  ;  and  he  argued  in  this  way  : — 
''If  I  find  him  employment  during  the 
two  or  three  weeks  of  frost  I  shall  get 
the  benefit  of  his  labour ;  but  if  he  goes 
into  the  workhouse  I  shall  have  to  pay  8«., 
9«.,  or  lOf.  a  week  without  getting  any 
return."  If  this  Bill  were  passed  the  poor 
man  would  lose  that  safeguard.  This  was 
no  theory  merely  ;  many  facts  might  be 
brought  forward  to  show  that  it  was  what 
often  happened.  Last  winter  a  friend  of 
his  in  Leicestershire  told  him  that  one 
day  a  labouring  man  came  to  him  to  ask 
what  he  should  do,  as  he  had  been  thrown 
out  of  employment.  His  friend  asked  the 
man  whether  be  had  been  round  to  all  the 
farmers  in  the  parish,  and  he  said  he  had. 
••Well."  said  the  gentleman,  "I  can't 
find  you  employment  myself,  but  the 
best  thing  you  can  do  is  to  go  back  and 
tell  them  that  if  you  can't  get  employment 
you  will  go  into  the  workhouse."  The 
man  went  away,  followed  the  advice,  and 
employment  was  found  for  him  immedi- 
ately. Another  instance  he  had  heard  of 
from  the  chairman  of  the  Sleaford  Board 
of  Guardians.  That  gentleman  told  him 
that  the  only  time  he  was  really  afraid  of 
the  operation  of  the  New  Poor  Law  was 
some  tea  years  ago,  when  a  body  of  somo 
sixteen  labourers  came  to  him  to  tell  him 
they  were  out  of  employment,  and  asking 
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what  they  should  do.  The  chairman  said» 
*'  Well,  I  can't  find  joa  work»  hut  the 
best  advice  I  can  give  joa  is  that  jou  all 
go  into  the  workhouse,  and  depend  upon  it 
YOU  won't  be  there  long."  The  men  foU 
lowed  his  advice  and  went  in;  but  they 
were  very  soon  found  work,  for  the  farm- 
ers knew  that  they  would  have  to  pay 
more  for  them  in  the  workhouse  tnan 
they  would  have  to  pay  if  they  were  at 
work.  But  if  this  Bill  passed*  the  labouring 
men  would  not  get  work  in  such  cases — 
the  workhouses  would  be  filled »  and  the 
rates  would  be  increased.  In  the  name  of 
the  labouring  man,  therefore,  of  the  old 
decrepid  and  infirm  man,  who  could  only 
give  half  a  day's  work,  he  called  on  their 
Lordships  to  pause  before  they  passed 
this  Bill.  He  trusted  that  their  Lordships 
would  show  that  they  were  the  friends  of 
these  poor  people,  and  that  they  were  not 
afraid  to  record  their  YOtea  with  his.  He 
had  in  his  hand  a  statement  from  the  sur- 
yeyor  of  roads  in  the  Newark  district, 
which  showed  that  if  this  Bill  passed  it 
would  throw  into  the  workhouse  a  great 
number  of  men  who  were  now  maintained 
by  working  upon  the  roads.  This  officer 
had  prepared  a  list  from  which  it  appeared 
that  out  of  the  seventy-eight  men  em- 
ployed under  him,  only  nineteen  were  able- 
bodied  men  receiving  the  full  wages  of  2$. 
a  day.  Upon  the  passing  of  this  Bill  all' 
but  these  nineteen  would  probably  be 
thrown  out  of  work,  because  as  the  pa- 
rishes having  to  maintain  their  own  roads, 
and  not  having  to  maintain  their  own  poor, 
would  insist  upon  the  roads  being  repaired 
at  the  least  possible  expense  which  could 
only  be  done  by  employing  the  best  men. 
In  many  of  the  rural  parishes  the  burdens 
would  be  much  increased ;  and  the  poor 
who  were  not  ablebodied  would  be  sent 
into  the  workhouse,  which  to  them  would 
be  an  imprisonment  for  life.  The  only 
argument  he  had  heard  in  support  of  the 
Bill,  was  that  in  certain  close  parishes 
cottages  had  been  pulled  down,  and,  fur- 
ther, that  the  labourers  in  some  instances 
had  to  walk  long  distances  to  their  work. 
He  did  not  for  a  moment  deny  that  in- 
stances might  be  found  throughout  the 
country  in  which  cottages  had  been  pulled 
down,  and  the  labourers  had  to  get  cot- 
tages in  the  neighbouring  parishes.  He 
also  did  not  deny  that  the  labourers  some- 
times had  very  long  distances  to  walk  to 
their  work  and  back.  But  the  question 
was,  would  this  Bill  prove  a  remedy  for 
this  state  of  things  ?  It  was  certainly  a 
The  Duke  of  Ittaiand 
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question  which  required  very  great  consi- 
deration ;  and  he  must  certainly  say  that 
he  doubted  very  much  whether  the  Bill 
would  provide  a  remedy.      He   belieTod 
that  the  reason  why  cottages  were  not 
built  was  that  they  did  not  pay.    If  land- 
lords built  cottages,  and  put  a  sufficient 
rent  upon  them  to  pay,  the  consequence 
would  be  that  the  labourers  could  not  in- 
habit them  because  they  could  not  afford 
to  pay  that  rent.     His  own   belief  wss 
that  if  this  Bill   passed  there  would  be 
still    fewer    cottages.      At    the    present 
time  there  was  throughout  the  country  a 
great  movement  in  favour  of  building  cot- 
tages ;  but  he  feared  that  this  movement 
would  be  arrested  by  legislation  of  this 
kind.     Partly  from  benevolence  and  partly 
from  interest  the  movement  was  spreading, 
and  the  landlords  were  beginning  to  dis- 
cover that  it  was  not  for  their  interest  to 
pull  down  cottages  and  drive  the  labourers 
into  other  parishes.     Where  cottages  had 
been  pulled  down  the  rates  had  decreased 
in  their  total  amount,  but  the  value  of  pro- 
perty had  decreased  in  a  greater  proportion 
and  the  rate  in  the  pound  had  increased ; 
whilst  in  other  parishes  into  which  the 
labourers  had  been  driven — as  be  admitted 
they  had  in  some  few  instances — in  these 
parishes  the  rates  had,  indeed,  increased, 
but  the  value  of  property  had  increased 
in  a  greater  proportion,  and  the  rate  in 
the  pound  had  diminished.     As  the  owners 
of  property  pondered  these  things  the  con- 
dition of  things  complained  of  would  alto- 
gether cease,  and  there  would  be  erected 
more  cottages  than  had  been  built  of  bite 
years.    Now,  with  regard  to  the  long  walk 
of  the  labourer  to  his  work,  he  believed 
that  there  was  great  exaggeration  on  this 
matter.     No  doubt  in  some  instances  they 
had  to  walk  long  distances,  and  he  be- 
lieved that  in  some  cases  they  preferred 
the  walk.     Not  long  ago  he  himself  was 
about  to  build  some  cottages,  and,  being 
in  doubt  as  to  where  he  should  build  them 
in  the  village  or  in  the  fields,  he  took  the 
advice  of  those  best  able  to  judge.    He 
ffot  most  contradictory  advice,  and,  there- 
fore, he  built  in  both  places — a  part  near 
the  fields  where  the  work  was  done,  and 
a  portion  in  the  village.      Those  which 
were  by  the  fields  he  could  get  no  one  to 
occupy,  and  the  only  answer  he  got  when 
he  inquired  what  was  the  cause,  was  that 
the   labourers  did  not  like  to  live  in  a 
lonely  spot,  but  preferred  to  live  in  the 
village.     The  labourer  did  not  like  to  live 
away  from  everybody  else ;  he  liked  to  be 
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near  the  church,  and  near  his  dob,  and  in 
a  spot  where  his  wife  could,  when  she 
wished  to  go  out,  find  some  one  to  take 
care  of  the  baby.  These  were  practical 
matters  of  which  Mr.  C.  P.  Vilhers  and 
his  Poor  Law  Commissioners  knew  nothing 
«— they  did  not  understand  it,  and  he 
hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  send  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  so  that  the 
matter  might  be  explained  to  them.  He 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  in  reference 
to  the  question  of  area.  It  was  now  pro* 
posed  to  extend  it ;  but  he  believed  that 
all  previous  experience  was  opposed  to 
such  a  course.  The  noble  Esrl  (Earl 
Granville)  himself  had  mentioned  one  in- 
stance which  occurred  in  the  time  of 
Elisabeth.  He  had  said  that  the  burden 
of  taxation  was  shifted  in  the  time  of 
Elizabeth ;  but  the  truth  was  that  the 
change  was  from  a  large  area  to  a  small 
one  ;  and  why  ?  It  was  because  the  poor 
found  that  the  large  areas  were  intolerable. 
In  the  reign  of  Charles  II.  the  same  thing 
again  occurred,  and  the  reason  was  stated 
in  the  Act  in  this  way — 

"  The  inhabitants  of  certain  northern  counties, 
and  of  many  other  ootinties,  cannot,  by  means  of 
the  largeness  of  the  parish,  have  the  benefit  of 
the  Poor  Uw.'» 

Coming  to  more  recent  times,  when  the 
New  Poor  Law  was  introduced  into  Ire- 
land, in  1837,  they  had  very  large  areas  ; 
and  ten  years  afterwards  Sir  George  Grey 
had  to  propose  a  Boundary  Commission ; 
and  the  Commissioners  made  some  fourteen 
Reports.  It  appeared  that  in  the  north 
and  east  of  Ireland,  where  the  unions  were 
smallest,  the  people  were  employed  the 
best,  and  in  the  south  and  west,  where  the 
unions  were  largest,  they  were  the  worst 
employed  ;  and  the  Commissioners  recom- 
mended that  the  unions  should  be  reduced 
from  large  ones  to  small  ones,  and  that 
the  electoral  districts  should  be  likewise 
reduced  ;  and  this  was  done.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  noble  Lords  connected  with 
that  country  would  give  him  their  support 
m  seeking  to  obtain  for  England  the  same 
justice  that  had  been  done  to  Ireland  in 
this  respect.  Now,  with  respect  to  re- 
movals, which  were  mentioned  as  one  of 
the  great  evils  of  the  present  system,  the 
ooble  Earl  (Earl  Granville)  admitted  that 
the  number  of  removals  had  enormously 
decreased.  He  (the  Duke  of  Rutland) 
knew  that  in  his  own  union,  when  the  poor 
law  came  into  operation,  the  removals, 
compared  with  what  they  now  were,  were 
ss  twenty-seven  to  one ;  in  the  last  year 


there  were  but  six  removals  from    one 
parish  to  another  within  the  union  ;  and 
he  was  informed  on  very  good  authority 
that  if  things  were  only  allowed  to  go  on 
as  they  now  were  there  would  soon   be 
almost  none  from  parish  to  parish  and  very 
few  from  union  to  union.     The  Bill  was 
beginning  to  operate  upon  this   question 
even  before  it  had  passed.   A  neighbouring 
Union  had  sent  notice  to  the  Grantham 
Union  that  they  would  allow  no  more  out- 
door relief,  but  the  paupers  must  be  sent 
to  their  own  Union,  the  object  being  that 
the  friends  of  the  pauper  might  support 
them  for  a  year,  when  they  would  become 
chargeable    to    Grantham.       The    same 
thing   was  going  on   all  over   England, 
and  the  poor  were  being  forced  out  from 
the  places  where  they  lived,  and  driven  to 
their  own  unions.     He  wished  to  refer  to 
Dr.  Hunter's  Report,  and  he  would  ob- 
serve that  it  was  a  Report  which  appeared 
to  have  been  got  up  in  great  haste,  for 
the  Doctor  had  not  time  to    investigate 
thoroughly  the  circumstances  of  the  dis- 
tricts through  which  he  passed.     In  1849 
there  were  eight  Commissioners  sent  into 
fourteen    counties,    but  Dr.  Hunter   was 
himself  sent  through  the  whole  of  England. 
What  he  did  was  to  go  here  and  there  to 
find  out  parishes  where  cottages  had  been 
pulled  down ;    but  if  a  Committee   were 
granted  they  could   fully  investigate  the 
matter  ;  and  he  might  observe  that  when 
Mr.  Baines,  in  1854,  brought  in  his  Union 
Chargeability  Bill  he  gave  up  the  question 
of  these  open  and  closed  parishes.     The 
noble  Earl,  had  not  alluded  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  1860,  and,  therefore,  he  need 
not  refer  to  it ;  but  he  begged  to  remind 
their  Lordships  that  it  was  not  until  1864, 
after  three  new  Members  had  been  added 
to  the  Committee,  who  were  known  to  en- 
tertain views  favourable  to  union  rating, 
that  any  Report  was  made  in  its  favour. 
If  the  Bill  was  passed  on  the  slight  evi- 
dence possessed  upon  the  subject  the  coun- 
try would  be  unjustly  and  wrongly  treated, 
and  tlierefore  it   was  that  he  protested 
against  this  measure  being  passed  in  this 
slovenly  and  off-hand  manner.     He  enter- 
tained a  strong    conviction  that   if  they 
legislated  upon  this  subject  without  send- 
ing the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  it  would 
be  an   entire  failure,  and    would   create 
ill-feeling  between  towns  and  country,  but 
above  all  they  would  destroy  that  feeling 
of  unity  of  interests  and    that   affection 
which  now  existed  between  the  rich  and 
the  poor  man — the  employer  of  labour 
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and  the  empiojad,  between  the  man  whe 
found  work,  end  the  man  who  did  the 
work,  and  therefore  it  waa  that  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  rote  in  faroar 
of  the  Amendment.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  objeotion  that  bj  so  doing  thej 
wonid  be  patting  themselves  in  opposition 
to  the  Honse  of  Commons,  would  weigh 
one  instant  with  their  Lordships,  because 
a  few  weeks  hence  the  present  House  of 
Commons  would  be  scattered  all  over  the 
country,  and  a  new  House  would  be  elected 
who  might  be  of  a  different  opinion  upon 
this  subject ;  and  therefore  it  could  not  be 
said  that  their  Lordships,  bj  sending  this 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  would  be 
putting  themselves  in  opposition  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  think  that  he  had  made 
out  a  ease  for  a  Select  Committee,  and 
would  agree  to  hie  Amendment. 

Amendment  movsd  to  leave  out  from 
('<  be  ")  to  the  End  of  the  Motion  and 
insert  ("  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.") 
— (  The  Luke  of  Mutland.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  Whether  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee.'' 

Babl  spencer  said,  he  unfortunate- 
ly felt  obliged  to  differ  from  all  the  con- 
clusions to  which  his  noUe  Friend  (the 
Duke  of  Rutland)  had  come — in  fact,  he 
thought  that  if  his  noble  Friend's  argu- 
ments were  worth  anything  they  went 
against  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  of 
1834  itself.  The  opinions  of  persons  who 
were  entitled  to  consideration,  and  the  Re- 
ports of  Committees  and  Commissions,  were 
uniformly  in  favour  of  the  adoption  of 
union  instead  of  parish  rating,  and  Bills 
had  been  introduced  both  into  their  Lord- 
ships' House  and  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons embodying  that  principle.  Moreover, 
the  Irremovable  Poor  Act  of  1861  ren- 
dered this  change  almost  indispensable. 
The  results  of  the  Irremovable  Poor  Act, 
which  had  been  in  operation  for  three 
years,  were  very  remarkable,  for,  as  shown 
by  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced  the  mea- 
sure, 51  per  cent  of  the  poor  all  over  Eng- 
land had  been  charged  to  the  common  funds 
of  the  unions,  and  this  was  a  most  import- 
ant fact  to  be  borne  in  mind  in  dealing 
with  this  Bill.  The  principle  of  the  Bill 
had  been  adopted  in  the  original  Poor  Law 
Act  of  1834,  and  had  been  expanded  in 
1861 — it  had  been  found  to  work  benefi- 
cially, and  this  Bill  proposed  to  extend  its 
operation  still  further.  If  they  regarded 
the  condition  of  the  poor  in  England,  they 
I%e  Duke  of  Mutland 


^  would  find  it  to  be  vary  unsatisfactory. 
They  would  find  that  while  in  one  parisli 
labour  was  insufficient,  in  another  and  an 
adjacent  one  it  would  be  superabuodsnt ; 
that  while  in  one  parish  the  labourers  were 
accommodated  in  blocks  of  beautiful  and 
convenient  cottages,  their  neighboors 
crowded  or  herded  in  places  where  none 
of  their  Lordships  would  like  to  crowd 
stock. '  They  would  find,  too,  that  one 
parish,  only  very  recently  rated  to  the 
poor  at  all,  had  at  its  side  a  less  fortunate 
neighbour  upon  whom  the  rates  fell  very 
heavily.  As  a  rule,  the  lightly  rated 
parishes  would  be  found  to  belong  to  one, 
two,  or  three  proprietors  only;  while  the 
heavily  burdened  parishes  belonged  to  a 
great  number  of  small  proprietors.  The 
origin  of  the  present  state  of  things  waa 
not  of  recent  date.  With  reference  to  the 
demolition  of  cottages,  he  might  say  that 
he  did  not  believe  that  demolition  was 
carried  on  to  any  great  extent  Even  in 
this  direction,  however,  he  thou|^t  that 
the  Bill  would  effect  much  indirectly.  He 
had  taken  considerable  interest  in  this 
subject,  and  had  made  rather  extended 
inquiries  on  his  own  estates.  In  a  pariah 
in  Northamptonshire,  belonging  almost  en- 
tirely to  himself,  out  of  thirteen  men  and 
three  boys  employed  by  one  fanner,  only 
two  resided  in  the  parish,  and  in  case  of 
sickness  or  old  age  all  the  rest  of  bia  la- 
bourers would  fall  for  support  on  the  neigh- 
bouring parish.  He  had  a  Return  of  the 
rates  of  two  adjoining  parishes,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  curious  to  compare 
these  with  the  rate  of  the  close  pariah 
just  alluded  to.  He  would  take  the  one 
that  was  in  the  same  union.  In  that  close 
parish  in  1860  the  amount  paid  to  the 
common  fund  was  £1  19«.;  there  was  no 
relief  at  all  to  the  poor  or  the  lunatic; 
in  1861  £2,  and  in  1862  £1  17«.  was  all 
that  that  property  paid  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor.  In  1863  the  Irremovable 
Poor  Act  came  into  operation,  and  the 
contribution  rose  in  that  year  to  £30,  and 
in  1864  to  £22  6«.  In  the  neighbouring 
open  parish  to  which  he  had  just  referred 
the  charge  to  the  common  fund  in  1860 
was  £88  it.,  in  1861  it  was  £81,  and  in 
1862  it  was  £74  6«.  But  observe  the  re- 
markable change  wrought  by  the  Irremov- 
able Poor  Act.  In  1863  from  £74  6i. 
the  amount  fell  to  £38  10«.,  and  in  the 
following  years  it  stood  at  about  the  same 
sum.  The  clerk  of  the  union  informed 
him  that  the  e£^t  of  that  BiU  on  the  two 
parishes  he  had  quoted  would  be  that  in 
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the  eloee  parish  the  rate  would  he  increaied 
from  £22  6«.»    its  present  amount,    to 
£57    5s,  ^    whereas    the    open     parish, 
which,   under  the  existing  system,  paid 
£190  16«.  6d..  would  hy  that  Bill  ha?e  to 
pay  £99,  or  a  decrease  in  the  open  parish 
of  about  50  per  cent.     This,  he  thought, 
was  sufficient  to  show  the  great  hardship 
now  borne  by  the  open  parishes  in  having 
to  maintain  in  their  sickness  and  old  age 
tlie  poor  who  worked  in  the  neighbouring 
parishes.     He  bad  made  inquiry,  and  con- 
fidently believed  that  on  his  estates  for 
the  last  fifty  years  not  a  single  cottage 
bad  been  demolished  without  better  ones 
having  been   built   in   their  place.      No 
doubt  the  science  of  agriculture  had  greatly 
increased  of  late  years,  and  there  had  been 
an  iBcreased  demand  for  labourers;  but 
unfortunately  new  cottages  had  not  been 
built  in  proportion.     He  should  be  sorry  to 
see  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke 
passed,  for  he  thought  it    would  be  the 
greatest  possible  boon  to  the  labourer  if 
parochial  chargeability  were  done  away 
with.    It  would  be  an  enormous  benefit 
to  the  labourer  to  have  the  area  of  hia 
labour  extended.     The  present  law  worked 
most  prejudicially   on    his  interests.     A 
farmer  wished  to  employ  a  certain  num- 
ber of  men.     He  employed  two  or  three 
of  the    most  skilled  and  hest-ooudneted 
men  in    the  village,    and    he   would   be 
glad  to  g«t  a   labourer   from   the  neigh- 
bouring piirish  ;  but  he  knew  that  there 
were   two  or  three  idle  men    with  their 
wives  and  families  in  his  parish,  and  that 
if  he  did  not  employ  them  he  must  help  to 
maintain  them.     He,  therefore,  discarded 
the  well-eondacted  labourer  in  the  next 
parish.     That  depreciated   the    value    of 
good  labour,  and  dragged  the  good  labourer 
down  to  the  dead  level  of  the  bad  one. 
The  present  Bill  would  likewise  benefit  the 
farmer  by  giving  him  better  labourers  to 
do  his  work ;  and  it  would,  moreover,  re- 
move the  discouragement  which  now  ex- 
isted to  the  building  of  cottages.     A  pro- 
prietor would  be  enabled  to  obtain  better 
rents  for  his  cottages  if  the  higlier  class  of 
labourers  were  encouraged.    He  happened 
himself  to  live  in  Norfolk,  in  a  union  which 
had  the  honour  of  having  adopted  the  prin- 
ciple of  union  chargeability.     He  referred 
to  the  union  of  Docking,  which  comprised 
thirty-six  parishes.     A  tenant  of  his,  who 
had  been  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Quar- 
diaos,  had  farnisbed  him  with  information 
as  to  the  operation  of  the  principle  there. 
That  gentleman  had  written  a  letter  to 
him  on  the  subject,  to  which  he  could  not 


help  calling  then*  Lordships'  attentioo. 
After  stating  tkAl  he  attended  a  Board 
where  there  was  a  £air  attendance  of  Guar- 
dians, and  had  talked  over  points  to  which 
he  had  called  his  attention,  the  writer 
said — 

"  But  one  opfoion  was  expressed,  and  which  I  am 
quite  sure  is  entertained  by  every  guardian  in  the 
union,  and  the  more  so  by  the  ex  officio,  that  the 
adoption  of  the  union  instead  of  the  parish  rating 
has  worked  most  satisfactorily,  and  that  no  one 
has  seen  cause  to  regret  its  adoption.  One  most 
important  result  has  been  that  to  the  good  labourer 
it  has  been  of  muoh  benefit,  has  raised  his  moral 
character,  and  enabled  him  to  find  ready  employ- 
ment in  the  several  parishes  (thirty-six)  of  the 
union.  The  employers  are  too  glad  to  employ 
men  of  good  character  coming  from  any  parish  in 
preibrence  to  ^ose  of  their  own  parish  of  doubtfol 
or  inferior  character.  I  also  asked  the  opinion 
of  the  guardians  as  to  the  effect  upon  wages,  and 
we  are  perfidctly  in  agreement  that  the  average 
wages  of  our  labourer  has  been,  and  continues  to 
be,  somewhat  in  advance  of  the  rate  paid  through- 
out the  county  generally.  I  am  quite  confident 
that  the  rates  in  the  Docking  Union  have  not  in- 
creased in  a  greater  degree  than  other  unions  in 
the  county,  but,  I  believe,  rather  the  reverse.  I 
ascertained  from  our  books  that  we  have  scarcely 
had  an  able-bodied  labourer  in  our  workhouse  for 
some  years." 

He  believed,  then,  that  this  Bill  was  not 
only  sound  in  theory,  but  sanctioned  by 
practice.  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland)  thought  it  would  check  economy, 
but  he  himself  believed  it  would  out  down 
expense.  There  were  some  15,000  parishes 
in  the  country  and  only  about  600  unions. 
Therefore,  by  diminishing  the  extent  of  re- 
movals they  must  proportionately  diminish 
cost.  It  was  often  said  that  the  large  pa- 
rishes would  no  longer  have  an  interest  in 
looking  after  the  expenditure  ;  but  if  the 
large  parishes  did  not  care  to  look  after  the  ' 
expenditure  the  farmers  in  rural  parishes 
who  had  an  addition  made  to  their  rates 
would,  he  thought,  be  inclined  to  look 
rather  sharply  after  \L  With  regard  to  a 
revision  of  unions,  he  believed  that  some 
acts  of  injustice  would  be  done  if  some 
alteration  were  not  made  in  that  respect. 
Let  him  take  the  case  of  the  union  of 
Northampton.  There  the  union  extended 
into  rural  districts  nearly  all  round  tho 
town ;  but  in  one  direction  it  extended 
much  further.  There  were  two  parishes 
in  the  union,  one  nearly  seven  and  tho 
other  five  miles  from  the  town,  where  tho 
rates  would  be  considerably  increased  ; 
while  another  parish,  almost  a  suburb  of 
Northampton,  one  and  a  half  mile  from 
the  town,  would  not  be  affected  at  all,  as 
it  belongs  to  a  union  of  a  strictly  agricul- 
tural nature.  Here  the  re-distribution  o£ 
unions  would  be  clearly  an  act  of  justice. 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


SI 


Vmon 


No  doubt  eases  of  hardship  might  arise 
oat  of  the  proposed  change,  hot  he  had 
no  wish  to  jeopardize  this  measure,  which 
was  of  BO  mnch  importance  to  the  poor  and 
to  the  connlrj,  by  endearonring  to  intro- 
daee  safeguards  against  sneh  cases  of  par- 
tial injostice.  He  thought  it  would  eyen 
be  better  that  a  little  injustice  should  be 
done  than  that  so  Tsluable  a  measure 
should  fail  to  be  passed  into  law. 

The  Babl  of  ST.  M AUR  said,  that  one 
of  the  main  points  to  be  considered  in  con- 
nection with  this  measure  was  that  of 
taxation.  There  were,  he  thought,  two 
principles  wluch  might  be  appealed  to  in 
rating  the  taxation — thej  might  tax  a 
man  in  relation  to  his  property,  or  they 
might  tax  him  in  relation  to  his  employ- 
ment of  labour.  He  thought  in  neither 
case  was  the  taxation  fairly  apportioned, 
for  in  the  former  case  landed  property  was 
hea?ily  taxed,  whereas  funded  property  was 
lightly  taxed ;  and  in  the  latter  mstance 
the  employer  of  the  labour  might  contrire 
in  many  ways  to  erade  the  payment  of  the 
amount  of  his  fair  share  of  the  burden  of 
supporting  his  workmen  when  no  longer 
capable  of  working.  It  must,  however, 
be  borne  in  mind  that  in  whatever  way 
they  raised  the  taxation  there  must  al- 
ways be  a  great  diflPerence  between  those 
who  lived  in  the  towns  and  those  who 
lived  in  the  country.  The  great  evil  of 
the  present  system,  in  his  opinion,  was 
that  it  kept  the  labourer  fixed  to  the  place 
where  there  #a8,  perhaps,  no  demand  for 
his  labour.  This  Bill  was  founded  on  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee  of 
1861,  but  that  Committee  had  expressed 
a  very  slight  opinion  on  the  subject,  re- 
legating it  to  the  further  consideration  of 
Parliament.  A  Return  laid  before  Par- 
liament showed  that,  while  the  removals 
from  parish  to  parish  were  only  366,  the 
removals  from  union  to  union  were  over 
5,000  ;  so  that  after  all  it  would  only  be 
the  smaller  number  which  would  be  touched 
by  this  Bill.  He  had  intended  to  propose 
Amendments  on  the  Bill,  but  he  should 
not  press  them. 

The  Earl  op  PORTSMOUTH  said, 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  give  his  cordial  sup- 
port to  the  Bill.  He  considered  it  a 
great  wrong  that  those  who  had  enjoyed 
the  advantage  of  the  poor  man's  labour 
while  he  was  able  to  work,  should  be  able 
to  relieve  themselves  of  his  support  in 
sickness  and  age;  and  this  wrong  the  pre- 
sent Bill  would,  to  some  extent,  diminish. 
The  noble  Duke  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment had  referred  to  the  diminution  of 
£arl  Spencer 
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extent  of  the  electoral  divisions  in  Ireland; 
but  the  result  had  been  the  creatios  of 
close  and  open  parishes,  which  all  persoiiB 
must  deprecate,  and  the  production  of 
inequalities  of  rating  in  pm^ulous  and 
thinly-inhabited  districts.  The  conse- 
quence had  been  that  many  cabins  had 
been  pnlled  down  with  a  yiew  to  redoce 
the  rating,  and  that  was  not  a  remit 
which  it  wvld  be  desired  to  see  produced 
in  England. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON:  Ths 
noble  Earl  the  President  of  the  Council, 
in  moving  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  expressed  a  hope  that  it  would 
not  be  treated  in  a  party  spirit.  I  con- 
cur in  that  wish;  but  I  must  say  that  if 
anything  like  party  feeling  be  imported 
into  this  subject,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  have  to  thank  themselves  for  that 
result.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
introduced  this  Bill  into  the  other  Hoase 
is  a  Gentleman  of  great  Pariiamenta^ 
reputation  ;  but  I  confess  I  was  very 
much  disappointed  with  the  course  he  has 
pursued  in  reference  to  this  measure.  Not 
a  single  taunt  had  been  spared,  not  a 
single  imputation  had  been  wanting,  in 
the  addresses  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
which  oould  stir  up  animosity  and  bitterness 
of  feeling  among  his  political  opponents. 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON  :  I  really 
must  call  the  noble  Earl  to  order.  It  is 
out  of  order  to  refer  in  this  manner  to 
debates  in  the  other  House,  and  if  the 
noble  Earl  should  pursue  this  line  of 
remark  I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  answer 
the  charges  he  makes  against  my  right 
hon.  Relative,  which  are  wholly  incorrect. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  :  I  have 
said  all  I  desire  to  say  upon  that  point,  but 
I  do  not  think  the  noble  Earl  need  hare 
put  the  rule  to  which  he  refers  so  strictly. 
I  may  be  permitted  to  observe  that  the 
Report  which  the  Government  has  laid 
before  Parliament  gives  me  another,  and, 
I  think,  a  reasonable  ground  of  complaint 
against  them.  That  Report  related  to  the 
condition  of  the  agricultural  labourers  in 
England.  When  a  Report  is  issued  by 
the  Government  with  its  official  imprimatur 
we  expect  that  it  shall  contain  the  truth, 
the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the 
truth;  but  we  find  that  in  another  place, 
to  which  I  will  not  more  particularly  refer, 
as  the  noble  Earl  is  so  strict  in  enforcing 
the  rule  of  the  House,  the  statements  in 
that-  Report  were  completely  demolished. 

The  Earl  of  CLARENDON :  Tboy 
were  the  usual  agricultural  Reports  wbicn 
are  laid  before  Pariiament. 
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Thb  Eabl  or  CARNARVON :  I  am 
referriog  to  the  Report  upon  the  comli- 
tions  of  the  agricaltaral  labourers  of  Eng- 
land. When  we  find  that  that  Report 
contains  misrepresentations  of  fact  in  page 
after  page,  then  I  say  we  ha?e  some 
reason  to  find  fault  with  the  Go?ernment. 
[The  Earl  of  Clabendon  :  Hear!]  The 
noble  Earl  cheers,  but  he  must  remember 
that  that  Report  was  put  forward  by  the 
GoTemment  as  the  foundation  of  this  Bill. 

(The  Earl  of  Clarendon  :  Heart]  Really 
must  appeal  to  the  House  whether  I 
ought  to  be  subjected  to  such  un-Parlia- 
mentarj  interruptions. 

The  Earl  of  MALMESBURT  :  I  do 
not  think  the  noble  Earl  opposite  is  act- 
ing altogether  in  conformity  to  the  usages 
of  Parliament.  Surely  the  noble  Earl 
does  not  mean  to  say  that  no  Peer  can 
utter  a  word  about  the  Poor  Law  Board. 
No  doubt  the  Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Poor  Law  Board  is  the  noble  Earl's  re- 
latiTo;  but,  in  discussing  a  subject  of  this 
kind,  what  can  be  more  natural  than  to 
remark  upon  the  course  pursued  by  the 
President. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  :  I  assure 
the  noble  Earl  I  did  not  intend  to  apply 
my  remarks  personally  to  the  right  hen. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board.  I  was  simply  commenting  upon 
the  Report  which  was  quoted  as  justifying 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  anything  special  to  do  with 
that  Report,  which  came  from  the  Privy 
Coanoil.  In  that  Report  it  was  stated 
that  the  inquiry  had  been  but  partial,  and 
could  not  be  exhaustive  ;  and  it  is  just 
upon  that  ground  that  I  object  to  the 
statements  contained  in  it  being  used  to 
warrant  the  introduction  of  this  measure. 
When  an  inquiry  is  partial  and  not  ex- 
haust Ito,  those  who  make  it  should  be 
careful  to  represent  only  facts.  In  order 
to  show  the  yalue  of  that  Report,  I  may 
refer  to  a  passage  in  which,  referring  to 
some  cottages  built  by  the  Duke  of  Bed- 
ford, it  is  observed,  "It  is  ungracious  to 
criticise,  but  more  could  be  done  if  money 
was  not  lavished  on  useless,  and  often 
nozioQSy  porches."  I  think  any  gentle- 
man who  could  write  such  a  paragraph 
must  be  either  ignorant  or  ill-informed. 
There  is  no  portion  of  cottage  accom- 
modation so  necessary  as  a  large  pro- 
tecting porch.  I  do  not  wish  to  go  further 
into  that  matter,  but  I  simply  want  to 
know  what  is  the  real   object  and   end 
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of  the  Bill.     I  quite  admit,  with  the  noble 
Duke  who   has  moved    the  Amendment, 
that  there  are  certain  difficulties  involved 
in  this  subject;  that  there  will  be  a  con- 
siderable shifting  of  burdens,  and  that  in 
many  instances  some  injustice  will  be  done 
if  this  Bill  passes.     I  have  again  to  find 
fault   with    the    Government,    because  if 
they  had  brought  in  a  preliminary  measure 
for  a  revision  of  the  boundaries  of  unions 
the  difficulty  would  in  some  degree  have 
been  met.     If  this  Bill  passes  in  its  pre- 
sent bare  and  naked  shape  it  is  inevitable 
that  an  amount  of  hardship  must  be  in- 
flicted in  some  cases  that  need  not  have 
been  inflicted.     I  am  not,  however,  upon 
these  grounds  prepared  to  object  to   this 
Bill.     There  has   been  no  change  in  the 
Poor  Law  since  1834.  which  has  not  led 
to  a  shifting  of   burdens  and  alterations 
in  the  charges  upon  property.     All  recent 
legislation   upon    this    subject,   however, 
seems  to  be  tending  to  one  point.      And 
now  arises  a  serious  question.    It  has  been 
urged  that  this  Bill  is  only  a  part  of  still 
greater  changes,  and  that  if  we  agree  to 
union  rating  we  shall  come  ultimately  to 
an  equalization  of  the  metropolitan  poor 
rates,  then  to  county  rating,  and,  finally, 
to  a  national  rate  fixed  upon  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund.     I  put  aside  the  question  of 
equalizing  the  metropolitan  poor  rate,  be- 
cause the  circumstances  are  peculiar ;  but 
if  I  thought  that  either  county  rating  or 
a  national  rate  would  follow  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  I  think  it  would  be  a   fatal 
objection  to  it.     But  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  substantial  reason  for  such  appre- 
hension.    The  Bill  is  tho  substitution   of 
a  larger  for  a  smaller  area  of  rating,  mak- 
ing the  union  the  unit  instead  of  the  parish. 
That  is  a  change,  I  admit ;  but  I  also  find 
that  the  Bill  is  a  security   for  standing 
still  in  the  future.     At  this  moment  we 
have  an  undeniable,  and,  logically,  inde- 
fensible anomaly — we  have  one  area  for 
rating  and  another  for  management ;  but 
the   moment  you    remove  that   anomaly 
and  make    the  area  of   rating    and   the 
area  of    management    coterminous,    you 
take  up  a  position  by  which  the  argument 
for  further  change  is  removed.     I  cannot 
concur  in  the  argument  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Rutland)  who  believes  that 
the  widening  of  the  area  of  rating  will  be 
attended  with  a  diminution  of  the  jealousy 
and  watchfulness  exhibited  by  the  Guar* 
dians  over  the  expenditure.  I  do  not  enter- 
tain any  fears  of  that  kind.     There  may 
be,  and  I  think  there  will  be,  at  first,  a 
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slight  increase  of  expenditure ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  that  will  be  permanent  when 
things  have  settled  down  into  their  ordi* 
nary  course.  The  farmer  who  is  elected 
Guardian  of  the  parish  will  soon  cease  to 
draw  any  distinction  between  the  primary 
fund,  in  which  he  is  personally  interested, 
and  the  common  fund,  in  which  he  is  inte- 
rested only  in  a  secondary  degree,  and 
will  soon  feel  that  his  personal  inte- 
rest, as  well  as  that  of  those  he  repre- 
sents, is  to  attend  to  the  proper  and  econo- 
mical expenditure  of  the  moneys  intrusted 
to  his  charge.  But  who  are  those  who 
really  at  this  moment  transact  the  financial 
business  of  the  union?  Are  they  the 
representatives  of  parishes  A,  B,  C,  D,  or 
£,  or  of  the  parishes  comprised  in  the 
union  generally  ?  I  believe  that  in  nine 
cases  out  of  ten  the  work  devolves  upon  a 
small  minority,  who,  from  local  reasons  or 
special  interest  in  the  subject,  are  regular 
and  systematic  in  their  attendance.  I 
think  that  the  work  will  practically  remain 
in  the  same  hands  as  before,  and  the 
management  will  follow  in  precisely  the 
same  channel,  and  I  cannot  therefore 
imagine  that  the  formidable  results  are 
likely  to  accrue  from  the  passing  of  this 
measure  which  some  Members  of  your 
Lordships'  House  anticipate.  My  noble 
Friend  the  Duke  of  Richmond  has  placed 
in  my  hand  a  Return  from  the  union  over 
which  he  presides.  That  Board  consists  of 
forty-six  elected  and  thirteen  ex  officio 
Guardians  ;  and  out  of  those  fifty-nine  the 
average  attendance  for  the  twelve  months 
ending  in  March  of  the  present  year  was 
only  eleven.  The  noble  Duke  is  unfortu- 
nately absent,  owing  to  a  family  bereave- 
ment ;  but  I  have  his  authority  for  stating 
that  ho  substantially  concurs  in  the  view 
of  the  subject,  which  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  laying  before  your  Lordships. 
I  think  it  is  plain  that  as  soon  as  the  mea- 
sure becomes  law  you  will  have  to  increase 
the  discipline  and  severity  in  your  unions. 
If,  however,  the  Bill  contemplated  any 
such  course  with  respect  to  the  metropolis, 
such  a  fact  would  weigh  greatly  against 
the  Bill  in  my  mind.  I  may  say,  in  con- 
clusion, that  both  the  advocates  and  the 
opponents  of  this  measure  appear,  in 
my  opinion,  to  overrate  its  probable  re- 
sults. My  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland),  on  the  one  hand,  apprehends 
consequences  more  formidable  than  are 
likely  to  arise ;  while  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, on  the  other  hand,  promise 
more  than  is  likely  to  be  realized;  for, 
The  JSarl  of  Carnarvon 


according  to  their  account  the  labourer 
will,  in  consequence  of  this  Bill,  be  set 
free  and  enabled  to  carry  his  labour  into 
the  most  profitable  market.  The  Act, 
however,  and  I  believe  it  is  a  fair  and  mo- 
derate statement,  will  have  the  tendency 
to  remove  a  certain  amount  of  artificial 
restriction  which  now  weighs  upon  the 
labourer  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  I  be- 
lieve it  will  have  tho  effect  of  remoring  a 
certain  amount  of  discouragement  which 
the  landlord  encounters  in  providing  cot- 
tage accommodation.  I  have  noticed,  and 
I  have  no  doubt  your  Lordships  have  also 
remarked,  that  in  many  of  our  country 
parishes  the  race  of  ordinary  labourers  is 
inferior  to  the  preceding  generation.  This 
is,  no  doubt,  in  a  great  degree  attributable 
to  the  growth  of  towns  which  have  been 
gradually  absorbing  the  best  and  the  most 
intelligent  of  our  labouring  class ;  the  re- 
cruiting sergeant  has  drawn  away  many ; 
and  others  have  left  because  the  cottage 
accommodation  is  not  sufficient  either  in 
quantity  or  in  quality  to  tempt  them  to 
remain.  The  question  is,  undoubtedly,  a 
very  difficult  one.  For  my  own  part,  how- 
ever, after  having  given  a  good  deal  of 
consideration  to  the  subject,  I  shall  sup- 
port the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Earl  GREY :  My  Lords,  I  cannot  help 
thinking,  after  giving  the  subject  some 
consideration,  that  Dr.  Hunter's  report, 
which  has  been  so  often  alluded  to,  con- 
veys no  overcharged  picture  of  the  condi« 
tion  of  the  agricultural  labourer.  In  the 
south  of  England  the  condition  of  the 
agricultural  population  is  much  to  be  de- 
plored. The  wages  are  miserably  loir, 
and  while  in  the  north  of  England  they 
are  lis,  a  week,  and  oftentimes  more,  in 
the  south  labourers  receive  only  8*.  or  9i. 
— a  pittance  on  which  I  can  scarcely  con- 
ceive how  they  manage  to  exist — he  is  also 
miserably  lodged.  This  state  of  things 
has  produced  the  results  which  might 
reasonably  be  expected,  for  farmers  who 
have  taken  farms  in  the  south  have  felt 
bound  to  confess  that  though  the  price  of 
labour  is  nominally  cheap,  it  is  in  reality 
dear.  Tho  measure  now  under  your  Lord- 
ships' consideration  is  one  which  I  believe 
cannot  fail  to  effect  much  good  ;  for  by  the 
law  as  it  at  present  stands  the  agricul- 
tural labourer  is  placed  in  a  position  de- 
structive to  all  motives  to  industry,  and 
one  which  is  demoralizing,  corrupting,  and 
injurious  in  its  effects.  It  is  also  mainly 
owing  to  the  state  of  the  law  that  the 
present  low  rate  of  wages  is  maintained, 
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and  tiiat  labourers  beoome,  from  their  misery 
and  poverty,  both  phjsicallj  aod  morally 
unfitted  for  their  labour.  I  ihall,  there- 
forOt  giTO  my  most  cordial  support  to  this 
measure,  because  I  belieye  it  is  intended 
and  calculated  to  remove  the  obstacles 
which  prevent  the  improvement  of  the 
condition  of  the  labouring  classes  in  this 
country.  The  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Rutland)  who  has  moved  the  reference  of 
this  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  has  virtu- 
ally called  upon  us  to  reject  the  measure 
altogether  ;  for,  althongh  his  Amendment 
is  otherwise  worded,  your  Lordships  all 
know  that  his  real  object  is  to  defeat  the 
Bill^and,  indeed,  the  noble  Duke  scarcely 
concealed  his  desire  for  its  rejection.  If, 
after  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  it  had 
been  proposed  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  to  examine  inta  its  details,  I 
could  have  understood  a  Motion  of  this 
kind  ;  but  to  send  the  measure  to  a  Select 
Committee  before  it  has  received  a  second 
reading  can  have  no  other  object  than  to 
obtain  ioformation  to  enable  you  to  judge 
whether  its  principle  is  good  or  not ;  and 
such  an  inquiry  at  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion would  be  tantamount  to  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill.  The  measure  is  one  calculated 
to  remove  obstacles  which  now  prevent  the 
improvement  .of  the  labourer's  condition, 
and  those  who  attended  to  the  noble  Duke's 
speech  must  have  observed  that  it  furnished 
the  most  conclusive  arguments  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Duke  said  that 
when  there  is  a  frost  the  labourer  can  get 
employment,  because  he  goes  to  his  em- 
ployer and  tells  him,  "  If  you  don't  employ 
me,  I  shall  go  to  the  union,  and  that  will 
cost  you  more."  Does  not  the  noble  Duke 
see  that  that  is  the  very  vicious  principle 
against  which  this  Bill  is  directed,  and 
against  which  also  the  New  Poor  Law  Act 
of  1834  was  directed,  though  ineffectually, 
becaose  the  provisions  making  the  area  of 
taxation  coterminous  with  the  area  of  ad- 
miniatration  were  not  adopted — the  vicious 
principle,  I  mean,  of  setting  relief  against 
wages  ?  The  same  principle  which  makes 
the  farmer  employ  his  parishioner  during 
the  ftost  also  makes  him  employ  him  in 
the  aommer,  though  he  is  ever  so  bad 
a  workman,  in  preference  to  an  inhabitant 
of  another  parish,  though  he  is  ever  so 
eleyer  a  workman.  But  for  the  existence 
of  that  pemicioos  system,  how  can  you  ac- 
eonnt  for  the  fact  that  there  is  such  a 
difference  in  the  rate  of  wages  paid  in 
the  north  as  compared  with  the  south  of 
England  f    Ton  have  a  vicious  law  which 


keeps  the  labourer  settled  in  a  particular 
parish  and  makes  him  reluctant  to  give  up 
his  settlement  in  that  parish,  and  you  thus 
prevent  the  improvement  of  the  labourer's 
condition  by  preventing  the  nafural  diffu- 
sion of  labour  throuffbout  the  country.  The 
noble  Duke  says  the  Bill,  by  causing  a 
great  shifting  of  burdens,  will  produce  ex- 
treme injustice;  and  he  told  us  that  the 
rector  of  a  parish  in  Leicestershire  stated 
that  there  were  only  thirty  inhabitants  in 
that  parish  and  that  his  correspondent  now 
paid  no  poor  rates,  whereas,  if  this  Bill 
passed,  its  effect  would  be  to  make  him 
pay  £30  a  year.  And  this  the  noble 
buke  calls  a  very  great  injustice.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  say  that  the  injustice  is  in 
the  present  state  of  the  law.  An  agri- 
cultural parish  with  only  thirty  inhabitants 
and  no  paupers,  and  which  will  have  to 
contribute  £30  a  year,  must  contain  land 
of  very  considerable  value,  which  again 
must  be  cultivated  by  means  of  labourers 
drawn  from  other  parishes  ;  and  when  thoso 
labourers,  with  their  wives  and  families, 
now  happen  to  fall  into  destitution,  they 
must  be  thrown  upon  those  other  parishes 
for  support.  The  injustice,  then,  is  in 
maintaining  a  state  of  the  law  which  en- 
ables the  owners  of  property  in  certain 
districts  to  obtain  labour  from  other  quar- 
ters to  cultivate  their  lund  and  produce 
their  rents  without  contributing  their,  fair 
share  towards  the  relief  of  that  destitution 
which  will  always  exist.  I  will  not,  my 
Lords,  at  this  hour,  trespass  further  on 
your  attention.  1  am  convinced  that  the 
more  you  think  of  this  measure  the  more 
you  will  see  that  it  is  sound  in  principle, 
and  that  it  will  carry  into  effect  the  views 
of  those  distinguished  men,  the  orijsinal 
Commissioners  of  Inquiry  into  the  Poor 
Law,  to  whom  the  public  owes  a  deep  debt 
of  gratitude  for  the  manner  in  which  they 
exercised  the  functions  assigned  to  them, 
and  laid  the  foundation  of,  perhaps,  the 
greatest  reform  that  could  be  effected  in 
any  country.  We  are  now  asked  to  carry 
into  effect  their  views,  and  the  views,  I 
believe,  of  almost  every  man  who  has  been 
either  a  Commissioner  or  Assistant  Com- 
missioner under  the  new  Poor  Law,  and 
also  of  our  ablest  writers  on  political 
economy. 

LOUD  REDE SD ALE  said,  he  should 
support  the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Duke 
behind  him.  The  Bill  was  propounded  as 
a  panacea  for  all  ills,  and  as  designed  to 
produce  a  new  state  of  things  among  the 
poorer  classes  of  this  country — to  secure 
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them  moi'e  uniformity  of  employment  and 
provide  them  with  better  cottages  :  hut  he 
did  not  helieve  it  would  do  anything  of  the 
sort.  It  proceeded  on  a  wrong  principle, 
because  it  did  not  settle  the  question  which 
required  settlement— -namely,  the  question 
of  settlement  itself.  Inde^,  the  passing 
of  that  Bill  would  throw  an  impediment  in 
the  way  of  the  permanent  and  proper  ad- 
justment of  that  important  question,  by 
dealing  only  with  a  part  of  it,  and  giving 
an  advantage  only  to  those  classes  who 
would  have  an  interest  in  preventing  its 
complete  and  satisfactory  adjustment. 
The  Bill  contained  a  provision  declaring 
that  poor  persons  should  not  be  removed 
from  the  union  in  which  they  had  resided 
one  year.  How  would  that  affect  a  town 
like  London  ?  Almost  every  parish  there 
was  a  union,  and  if  a  pauper  went  from  one 
parish  to  another  he  became  removable, 
and  would  be  sent  to  the  country  parish  to 
which  he  belonged,  to  the  relief  of  the 
town  in  which  he  had  laboured  the  best 
days  of  his  life.  This  would  not  occur 
generally  in  the  country  unions,  and  this 
partial  treatment  of  the  subject  will  ope- 
rate  prejudicially  against  a  fair  adjustment 
of  the  settlement  question.  The  operation 
of  the  New  Poor  Law  in  the  agricultural 
difltricts  had  been,  on  the  whole,  beneficial ; 
but  it  had  not  worked  well  in  the  metro- 
polis, and  mainly  because  those  who  had 
to  administer  it  in  the  metropolis  were 
not  acquainted  with  those  whom  they  had 
to  relieve,  while  in  the  country  they  were 
both  acquainted  with  and  interested  for 
them.  The  Bill  sought  materially  to 
increase  the  area  of  tazation  ;  but  the 
argument  to  be  drawn  from  past  expe- 
rience was  against  such  a  course.  When 
the  compulsory  Poor  Law  was  established 
in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  the  area  of  rating 
was  something  like  the  sessional  division — 
namely,  the  districts  in  which  the  justices 
met.  In  the  39th  Elizabeth  it  was  made 
parochial,  from  which  we  may  judge 
that  the  larger  area  had  not  been  found  to 
work  well ;  and  fifty  or  sixty  years  after,  in 
Charles  IL's  time,  it  was  found  necessary 
in  the  north,  where  the  parishes  were  large, 
to  reduce  the  area  so  as  to  make  the  rate- 
able districts  coincide  with  the  townships, 
and  the  preamble  of  the  Act  for  this  pur- 
pose states — 

"Whereas  certain  counties  by  reason  of  the 
largeness  of  the  parishes  within  the  same  have  not 
nor  cannot  reap  the  benefit  of  the  Act  of  4drd 
Elizabeth  for  the  relief  of  the  poor." 

If  it  was  urged  that  those  precedents  relate 
Lard  Rede%dale 
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to*distant  periods  and  a  different  state'of  so- 
ciety, he  would  refer  to  the  latest  legislation 
on  this  subject.  When  the  Poor  Law  was 
introduced  into  Ireland  the  unions  were  the 
first  rateable  districts  ;  but  they  would  not 
work,  and  after  an  experience  of  eight  or 
ten  years  a  Commission  was  appointed  who 
reported  in  favour  of  reducing  the  areas, 
stating  that — 

«  To  avoid  impositions  by  affording  local  exa- 
minations and  control,  as  well  as  to  approximate 
to  the  natural  condition  of  fitmilj  support,  some 
diyision  of  the  country  into  contributory  distriotB 
has  been  thought  necessary." 

When  he  was  examined  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  1860,  he  stated  that  relief  was 
compulsory  charity,  and  that  the  object 
must  be  to  get  it  under  the  same  influences 
as  were  brought  into  action  when  charitj 
was  exercised,  and  at  the  same  time  consider 
its  bearing  as  compulsory  as  affecting  the 
interests  of  the  ratepayers  as  well  as  of  the 
poor.  The  Bill  would  give  no  security  tiiat 
in  large  districts  proper  discretion  woald 
be  exercised  in  the  administration  of  the 
funds  ;  and  although  it  was  admitted  that 
in  many  cases  injustice  would  be  done  by 
making  the  existing  unions  the  areas  for 
common  rating,  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult, if  not  altogether  impossible,  to  alter 
them.  How  was  it  possible  to  get  other 
parishes  to  unite  as  proposed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  uniform  rating?  Was  it  likely 
that  the  parishes  adjoining  the  Northamp- 
ton Union,  mentioned  by  the  noble  Barl 
opposite,  would  unite  with  that  union 
when  all  that  they  could  obtain  by 
such  a  change  would  be  a  considerable 
increase  in  their  rates  ?  The  questions  in- 
volved in  the  Bill  were  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, and  should  not  be  dealt  with  by 
Parliament  until  after  the  fullest  inquiry 
had  been  made  with  reference  to  them. 
The  Returns  showing  the  alterations  which 
had  been  made  in  the  rating  of  parishes  by 
the  operation  of  the  Act  of  the  year  before 
last  had  not  yet  been  laid  on  the  table,  and 
until  that  was  done  they  could  not  judge 
how  far  that  Act  had  been  just  in  its 
operation.  He  did  not  think  the  character 
of  the  guardians  of  the  poor  would  improve 
under  the  proposed  system.  They  would 
not  give  so  much  personal  attention  to  the 
poor ;  they  would  have  less  interest  in 
keeping  down  the  expenditure  by  finding 
employment,  and  the  result  would  be  most 
unsatisfactory,  both  to  the  poor  and  to  the 
ratepayers.  Those  who  argue  against  a 
different  amount  of  rates  charged  on  pa- 
rishes within  the  same  union  as  unjust,  fo^ 
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get  that  eyery  landed  proprietor  acquired 
his  property  under  those  conditions.  He 
had  bought  or  inherited  it  with  the  know- 
ledge that  it  was  subject  to  taxation  of  a 
given  nature  and  extent.  Parishes  had 
been  mentioned  where  this  Bill  would  alter 
the  rates  to  the  extent  of  3s,  in  the  pound; 
but  if  a  man  had  purchased  property  upon 
a  certain  estimate  of  value,  and  then  this 
Bill  passed  and  reduced  its  value  3^.  in 
the  pound,  he  surely  had  a  right  to  com- 
plain that  his  property  had  been  seriously 
decreased  in  value,  while  the  property  of 
his  neighbour  had  been  proportionately  in- 
creased. This  was  not  the  case  of  an  im- 
position of  taxation  ;  for  the  first  time,  as 
In  Ireland,  where  a  uniform  rate  had  been 
introduced,  no  similar  system  having  ex- 
isted before,  it  was  the  change  of  a  bur- 
den which  had  been  borne  from  the  time  of 
Elizabeth  to  the  present  day ;  and  it  was 
a  burden  of  which  no  one  had  any  right  to 
complsdn,  because  he  had  acquired  his  pro- 
perty subiect  to  it.  Suppose  the  case  of  a 
farmer  who  had  just  taken  a  farm  upon  a 
lease  for  twenty-one  years,  this  Bill  might 
make  this  difference  to  him,  that  he  would 
have  to  pay  a  great  deal  more  for  his  farm 
than  ha  had  expected  and  calculated  when 
*he  made  his  bargain.  Surely  such  a  man 
would  have  a  right  to  complain.  So  many 
questions  had  been  raised  and  so  many 
interests  were  involved  bv  the  Bill  that 
they  could  do  no  better  than  postpone  it 
nntil  they  had  fuller  information  on  various 
nointa,  and  until  a  new  House  of  Commons 
had  given  their  opinion  upon  it,  and  the 
delay  of  a  year  in  passing  the  Bill  ought 
not  to  weigh  for  a  sbgle  moment.  He 
should  certainly  support  the  Motion  that 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

On  Question,  Whether  the  Bill  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  ?  Their 
Lordships  divided  :— Contents  24  ;  Not- 
CoDtenU  86  :  Majority  62. 

lUsolvedin  the  NegaHve. 

Then  the  original  Motion  was  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  commiUed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on 
Friday  next. 
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Westbipy,  L.(X.  Chan- 
eeUar.) 

Somerset,  D. 

Ailesbury,  M. 
Camden,  M. 
Westminster,  M. 

Albemarle,  E. 
Belmore,  E. 
OadogaD,  £. 
Caithness,  E. 
Carnarvon,  £. 
Chichester,  E. 
Clarendon,  E. 
Cowper,  E. 
De  Grey,  E. 
Do  La  Warr,  E. 
Derby,  E. 
DOYOD,  E. 

Duoie,  £.  iTOUr.] 
Fitcwilliam,  E. 
Granyille,  E. 
Grey,  E. 
Harrowby,  E. 
Manyers,  E. 
Minto,  E. 
McH*ton,  E. 
Nelson,  £. 
Portsmouth,  E. 
Romney,  E. 
Russell,  E. 
Saint  Germans,  £. 
Shaftesbury,  E. 
Spencer,  £. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Strafford,  E. 
TankerrUle,  E. 
Vemlam,  £. 

Eversley,  V, 
Hawarden,  V. 
Torrington,  V. 

Bath  and  Wells,  Bp. 
Ely.  Bp. 
Lincoln,  Bp. 
Llandaff,  Bp. 
Ripen,  Bp. 
St.  DaTid's,  Bp. 


Winchester,  Bp. 

Abinger  L. 
Belper,  L. 
Bolton  L. 
Gamoys,  L. 
Ohdmsford,  L. 
Clandeboye,     L.      {L. 

Duferin  and  Clome* 

boye.) 
Clifton,  L.^E.Iktmley) 
Colyille  of  Colross,  L. 
Cranworth,  L. 
Dartrey,  L.    (L.    Cre^ 

morne,) 
Delamere,  L. 
De  Samnarez,  L. 
De  Tabley,  L. 
Foley,  L.[2Wter.] 
Granard,   L.  (E,  Ora- 

fiord.) 
Heytesbury,  L. 
Houghton,  L. 
HunsdoD,  L.  {V.Falk- 
land.) 
Keane,  L. 
Leigh,  L. 
Lyveden,  L. 
Methnen,  L. 
Monson,  L; 
Mont    Eagle,    L.   (M. 

SHgo.) 
Oxenfoord,  L.  {E,  Stair.) 
Riyers,  L. 

RoBsie,  L.  {L.Kinnaird) 
Saye  and  Sole,  L. 
Seymour,    L.    {E.   Si. 

Mawr.) 
Silohester,  L.  <E.  Long* 

ford.) 
Somerhill,  L.  (if.  Cla»^ 

ficarde.) 
Sondes,  L. 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 
SufBeld,  L. 

Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 
Taunton,  L. 
Truro,  L. 
Walsingham,  L. 
Wenlock,  L. 
Wentworth,  L. 


House  adjourned  at  Ten  o'clock, 
till  To-morrw,  half  past 
Ten  o'oieook 
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HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Mimdatf,  Jum  12,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— >Si7FPLr—«<m#wi0r0(i  in  OommiUie 
Hesoluiums  [June  S^reporUd, 

PuBuo  Bills  •»  Ordered-^ComptroWw  of  the  £z- 
obeqaerand  Publio  Aodit^pOS]. 

First  idto^fM^-^CompaniM  Workment'  Eduoa- 
tion»  [191]  ILordt];  Parwnaget  •  [2051 
ILordi]  I  Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and 
Public  Audit*  [208]. 

Second  Reading — Poor  Law  Board  Continuance, 
Ac.  [197]:  Colonial  Lawi  Validitj  *  [18d]  ; 
Colonial  Marriagoc  Validity*  [184]  ;  Penalties 
Law  Amradaient*[21d] ;  National  Gallerj 
(Dublin)  *  [203] ;  War  Department  Tramway 
(Devon)  *  [204]  [Lords']  ;  Ecclesiastical  Oom- 
nission  (Superannuation  Allowances)*  [201]. 

CommiMee^RomMi  Catholic  Onth  [86];  Re- 
cord of  Title  (Ireland)  [151]  [Lords^'-Rj^, ; 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  (f»- 
eomm.)  •  [187]— b.p.  ;  Crown  Suits,  ^.  • 
[146]  ;  Penalties  \aw  Amendment  *  [218]  ; 
inland  Revenue* [169];  Lunatic  Asylum  Act 
(1858)  ^.,  Amendment*  [196J. 

JUpori — Roman  Catholic  Oath  [86]:  Crown 
Suits,  Ac.* [146];  Inland  Revenue*  [160]; 
Lunatic  Asylum  Act  (1858)  Ac.  Amendment  * 
[196]. 

Considered  as  amended  *-  Constabulary  Force 
(Irefaind)  Act  Amendment  [178];  Prisons* 
[141];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Conflrmatum  * 
1177]. 

nird  Reading  —  Defence  Act  (1860)  Amend- 
ment* [176];  Procurators  (Scotland)  *  [157] ; 
Pilotac^e  Order  Conflrmation  (No.  2)  *[181], 
and  passed, 

Wiihdrawth~-Wrii»  Registration  4o.  (Scotland)  * 
[48],  [Mr.  Dnnlop]. 

WESTMINSTER  IMPROVEMENTS  BILL. 
ILordi]  (hy  Order,) 

SEOOHB     BEADINO. 

BiU  read  2o. 

Motion  made,  and  Queition  propoaed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  committed." 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  aaid,  he 
rote  to  propose  that  the  BiU  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  half  the  Members 
of  which  should  be  aelected  by  that  House 
and  half  by  the  Committee  of  Selection, 
with  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  to 
introduce  a  provision  into  the  measure  to 
secure  the  erection  of  buildings  auitable  to 
the  accommodation  of  the  poorer  popula- 
tion whose  dwellings  were  to  be  removed 
by  the  Westminster  Commissioners  under 
the  Bill.  He  should,  therefore,  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
on  the  ground  that  this  was  a  hybrid  Bill, 
partaking  both  of  a  publio  and  private 
character. 


Amendmeat  proposed,  at  the  end  of  tbe 
Question,  to  add  the  worde  *<  to  a  Select 
Committee,  half  the  Members  to  be  named 
by  the  Houee,  and  half  by  the  Committee 
of  Selection."— (¥r.  AuguiUu  SmiA.) 

Question  proposed,  *<That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

Mr.  TITE  said,  this  was  distinctly  a  pri- 
vato  Bill,  and  had  passed  the  House  of  Lords 
as  such.  A  Commission  was  constituted 
under  a  Bill  which  passed  in  I860,  for  the 
purpose  of  winding  up  that  most  unforta- 
nate  speculation  of  the  Westminster  Im- 
provement Commissioners  in  Yictoris 
Street.  The  latter  body  raised  £300.000 
on  mortgaflfe  and  £700.000  on  debenture 
bonds.  The  mortgages  were  of  a  most 
complicated  kind,  and  they  were  remitted 
to  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  as  the 
money  was  realised  it  would  he  paid  ioto 
that  Court  for  distribution  to  those  who 
were  entitled  to  it.  With  regard  to  the 
£700,000,  they  were  doing  their  best  to 
realise  such  payments  as  remained.  The 
Commission  had  remitted  to  them  two  im- 
provements under  the  BiU  of  1860  for  the 
widening  of  two  streets  opening  into  Vic- 
toria Street,  and  the  great  charities  in 
Westminster  were  aU  in  favour  of  tbe 
Commission  obtaining  the  powers  sought 
by  this  Bill.  The  Bill  was  entirely  unop- 
posed, and  they  did  not  ask  power  to  take 
down  more  than  twenty-seven  houses,  which 
were  of  a  most  miserable  deacription,  and 
those  in  Union  Court  appropriated  to  the 
vilest  purposes. 

CoLONBL  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  that 
there  was  no  doubt  whatever  that  this  was 
a  Private  BiU,  and  he  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Truro  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  DODSON  said,  the  Bill  had  passed 
through  the  House  of  Lords  aa  a  Private 
Bill,  and  if  it  had  been  a  Public  one  it 
would  not  have  been  there  treated  in  the 
manner  it  had  been.  He  therefore  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  that 
in  withdrawing  his  Amendment  he  roost 
express  his  regret  that  the  Bill  had  not 
been  treated  on  this  as  it  was  on  a  previous 
occasion  as  a  hybrid  Bill. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  appeared  to  be  under  a  nusappre- 
hension  with  regard  to  hybrid  Bills.  When 
a  Bill  was  introduced  into  that  H#ose  as 
a  Public  BiU  which  involved  prirate  inte- 
rests it  was  subjected  to  the  aaine  ezami- 
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nation  which  was  prorided  for  Pri?ate 
Bills ;  but  strictly  Pri?ate  Bills  were  ne?er 
turned  iQto  hybrids. 

AmeBdment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Ordered^  That  the  Bill  be  committed. 


THE  SATURDAY  HALF-HOLIDAT  AND 

THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 

QUESTIOir. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Goremment  will  be 
pleased  to  extend  to  the  Officers  and  Clerks 
of  the  Civil  Service,  who  have  presented 
A  Memorial,  the  Saturday  half-holiday 
allowed  in  other  Establishments  ? 

YiaoonNT  PALMERSTON  said,  it  was 
intended  to  appoint  a  Commission  com- 
posed of  a  few  persons  connected  with  the 
Pablio  Offices  to  ascertain  how  far  the 
prayer  of  the  memorial  referred  to  by  the 
hoo.  and  learned  Gentleman  could  be  com- 
plied with  without  materially  inconveni- 
encing the  public  service.  It  would  be 
very  desirable  that,  if  possible,  what  the 
memorialists  asked  should  be  granted,  but 
he  was  unable  to  state  to  what  extent  it 
eonld  be  done  until  after  the  inquiry  had 
been  made. 

CUSTOM  HOUSE  CHARGES. 
QUBSTION. 

Mb.  LYALL  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Why  the 
Custom  House  authorities  charge  the  mer- 
chants for  the  attendance  of  their  officers 
on  goods  in  transit  after  their  arrival  with- 
in the  docks,  as,  in  that  case,  the  officer 
is  immediately  removed  from  the  ship  or 
lighter,  but  this  charge  continues  to  be 
made  though  no  officer  is  employed  ? 

Mb.  feel  said,  in  reply,  that  the  pri- 
filege  of  removing  goods  in  transit  with- 
out examination  was  given  on  condition 
that  the  merchant  should  defray  all  the 
expenses  incurred  by  the  Crown  in  conse- 
quence. Goods  within  the  docks  still 
required  watching,  the  only  difference 
being  that  the  officer  who  watched  them 
was  on  land  instead  of  being  on  board  the 
lighter. 

Mb.  LYALL  said,  he  understood  that 
one  officer  acted  for  a  great  number  of 
ships. 

Mb.  peel  said,  in  that  case  the  ships 
would  only  have  to  pay  for  one  officer. 


WEST  INDIES  POSTAGE  RATES. 
QUBsnoir. 

Mb.  CAYB  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Postage  of  Letters  from  France  to  the 
West  Indies,  vid  Southampton,  by  the 
Boyal  Mail  Steamers  amounts  to  eight- 
pence,  while  that  from  England  amounts 
to  one  shilling ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  prin- 
ciple ? 

Mb.  peel  said,  in  reply,  that  our 
charge  was  Is,  per  half-ounce  from  this 
country  to  the  West  Indies,  and  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  it  had  been  fixed  at 
that  rate  was  in  order  to  make  the  ser- 
vice, as  far  as  possible,  self-supporting. 
The  French  Government  charged  &d,  for 
a  quarter  of  an  ounce,  and  1«.  4d.  per 
half-ounce,  from  France  to  the  West  In- 
dies, through  this  country.  He  did  not 
know  by  what  principle  their  rates  were 
regulated,  but  they  only  paid  us  Is,  per 
ounce  for  those  letters  which  we  conveyed 
for  them  in  our  packets. 

ROMAN  CATHOUO  OATH  BILL. 
[bill   86.]      OOMMITTEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee^ 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Form  of  Oath.) 

Mb.  HASSARD  said,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  count-out  on  Friday  night 
he  was  prevented  from  moving  that  it 
should  be  an  instruction  to  the  Committee 
to  draw  up  one  uniform  oath  to  be  taken 
by  Members  of  that  House.  He  under- 
stood it  was  incompetent  for  him  to  move 
now  the  Amendments  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

Sib  HUGH  CAIRNS :  Sir,  in  rising 
to  propose  an  alteration  in  line  32  of  this 
clause  I  shall  not  feel  it  necessary  to  make 
any  lengthened  obserrations,  having  stated 
on  a  former  evening  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced me  to  offer  Uiis  Amendment  to  the 
Committee.  The  Bill  originally  was  in- 
troduced on  the  ground  that  certain  provi- 
sions in  the  oath  taken  by  Roman  Catholic 
Members  were  unnecessary  and  offensire, 
and  attention  was  directed  more  particu- 
larly to  that  portion  of  the  oath  where  the 
person  taking  it  is  made  to  declare  that  he 
doth— 

"  RenouDoe,  reject,  and  abjure  the  opinion  that 
persons  excommuoioated  by  the  Pope  or  other 
authority  of  the  See  of  Rome  may  be  deposed  or 
murdered  by  their  subjects  or  other  persons  what- 
ever." 
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It  was  sftici,  **  Tou  there  make  a  RomaD 
Oath<^ie  Hember  of  the  House  depose  that 
he  dissTows  that  whieh  he  does  not  admit 
e?er  was  a  tenet  of  the  Church  to  which 
he  belongs  ;  and  yon  make  him  do  what 
is  tantamount  to  saying  that  he  does  not 
intend  to  commit  murder  himself  or  coun- 
tenance it  in  others — a  demand  which  is 
directly  offensifc."  Now,  that  has  always 
seemed  to  me  a  ?ery  sound  yiew  of  the 
case ;  and,  accordingly,  I  was  very  glad 
to  see  that  passage  omitted  from  the  earlier 
part  of  the  proposed  oath.  In  like  man- 
ner, the  letter  part  of  the  oath  necessitates 
the  repudiation  of  any  intention  to  equiva- 
cate,  evade,  or  use  mental  reserration — 
an  assumption  which  Roman  Catholic 
Members  held  it  was  an  insult  to  a  man  of 
honour  to  put  forward.  The  provision  is 
offensive  and  unnecessary,  and,  therefore, 
I  think  it  ought  to  be  omitted.  Up  to 
that  point  I  entirely  go  with  those  who 
propose  this  Bill,  but  there,  I  am  afraid, 
my  agreement  with  them  stops.  There  is 
another  part  to  which  the  arguments  em- 
ployed in  bringing  forward  this  Bill  have 
no  application  whatever,  and  that  is  the 
part  of  the  oath  I  propose  shall  be  restored. 
It  makes  the  person  who  takes  it  declare 
as  follows : — 

"  I  do  swear  that  I  will  defend  to  the  utmost  of 
my  power  the  settlement  of  property  within  this 
realm,  as  established  by  the  laws ;  and  I  do  hereby 
disclaim,  disavow,  and  solemnly  abjure  any  inten* 
tion  to  subvert  the  present  Church  Establishment, 
as  settled  by  law  within  this  realm ;  and  I  do 
solemnly  swear  that  I  never  will  exercise  any 
privilege  to  which  I  am  or  may  become  entitled 
to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant  religion  or 
Protestant  Government  in  the  United  Kingdom." 

The  Committee  will  obserre  that  we  are 
not  engaged  in  composing  one  uniform 
form  of  oath  for  every  Member  of  this 
House,  though  whether  it  may  be  the  will  of 
the  House  in  a  future  Session  to  entertain 
that  question  I  have  no  means  of  knowing. 
The  work  upon  which  we  are  engag^ 
is  simply  the  modification  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  oath  ;  and  the  question  is,  how 
we  are  to  remove  from  the  oath  everything 
which  is  unnecessary  and  everything  which 
is  offensive,  at  the  same  time  preserving 
all  that  is  substantial  and  all  that  desig- 
nates the  purpose  and  the  end  for  which 
the  oath  in  the  first  instance  was  intro- 
duced. In  that  view  of  the  case  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  no  argument  has  been 
advanced  for  omitting  that  portion  of  the 
oath  which  I  ask  the  Committee  to  restore. 
The  only  one  I  have  heard  attempted  has 
been  this-rtbat  tiie  defenpe  ef  tbeChurch^ 
Sir  B»gh  Oaimi 


of  the  Protestant  religion,  of  Protesta&t 
institutions  in  this  country,  does  not  rest 
on  an  oath  of  this  description,  but  on  fsr 
higher  grounds.  I  quite  agree  that  tbe 
defence  of  the  Churai  and  of  the  Pro- 
testant institutions  of  this  country  rest  on 
higher  grounds— >on  the  affections  of  the 
people,  and  on  the  persuasion  entertained 
by  the  great  majority  that  those  instita- 
tions  and  that  Church  are  best  calculated 
for  the  happiness  and  welfare  of  the  people. 
But  I  ask  the  Committee  to  observe  bow 
much  too  far  the  argument  I  have  men- 
tioned goes.  In  the  oath  which  we  pro- 
pose to  pass  I  find  this  provision — 

*'  I  do  faithfully  promise  to  maintain,  support, 
and  defend,  to  the  utmost  of  my  power,  the  sne- 

Ioession  of  the  Crown,  whieh  soooesuon,  by  an 
Act  intituled  An  Act  for  the  Further  Limitfttioa 
of  the  Crown  and  better  securing  the  Rights  and 
Liberties  of  the  Subject,  is  and  stands  limited  to 
the  Princess  Sophia,  Electress  of  Uanover,  and 
the  heirs  of  her  body,  being  Protestants." 

You  might  just  as  well  apply  the  argument 
here,  and  say  the  succession  to  the  Crown 
does  not  depend  on  the  oath  to  be  taken 
by  individual  Members  of  Parliament,  bat 
on  the  loyal  affections  of  the  subjects  of 
this  country,  and  on  the  feeling  pervading 
the  whole  of  this  land  that  the  succession 
which  has  conferred  blessings  withoot 
number  upon  the  country  is  not  one  they 
would  willingly  surrender.  Tet  we  do  take 
this  oath  as  a  mark  and  pledge  from  those 
having  seats  in  this  House  that  they  will 
defend  the  succession  which  has  become 
the  established  succession  in  this  eountry. 
And  in  the  same  way  it  was  as  one  of  the 
guarantees  for  the  security  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  not  merely  the  branch  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland,  but  the 
Established  Church  as  a  whole — it  was,  I 
say,  as  one  of  the  guarantees  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Protestant  Government  and 
of  the  Protestant  religion  in  every  part  of 
the  Kingdom,  that  this  oath  was  introduced 
in  the  year  1829,  and  formed  part  of  the 
terms  upon  which  our  Roman  Catholic 
fellow  •  subjects  obtained  seats  in  this 
House.  As  to  its  having  proved  effica- 
cious in  its  operation,  I  will  not  trouble 
the  House  with  a  repetition  of  various  in- 
stances which  have  been  already  brought 
under  its  notice.  I  might  advert  hr  name 
to  the  declarations,  not  of  those  wno  still 
sit  with  us,  but  of  others  who  have  passed 
from  us,  that  this  oath  did  prevent  them 
from  entering  upon  any  aggressions  on  the 
Established  Church  and  Protestant  Insti- 
tutions of  the  country;  and  though  I  can- 
not of  course  mention  names*  I  speak  with 
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eoiiBiderable  ooDficlenoe  when  I  say  that 
maoj  Memben  of  the  Hoose  at  this  mo- 
ment feel  themtelyet  in  the  same  way 
boond  in  honour  by  this  oath.  What  is 
the  proposal  whieh  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man makes  ?  He  wishes  to  hare  this  oath 
abrogated^  because  he  desires  to  be  free 
to  do  the  very  thing  the  oath  was  framed 
to  prevent.    He  says,  in  effect— 

**  We  detire  to  be  perfectly  free  to  attack  the 
Established  Ghnrch,  to  overthrow  it  when  we 
eaii«  where  we  can,  and  how  we  can ;  and  because 
we  find  this  oath  an  impediment  in  our  way  we 
detire  to  remOTC  it." 

I  trust  the  Committee  will  not  assent  to 
the  proposition  so  openly  avowed,  and  so 
completely  antagonistic  to  the  purpose  for 
which  the  oath  was  originally  introduced. 
In  proposing  to  add  to  the  clause  the  words 
of  which  I  have  gi?en  notice,  I  am  simply 
moving  to  restore  the  oath,  so  far  as  it 
relates  to  the  Established  Church,  to  the 
form  given  to  it  in  the  year  1829. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  32, 
after  the  word  ''Realm,"  to  insert  the  words, 

"  I  do  swear,  that  I  will  defend  to  the  utmost 
of  my  power  the  settlement  of  property  within 
this  Rc«lm,  as  established  by  the  Laws ;  and  I 
do  hereby  disclaim,  diiaYOw,  and  solemnly  abjure 
any  intention  to  subvert  the  present  Church 
ErtabUshment,  as  settled  by  Law  within  this 
Realm ;  and  I  do  solemnly  swear,  that  I  never 
will  exercise  any  privilege  to  which  I  am  or  may 
become  entitled  to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Pro- 
testant Religion  or  Protestant  Government  in  the 
United  KiDg^/om^-^Sir  Hugh  Caims.) 

Qoestien  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added/' 

Mr,  hunt  :  Sir,  it  is  with  great  re- 
gret that  I  differ  from  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  ;  and  I  feel 
anxious  not  to  give  a  silent  vote  upon  this 
subject.     I  have  always  fought  with  him 
in  support  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
I  hope  to  do  so  again,  and  therefore,  I  am 
anxious  not  to  fie  under  the  imputation  of 
berag  a  supposed  enemy  of  the  Church  by 
voting  against  his  Amendment.     My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  has  alluded  to  the  pos- 
sibitity  of  some  uniform  oath  being  framed 
in  a  future  Parliament  in  lieu  of  that  now 
taken.    I  was  in  hope  there  was  no  need 
for  delay,  but  that  we  might  have  taken 
advantage  of  this  golden  onportunitv,  and 
by  sweeping  away  all  marxs  of  religious 
diffierences  between  persons  coming  to  that 
table  have  handed  down  a  glorious  legacy 
from  an  expiring  Parliament  to  its  suc- 
cessor.    For  myself,  I  do  not  despair  of 
aeehig  such  an  oath  introduced  and  carried 
daring  the  present  Session.    The  hon. 


Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Hassard)  has 
told  us  that  he  was  unfortunately  prevented 
by  an  accident  from  moving  his  Resolution 
on  Friday,  whieh,  if  done,  would  have 
allowed  the  Committee  to  go  into  the  sub- 

t'ect  today.  I  go  even  farther  than  Uie 
ion.  Member  for  Waterford.  I  would 
like  to  tfee,  not  a  uniform  oath,  but  a 
uniform  declaration,  from  all  Members  of 
the  House.  At  present  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  are  unable  to  take  an 
oath,  but  they  are  allowed  to  make  a  de- 
claration. I  do  not  see,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Borough  of  Northampton 
(Mr.  Gilpin)  goes  to  the  table  and  makes 
a  declaration  of  allegiance,  why  the 
Member  for  the  County  of  Nor^ampton 
(Mr.  Hunt)  should  not  do  the  same. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  ob- 
jects to  taking  an  oath.  I  do  not ;  but 
I  consider  a  declaration  in  my  case  just  as 
good  as  an  oath.  I  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween a  promissory  oath  and  an  oath  to  give 
true  evidence.  When  you  take  an  oath  in 
a  oourt  of  justice  to  speak  all  you  know, 
yon  are  aware  of  all  the  circumstances 
that  can  aff'ect  your  mind  at  the  time  ; 
but  when  you  take  an  oath  as  to  your 
future  conduct,  yon  take  an  oath  without 
knowing  what  the  circumstances  may 
be,  which  may  influence  your  mind  when 
the  time  comes  for  action.  I  should 
like  to  see  all  promissory  oaths  done  away 
with,  and  a  declaration  substituted.  Ton, 
Sir,  have  ruled  that  we  cannot  so  alter 
the  Bill  in  its  present  stage,  but  I  think 
it  oan  be  done  on  a  future  occasion, 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  consent  to 
its  being  done.  If  in  1865  the  House 
re-imposes  a  distinctive  oath  on  Roman 
Catholics,  we  may  be  interposing  an  ob- 
stacle to  the  future  consideration  of  the 
larger  question  of  the  substitution  for  oath 
of  a  general  declaration.  The  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Belfast  puts  it  to  the  House 
that  this  oath  is  a  great  bulwark  to  the 
Established  Church,  and  he  is  therefore 
anxious  to  preserve  it.  Now,  I  do  not 
consider  it  any  bulwark  at  all.  I  regard 
it  as  an  obsolete,  a  clumsy,  and  a  worn-out 
contrivance.  It  will  be  the  same  sort  of  de- 
fence as  the  Dannewerke  was  to  the  Danes, 
when  expecting  an  attack  by  the  rifled  guns 
of  the  Prussians.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Hugh  Caims)  says  that,  so 
long  as  we  keep  up  this  prohibition,  cer- 
tain hon.  Members  will  be  deterred  from 
taking  a  certain  course.  Now,  I  think 
that  every  Member  of  the  House  ought  to 
be  free  and  competent  to  vote  on  any 
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qoeition  whetofer.  I  thmk  ii  tenable 
ground  to  laj  that  the  Boman  Catholics 
should  not  be  admitted  to  the  House  at 
all ;  but  to  say  we  will  admit  Members 
into  the  Hottse»  into  a  deliberatife  Assem- 
bljt  and  to  add  that  they  shonld  Tote  only 
on  particular  subjects,  or  if  they  did  yote 
on  others  that  they  should  Toteonly  in  a 
particular  way»  is  to  impose  disabilities  of 
a  highly  objectionable  character.  And 
then  would  arise  the  question,  who  were 
to  be  the  judges  of  the  questions  which 
the  Boman  Catholics  should  be  allowed  to 
YOte  on  ?  There  would  be  great  difficulty 
io  this  matter.  There  was  aa  instanee 
quoted  the  other  night  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Arundel  (Lord  Edward 
Howard).  The  noble  Lord  said  that  many 
'  Members  were  of  opinion  that  it  was  for 
the  interest  of  the  Church  that  church 
rates  should  be  abolished  ;  and,  thereforOi 
that  hon.  Members,  notwithstanding  the 
oath,  might  rote  for  their  abolition.  I  am 
of  a  contrary  opinion ;  and  I  think,  there- 
fore, that  voting  for  the  abolition  of  church 
rates  would  be  a  nolation  of  that  oath. 
But  why  should  Boman  Catholic  Members 
be  put  in  this  position  of  doubt  and  per- 

Slexity  ?  I  say  again,  the  Boman  Catholic 
[ember  when  he  comes  to  this  House 
ought  to  be  able  to  gi?e  his  vote  on  every 
subject  that  comes  before  the  House.  My 
hon*  and  learned  Friend  aaid  that  the  oath 
bad  prevented  Boman  Catholic  Members 
from  voting  on  several  occasions.  But,  if 
so,  I  say  that  is  a  reason  for  abolishing  it. 
On  a  former  occasion  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  reminded  the  House  that  they  were 
not  imposing  the  oath  for  the  first  time. 
Well,  that  is  an  important  admission.  If 
it  meant  anything  it  meant  that  he  would 
not  insert  the  words  in  a  new  oath.  Put 
if  the  words  —  imposed  under  particular 
eirenmstances  in  1829 — were  unreasonable 
or  improper  now,  was  that  a  reason  why 
we  should  retain  them  ?  It  is  said  that 
there  was  a  compact  in  1829.  Well,  I 
can  understand  that  at  that  time  the 
Boman  Catholics  were  willing  to  oome  in 
on  any  terms.  Persons  for  a  long  time 
barred  out  in  the  cold  would  not  be  un- 
willing to  sit  at  the  hospitable  board 
within,  even  if  they  sat  below  the  salt. 
But  is  it  fair  and  generous  to  keep  them 
to  the  terms  of  this  bad  bargain  ?  I  am 
prepared  to  place  Boman  Ca^olics  on  the 
footing  of  other  Members  by  enabling  them 
to  vote  on  all  subjects ;  and  I  shall,  there- 
fore, vote  agamst  the  propoeition  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend« 
Mr.  Sunt 


Mb.  DISBAELI:  Sir,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  unmistakable  tendency  of  public 
opinion  in  the  last  few  years  has  been  to 
meet  the  claims  of  our  Boman  Catbolie 
fellow-subjects  in  a  spirit  of  ratioDal  coa- 
ciliatioa,  and  I  ascribe  that  general  ten- 
dency of  public  opinion  to  causes  whicb, 
at  the  time,  were  calculated,  I  think,  to 
lead  us  to  believe  that  a  very  different 
result  might  be  brought  about.  I  attribute 
it  to  those  circumstauces  popularly  koown 
as  the  "  Papal  aggression."  At  that  time 
those  who  were  ^en  in  the  House  will 
remember  that  what  happened  was  reallj 
so  misconceived,  and  I  may  be  permitted, 
speaking  historically,  to  add,   so  misma- 
naged by  the  Government  of  the  day,  that 
it  did  appear  that  there  was  a  prospect 
before  ns  of  a   prolongation  of  that  re- 
ligions rancour  which  it  was  the  hope  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  nation  had  passed 
away.     When  the  Prime  Minister  of  tbe 
country  ^>peared   in  his    place   in  this 
House  and  informed  us  with  all  the  au- 
thority of  official  responsibility  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the   Government  there  was  a 
decided  Papal  conspiracy  against  tbe  liber- 
ties of  Europe,  and  that  the  ecclesiastical 
arrangements  which  had  then  taken  place 
were  part  and  parcel  of  that  conspiracy,  it 
appeared  to  us  all  that  we  were  approaob- 
ing    a   period   of   religious    exasperation 
which  would  probably  again  disturb  and 
darken    society,  for  some   time  emanci- 
pating   itself   from  that    fatal  influeooe. 
On  the  contrary,  our  expectations  were 
happily  disappointed.     The  result  of  that 
important    event  appears   to    have  been 
exactly  the  contrary  of  what  was  expected. 
The  result  was  really  that  it  made  tbe 
country  much  more  tolerant  than  before ; 
and  that  may  be  ascribed  to  this  cause. 
There  was  so  unmistakable  a  demonstra- 
tion of  Protestant  feeling  in  England,  a 
sentiment  so  profound,  so  fervent,  and  so 
extensive    in    favour    of    our   Protestant 
institutions,   that  when   the  hubbub  was 
over,   and   the  excitement   had  subsided, 
there  was  a  disposition  to   look   on  the 
claims  of  the  Boman  Catholics  without  dis- 
trust, to  view  them  with  candour,  and  to 
meet  them  in  a  spirit  of  conciliation.    I 
believed  at  that  time,  and,  from  information 
which  has  reached  me  from  many  eminent 
members  of  the  Boman  Catholic  persuasion, 
I  believe  now,  that  all  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of    the    Boman    Catholics    of  tbe 
United  Kingdom  of  England  and  Ireland, 
really  desired,  and  what  they  now  desire, 
is  that  they  should  enjoy  the  full  and  free 
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ezeroita  of  their  religion.  I  beliere  that 
the  RomaD  Catbolioi  did  not  desire  to 
obtain  more  ;  and  I  believe  that  the  great 
body  of  their  Protestant  fellow-subjeots 
did  not  desire  to  grant  less.  Bat,  nnfor- 
innatelj,  there  are  extreme  parties  on 
both  sides.  There  is*  Sir*  an  extreme 
Protestant  party,  and  there  is  an  extreme 
Roman  Gatholie  party,  and  their  Tiews 
differ  from  the  news  whioh  are,  I  belie?e, 
the  conrietioos,  opinions,  and  sentiments 
of  the  great  majority  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjeetSy  whether  Protestants  or  Roman 
Oatholios.  There  is  an  extreme  Protestant 
party  who  persist  in  believing  that  every 
Roman  Oatholie  is  a  Jesuit.  There  is, 
on  the  other  hand,  an  extreme  Roman 
Oatholie  party  who,  the  moment  their 
aggressive  indiseretion  excites  comment 
and  perhaps  a  little  distrust,  immediately 
raise  a  howl  that  their  Protestant  fellow- 
eountrymen  wish  to  revive  all  the  Roman 
CathoVie  disabilities.  Now,  if  the  opinions 
of  either  of  these  sections  were  predomi- 
nant in  this  country  the  government  of 
Her  Majesty's  dominions  would  be  im- 
possible. Fortnnately,  although  noisy  and 
boatling,  they  are  limited  in  their  influence, 
and  the  general  sentiment  of  the  country 
controls  their  violence  and  extravagance. 
What  may  be  called  the  Onlf  Stream  of 
eommoA-sense  softens  and  subdues  their 
violence  and  asperity.  Hitherto  we  have 
succeeded— no  doubt  with  some  difficulty 
and  with  constant  misrepresentation  and 
misoonception — but  hitherto  we  have  suc- 
ceeded in  supporting  and  realising  en 
both  sides  the  policy  which  commenced 
in  1829,  and  which  the  general  opinion  of 
thk  eoantry  recognised  as  being  sound, 
politic,  and  just  The  violent  section  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  party  have  always 
thought  that  they  could  advance  their 
views  by  attacking  the  Establisbed  Church, 
and  especially  by  attacking  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland.  I  must.  Sir,  express 
my  opinion,  wishing  to  view  the  case  in 
the  same  manner  as  an  enlightened  and 
patriotic  member  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
party  might  do,  that  that  is  a  very  great 
errer — 1  mean  that  it  is  a  course  which  very 
much  injures  the  advance  of  those  views 
which  have  been  on  both  sides  recognised 
as  just  and  desirable.  If  I  might  be  per- 
mitted to  view  the  question  as  a  Roman 
Catholic  Member,  I  should  say  that,  being 
devoted  to  my  religion,  being  anxious  to 
obtain  that  full,  fair,  and  &ee  exercise 
of  that  rel^on  which  has  been  recognised 


by  leadin^^  men  of  all  parties  and  by  the 
great  majority  of  this  House  and  of  the 
conntrr  as  iost  and  desirable,  no  course 
could  be  taken  more  opposed  to  the  fulfil- 
ment of  this  expectation  than  an  attack  on 
the  Established  Church  of  this  country. 
Into  the  qsestion  of  the  Established  Church 
in  England  I  do  not  now  wish  to  enter. 
I  would  speak  of  the  Established  Church 
b  Ireland,  and  I  will  confine  myself 
to  that  point.  That  Church  underwent 
some  thirty  years  ago,  in  the  memory  of 
many  Members  of  this  House,  a  very  stem 
and  severe  revision.  Its  wealth,  always 
exaggerated,  was  then  much  diminished, 
and  when  diminished  was  distributed  in  a 
manner  whioh  tended  greatly  to  its  in- 
creased utility  and  efficiency.  I  should 
remember  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  really  rested  upon  the  spiritual 
sympathies,  if  not  of  a  majority  of  the 
country,  still  on  the  spiritual  sympathies 
of  a  very  considerable  minority,  not  to  be 
estimated  by  numbers  merely  or  by  being  in 
strict  commonion  with  that  Church,  and  I 
should  remember  also  that  that  ^wj  nu- 
merous minority  were  distinguished  by  their 
intelligence,  by  their  property,  by  their 
zeal,  and  by  a  firmness  of  character  which 
is  universally  recognized.  I  should  re- 
member, also,  that  totally  irrespective  of 
those  circumstances  peculiar  to  Ireland,  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  Established  Church  in 
Ireland  has  never  been  seriously  me- 
naoed  by  the  Roman  Catholics  without 
exciting  and  developing  in  this  country  the 
latent  sympathies  of  millions  of  the  popu- 
lation, which  proves  how  deeply  and  keenly 
they  are  interested  in  its  maintenance.  If 
I  were  the  character  I  have  contemplated— 
and  it  is  not  a  rare  one — I  mean  an  en- 
lightened Member  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
body,  I  would  \o^  at  the  Question  of  the 
Irish  Church  apart  from  ecclesiastical  and 
spiritual  considerations  ;  I  would  look  at  it 
both  as  a  politician  and  a  statesman.  I 
should  remember,  in  the  first  place,  that  if 
there  be  anything  which  the  ex|>erience  of 
the  last  thirty  years  has  proved  ;  if  there  be 
any  conviction  whioh  all  our  debates,  our  in- 
vestigatioBS,  our  Commissions  of  Inquiry, 
and  our  prolonged  disoussions  have  demon- 
strated, it  is  this—that  what  you  want  m 
Ireland  is  to  create  and  not  to  destroy. 
And,  nnder  these  circumstances,  how  far 
would  the  advancement  and  improvement 
of  Irdand  be  favoured,  if,  by  subverting 
the  Established  Church  the  immediate  re- 
sult would  be  to  withdraw  the  beneficial 
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influence  of  a  bodj  of  enlightened  men 
spread  oyer  the  countrj,  distinguifihed, 
e?en  bj  the  admission  of  their  opponents, 
for  their  piety  and  their  active  yirtues  ?  I 
would  OTon  press  the  case  a  little  further, 
and  I  trust  the  Roman  Catholic  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  will  not  find  fault  with 
me  for  doing  so.  I  hare  no  wish  to  insult 
their  religion.  On  the  contrary,  I  respect 
their  ancient  faith  and  the  yenerable  see 
to  which  they  defer.  But  I  would  ask 
them  to  recollect  that  thirty  years  ago 
Roman  Catholicism  made  a  partnership 
with  modern  Liberalism,  the  object  of 
which  was  the  destruction  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Ireland.  That  compact 
and  confederacy  were  carried  on  under 
the  most  favourable  circumstances.  In 
consequence  of  it  they  have  virtually  had 
the  government  of  Englaud  during  the  last 
thirty  years.  They  have,  with  scarcely  an 
interval,  dictated  the  policy  of  England, 
and  greatly  influenced  the  policy  of  Europe. 
And  what  has  been  the  consequence  of  the 
alliance  between  Roman  Catholicism  and 
modem  Liberalism  on  the  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  ?  The  Established 
Church  in  Ireland  still  exists.  It  has  suf- 
fered no  diminution  in  its  influence,  or 
decrease  in  its  strength.  I  may,  without 
exaggeration,  say  that  its  moral  autho- 
rity has  increased,  and  that  those  who 
minister  to  its  offices  are  generally  recog- 
nized as  a  body  of  men  who  for  their  piety 
and  learning,  and  for  the  fulfilment  of  the 
higher  and  loftier  purposes  of  existence, 
are  not  second  to  any  body  of  clergy  in 
the  world.  But,  may  I  ask  my  Roman 
Catholic  Colleagues  in  this  House  what  has 
been  the  effect  of  the  alliance  upon  another 
Church,  and  one  possessing  their  affec- 
tionate devotion.  I  will  not  paint  the 
consequences  of  that  compact.  I  will  leave 
them  to  the  conscienoes  of  Roman  Catho- 
lic Members.  They  are  fresh  in  their 
memory.  The  result  has  been  to  all  but 
destroy  the  temporal  power,  and  in  some 
degree  endanger  the  spiritual  authority  of 
that  ancient  throne,  the  fall  of  which,  for  the 
sake  of  European  peace  and  for  considera- 
tions connected  with  this  country  is»  I  hold 
to  be,  regarded  with  apprehension.  Wo 
know  not  the  day  that  a  telegram  may  not 
arrive  announcing  the  fatal  result  of  the 
policy  adopted  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
popidation  of  this  country  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Established  Ghureh  in  Ireland. 
That  being  the  view  which  a  candid  and 
enlightened  Roman  Catholio  n^ght  be  Iflcely 
to  take  of  this  questioui  allow  me  to  remind 
Jfr.  Di9raeli 


the  House  in  what  position  ParliameDt 
was  this  year  with  reference  to  the  Irish 
Church.  We  knew  very  well  that  an 
ussociation  had  been  formed  in  Ireland,  the 
main  object  of  which  was  the  subversion  of 
the  Established  Church  in  that  couDtiy. 
It  was  founded  by  the  Roman  Catholio 
hierarchy,  and  the  most  eminent  prelate  of 
the  Roman  Catholio  Church,  both  for  talent 
and  authority,  presided  over  its  first  assem* 
bly.  I  may  be  told  and  have  been  told, 
and  have  heard  with  much  satisfactioo, 
that  that  meeting  and  that  association  were 
no  evidence  whatever  of  the  feeling  of  the 
great  Roman  Catholic  body.  But  I  ask 
my  Roman  Catholic  Colleagues  in  thisHouae 
to  put  themselves  in  our  position,  and 
ascertain  what  their  feelings  would  be  if 
they  found  themselves  in  a  situation  some- 
what analogous.  Suppose  there  was  an 
association  in  this  country  forooed  by  the 
bench  of  bishops  and  presided  over  by  the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  and  supported 
by  parties  in  authority,  which  was  to  pan 
strong  and  vehement  resolutions  ;  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  undoubted  progress  of  the 
Roman  Catholio  religion,  it  was  necessarj 
that  we  should  revive  the  Roman  Catholio 
disabilities.  It  might  be  shown  to  them 
that  none  of  the  influential  men  of  the 
Tory  party  belonged  to  such  association, 
yet  they  would  say,  "If  your  bishops  origi* 
nated  and  the  Primate  presided  at  a  meeting 
which  passed  such  resolutions  it  is  Impoe- 
sible  to  deny  that  that  was  a  meeting 
representing  Protestant  feeling  in  the 
country,  and  we  must  take  measures  to 
defend  our  own  interests."  And  who  would 
blame  them?  That,  unfortunately,  we 
know  was  the  state  of  things  when  Parlia- 
ment met.  Then  came  a  debate,  still  open, 
the  subject  of  which  is  the  subversion  of 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland.  It 
was  not  certainly  introduced  by  a  Roman 
Catholio  Member,  but  with  the  greatest 
consistency  by  an  hon.  Member  (Ur* 
Dillwyn),  who  has  a  right  to  make 
Motions  against  all  possible  chnrobee. 
Roman  CaUiolio  Members  supported  that 
Motion.  I  am  sorry  that  they  did  so.  1 
am  astonished  that  such  a  thing  sboaU 
have  happened,  because  it  is  impoasiUe 
for  us  to  be  perfectly  blind  to  the  signs  x)f 
the  times  in  which  we  live.  The  signs  of 
the  times  in  which  we  live  are  not  like  the 
signs  of  the  timea  thirty  years  ago.  when 
compacts  were  entered  into  between  Romas 
Catholics  and  Liberals  for  the  destruction 
of  the  Esublished  Church.  Tiie  eoOstieg 
signs  of  the  times  are  not  favourable  to 


Digitized  by 


Google 


57 


Roman  OathoUe 


{JxTNB  12, 1865f 


OiOhBiXL 


» 


internecine  hostilities  between  Christian 
eharohesy  and  I  should  have  thought  that 
Roman  Catholics  would  ha?e  hesitated  to 
attack  any  Christian  Church  though 
such  Church  were  not  in  communion 
with  themselves.  Under  these  circum- 
stances,  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  Monsell)  has  come  forward  and 
asked  jou  to  repeal  the  Roman  Catholic 
oath.  I  entirelj  acquit  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  of  any  sinister  design.  I  am 
quite  conTinced,  from  what  I  know  of  his 
character,  that  whether  this  were  the  first 
or  the  last  year  of  Parliament,  and  with- 
out reference  to  any  political  considerations, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  taken 
the  first  or  the  best  opportunity  that  offered 
for  submitting  the  question  in  which  he  is 
warmly  interested  to  our  consideration. 
It  was  perfectly  competent  for  any  hon. 
Gentleman  to  bring  such  a  Motion  forward. 
It  has  been  raised  in  this  House  before, 
if  not  in  the  present,  in  the  last  Parliament, 
and  the  question  is  one  which  any  hon. 
Gentleman,  whatever  his  political  or  reli- 
gious views,  was  justified  at  any  time  in 
bringing  forward.  Nor  is  it  a  question 
which  any  one  who  studies  political  life 
could  suppose  would  not  some  day  or  other 
be  brought  under  our  consideration.  Under 
these  circumstances.  Sir,  we  have  to  con- 
sider the  course  which  we  ought  to  take. 
I  myself  object  to  the  Bill  as  originally 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. I  think  it  an  error  to  have  made 
such  a  Motion.  The  Roman  Catholic  oath, 
as  it  DOW  exists,  contains  nothing  which  a 
gentleman  might  not  take.  No  one  will 
contend  for  a  moment  that  it  contains  any- 
thnig  which  a  gentleman  of  the  highest 
honour  and  the  nicest  feelings  might  not 
take.  I  can  myself  truly  say  that  if  I  were 
a  Roman  Catholic  I  should  never  hesitate 
for  a  moment  in  taking  that  oath.  Although 
1  might  prefer  another  form  of  oath,  I 
eould  not  find  in  the  form  of  it  as  it  now 
exists  any  obstacle  to  taking  my  seat  in 
thia  House.  We  must  remember  thiA. 
My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  addressed 
the  House  seems  to  think  that  the  oath 
was  carelessly  accepted  by  the  Roman 
Catholics  at  Che  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
SmancipatioB  Act  without  criticism  or 
cavil  because  they  were  influenced  by  the 
great  political  result  which  they  could  only 
obtaia  on  that  condition.  Now,  I  must 
say  that  does  not  appear  to  me  an  accurate 
statement  of  the  circumstances  of  the 
case.  I  will  not  too  strictly  criticize  the 
cottdoet  of  great  political  leaders  like  Mr. 


O'Connell  or  Mr.  Shell,  who,  with  all  the 
ardour  of  public  life,  might  not  have  been 
very  curious  as  to  the  terms  on  which  they 
agreed  to  obtain  so  sovereign  a  result* 
But  we  must  also  look  to  the  opinions  of 
other  men,  and  when  I  see  one  so  distin- 
guished for  his  purity  of  character,  for  his 
learning  and  high  intelligence,  and  states- 
manlike qualities  as  Archbishop  Murray, 
I  cannot  agree  that  the  grave  advice  given 
by  Archbishop  Murray  corresponds  with 
the  spirit  and  sentiment  attributed  by  my 
hon.  Friend  to  the  Roman  Catholics  who 
accepted  this  oath.  You  cannot  inter- 
pret the  public  documents  of  an  ancient 
country  like  England  as  you  would  the 
^  priori  documents  of  a  new  society 
reared  in  the  backwoods.  Every  public 
document  in  this  country — and  of  all 
public  documents,  oaths — must  be  of  an 
historic  character.  The  oath  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  now  take  was  framed 
from  other  oaths  drawn  up  in  other  Parlia- 
ments, and  I  believe  even  in  Irish  Parlia- 
ments. They  refer  to  great  historic  events; 
and  when  you  have  had  in  an  ancient 
country  contending  dynasties,  conflicting 
churches,  civil  wars,  it  is  totally  impossible 
that  in  public  documents  you  will  not  find 
expressions  indicating  events,  no  doubt 
sources  of  great  sorrow  and  regret,  to 
many  gentlemen,  especially  to  those  who 
profess  the  Roman  Catholic  faith.  But 
this  may  be  said  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
gentry,  not  only  of  England  but  of  Ire- 
land, that  there  is  nothing  in  these  ex- 
pressions that  can  bring  shame  upon  them. 
We  are  indebted  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
gentry  of  the  United  Kingdom,  as  much 
as  to  any  portion  of  the  population  of  this 
country,  both  for  having  built  up  its  liber- 
ties and  having  given  illustrious  instances 
of  loyalty  to  their  Sovereign.  Sir,  this  is 
not  the  only  objection  I  entertain  to  this 
matter  being  brought  forward.  It  con- 
cerns a  speculative  and  not  a  practical 
grievance  ;  it  is  likely  to  create  alarm, 
likely  to  create  prejudice,  and  likely  to 
prevent  the  passing  of  measures  which 
might  have  been  of  practical  advantage  to 
the  Roman  Catholics.  I  object,  also,  to 
this  measure  having  been  brought  forward 
by  an  individual  Member.  I  think,  when 
measures  of  this  kind  are  proposed,  they 
should  not  be  brought  forward  by  indi- 
vidual Members  ;  but  if  they  are  brought 
forward  by  an  individual  Member,  I  think 
it  most  unfortunate  they  should  be,  as  in 
this  particular  case,  by  an  individual  Mem- 
ber professing  the  Roman  Catholic  fiaith. 
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I  think  that  imparts  a  oonsideraUo  diffi- 
onlty  into  our  treatment  ef  the  subject, 
beoauie  you  are  not  lulled  upon  hy  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  decide  between 
the  existing  oath  and  an  uniform  oath. 
That  is  a  policy  of  a  different  character. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to  de- 
cide between  an  oath  that  now  exists  and 
a  re-constructed  oath.  What  is  the  re- 
construction ?  It  consists  greatly  of  omis- 
sions— omissions  which  might,  under  other 
circumstances,  raise  questions  of  contro- 
yersy,  whether  they  meant  anything  or 
nothing;  but  when  a  Roman  Catholic 
Member  suggests  the  re-construction  of 
an  oath  and  makes  many  omissions,  the 
natural  inference  in  tho  minds  of  the 
creat  body  of  the  people  who  are  not  so 
ieamed  in  political  life  and  history  as  our- 
selves, is,  that  there  must  be  some  object 
in  these  omissions,  and  that  if  the  object 
is  fafourable  to  the  Roman  Catholics  it 
is  unfavourable  to  them.  Under  these 
circumstances  they  are  naturally  alarmed, 
and  there  is  often  much  prejudice  as 
well  as  sound  objection  favoured  by  such 
a  course.  I  think,  under  these  circum- 
stances, it  is  much  to  be  regretted  that 
such  a  measure  should  have  been  brought 
forward  by  an  individual  Member  in  such 
a  shape.  I  therefore  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  if  the  Roman  Catholic  oath  is  to 
be  altered,  it  ought  not  to  bo  succeeded  by 
another  Roman  Catholic  oath — that  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  it  as  it  is,  with 
the  idea  of  a  grievance — I  do  not  wish  to 
depreciate  it,  but,  after  all,  it  is  not  a  prac- 
tical grievance — than  that  we  should  come 
forward  again  and  propose  that  there  shall 
be  a  separate  oath  for  Roman  Catholics  as 
distinguished  from  the  Protestant  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  Sir,  my  hon.  Friend 
who  has  just  addressed  us  has  stated  that, 
in  his  opinion,  there  ought  to  be  no  oath 
at  all,  and  this  shows  you  the  great  dif- 
ficulty of  the  subject  with  which  we  have  to 
deal.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Monsell)  begs  us  to  re-construct  the  Roman 
Catholic  oath  we  are  entering  upon  a  sub- 
ject replete  with  difficulties,  which  de- 
mands our  most  mature  and  earnest  con- 
sideration. And  one  point  is,  whether  we 
should  not  have  a  declaration  instead  of 
an  oathf  I  do  not  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend.  I  think  that  oaths  ought .  to 
be  as  rare  as  they  are  solemn,  but 
I  believe  that  there  are  occasions — and 
the  taking  of  a  seat  in  this  House  is 
one  of  those  solemn  occasions — when  the 
sanction  of  the  Most  High  may  be  ap- 
3fr.  Disraeli 


pealed  to,  not  with  irreverence,  but  with 
a  due  sense  of  the  important  duties  wbick 
Members  of  Parliament  are  called  apoi 
to  discharge.  I  think  we  should  fall  into  a 
great  error  if  we  held  out  the  idea  in  this  sge, 
when  secular  feeling  is,  I  think,  too  mnch 
enoouraged  in  the  transactions  of  publie 
life,  that  it  is  our  business  as  muchu 
possible  to  remove  from  the  conduct  of  ths 
highest  public  affair^  the  sanction  of  sa 
oath.     Another  question  has  arisen  in  tbii 
discussion.     The  Secretary  of  State,  wbs 
has  addressed  us,  says  that  if  there  ought 
to  be  an  oath    it  should  be  merely  the 
oath  of  allegiance.  But  why,  if  this  limited 
and  utilitarian   view  of  affairs  is  to  be 
taken,  should  there  be  any  oath  at  all? 
Some  may  doubt  that  the  Throne  would  be 
less  secure  if  there  were  no  oath  of  allegi- 
ance.    The  Queen  reigns  in  the  affeotioni 
of  her  subjects,  and  if  we  were  all  sittisg 
here  without  taking  the  oath  of  allegissee 
I  do  not  imagine  we  could  diminish  Her 
Majesty's  authority.  But  the  experieoce  ef 
mankind  has  taught  us  that  the  order  tnd 
propriety  of  life  are  best  consulted  bj  the 
citixens  of  a  State  periodically  declaringi 
on  solemn  occasions,  their  allegiance  to  the 
fundamental  principles  of  their  common- 
wealth and  appealing  to  divine  sanetion— 
and  I  am  not  prepared  to  resist  or  oppose 
what  I  believe  to  be  the  consequence  of 
the  experience  of  mankind.  But  why  should 
we  take  the  oath  of  allegiance  as  proposed 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  ?     The  form  of 
the  oath  of  allegiance  is  mediieval.    So 
long  as  these  oaths  were  not  disturbed, 
the  oath  of  allegiance  was  one  which  we 
could  take  without  any   scruple,   and  in 
which  we  found  the  least  difficulty.    Bot 
if  you  are  to  frame  new  oaths — above  alli 
if  you  are  to  prepare  uniform  oaths— the 
question  may  arise   whether  you  shoald 
take  the  oath  to  an  individual   Sovereign 
or  to  the  Constitution  of  the  country.    I 
do  not  see  that  we  ought  in  a  free  country 
merely  to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance  to 
the  Sovereign.      I   believe   we  are   also 
bound  to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance  to 
the  Constitution.      It  seems  to  me  there 
is  something  rather  barbarous  in  the  idea 
that  all  difficulties  may  be  solved  in  a  free 
country  by  merely  taking  the  oath  of  al- 
legiance to  a  Sovereign  who  acknowledges 
her  authority  to  be   limited,  and  wboae 
proudest  boast  is  that  she  rules  by  con- 
stitutional authority.     I  know  when  yoo 
come  to  the  question  of  allegiance  to  the 
Constitution  under  which  we  live  a  difficalty 
arises,  because  part  of  that  Gonstituttcm 
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is  tho  Cliiiroh.  I  think  on  that  snbject 
there  are  considerable  errors :  some  mis- 
understandings which  it  is  desirable  to  re- 
mo?e,  and  diflScuUies  which,  after  doe 
deliberation  and  discnssion,  might  disap- 
pear. We  hare  a  good  many  Chnrchmen 
in  this  House.  We  hare  a  great  many 
Motions  made  and  a  great  many  discus- 
sions in  which  the  interests  of  the  Church 
and  the  constitutional  priyileges  of  the 
Church  are  called  in  question,  and  I  hare 
contended,  along  with  others,  against  any 
diminution  of  the  political  status  of  the 
Established  Church  in  our  constitutional 
system.  But  not  because  I  belie?e  in  the 
phrase  that  is  often  thrown  at  our  heads 
that  "tho  Church  is  in  danger."  On 
the  contrary,  I  hold  that  it  is  possible 
that  all  the  Motions  that  are  brought 
forward  by  Gentlemen  below  the  gang- 
way might  be  carried — that  the  alliance 
between  Church  and  State  might  be  ter- 
minated altogether,  and  yet  that  the 
power  and  influence  and  authority  of  the 
Church  might  not  be  diminished.  Nay, 
if  the  Church  retained  her  property — 
and  the  tenure  by  which  it  is  held  is  of 
so  complicated  a  character  that  confiscation 
would  be  more  difficult  than  many  persons 
imagined  —  I  belicTe  the  power  of  the 
Church  might  be  increased.  But  if  that 
alliance  were  terminated,  I  ask  what 
would  become  of  the  power  of  the 
State  ?  I  beliefo  that  would  be  great- 
ly diminished  not  only  in  degree  but 
in  quality.  And,  Sir,  it  is  not  the 
Church  that  is  in  danger,  but  the  State 
that  is  in  danger  by  Motions  which  would 
lead  to  the  great  changes  which  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  desire.  I  cannot  help  believing 
that  it  is  perfectly  possible,  without  cur- 
tailing the  full  rarliamentory  power  of 
criticism  over  the  institutions  of  the  coon- 
try,  that  an  oath  miffht  be  framed  which 
ercry  Member  of  this  House,  whate?er  may 
be  his  religion,  might  freely  take,  and 
which  no  loyal,  sensible,  and  truly  religious 
man  would  hesitate  to  take.  These  are 
reasons,  among  others,  which  show  the 
immense  difficulties  of  the  questions  that 
must  *arise  before  we  can  come  to  any 
matared  legislation  on  this  snbject,  and 
all  these  reasons  tend  to  prove  that  to  deal 
with  these  questions  satisfactorily,  and  as 
becomes  statesmen,  is  the  duty  and  pro- 
vince of  the  responsible  advisers  of  the 
Crown.  I  know  that  the  responsible  ad- 
Tisers  of  the  Crown  have  said  that  th6y 
will  not  undertake  it.  It  was  once  under- 
taken, in  a  certain  degree,  and  they  failed 


in  that  case,  not  from  any  of  the  difflcnitiea 
which  I  have  suggested,  but  because  they 
attempted,  by  the  re*constructing  of  oaths, 
by  a  side-wind  to  carry  a  measure  which 
ought  to  have  been  carried  in  a  direct 
manner,  and  by  the  omission  of  words 
which  I,  for  one,  will  never  consent  to  omit 
from  any  oath  framed  in  this  House.  Under 
these  circumstances,  if  the  Cabinet  of  the 
Queen  will  not  undertake  the  duty,  there 
is  what  I  may  call  the  Cabinet  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  is  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. When  1  asked  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  give  a  morning  sitting,  in 
order  that  the  debate  might  be  carried 
on,  not  hurriedly,  and  at  a  late  hour, 
it  was  my  intention  to  have  moved 
that  the  J9ill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  with  an  instruction  to  that 
Committee  to  consider  whether  it  was  not 
practical  to  frame  one  uniform  oath.  But 
It  was  intimated  to  me  by  the  highest  au- 
thority that  the  question  was  in  such  a 
position  that  I  could  not  consistently  with 
our  forms  submit  such  a  Motion  to  the 
House,  therefore  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  taken  its  course,  and  it  is 
in  Committee  to-night.  How  are  we  to 
deal  with  it  ?  I  repeat  my  objection  that 
I  very  much  regret  the  attempt  to  frame 
another  Roman  Catholic  oath.  I  think  it 
would  have  been  better  for  the  Roman 
Catholics,  1  think  it  would  have  been  better 
for  the  country  generally,  that  the  existing 
oath  should  be  left  untouched  until  the 
matter  had  been  dealt  with  in  a  more 
comprehensive  manner.  But  the  House 
has  by  repeated  majorities  otherwise  de- 
cided, and  therefore  I  am  obliged  to 
consider  how  far  1  can  meet  the  just 
claims  of  the  Roman  Catholics  on  this  sub- 
ject. The  oath  has  been  stated  with  great 
succinctness  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  Hugh  Cairns).  I  will  not  admit  that 
the  language  in  the  existing  oath  is  a  re- 
proach. If  it  were  so,  I  would  not  for  a 
moment  oppose  its  omission.  I  think  this 
feeling  on  the  part  of  Roman  Catholics  is 
rather  of  a  morbid  character.  There  are 
gentlemen,  indeed,  who  have  written  to 
me  that  the  bull  Ccma  Domini  is  still  in 
existence,  and  I  believe  the  Pope  never 
repeals  his  bulls  ;  and  they  fear  some  ter- 
rible calamity  hanging  over  the  country  in 
the  shape  of  the  Roman  canon  law,  from 
which  I  myself  have  certainly  never  ex- 
perienced as  yet  any  evil  consequences. 
But  we  must  look  at  all  these  points  his- 
torically, and  as  men  of  the  world.  Grant- 
ing that  the  bull  Ocemn  Domini  is  sttU  in 
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eziBtence — granting  that  it  ib  part  of  the 
Roman  canon  lair,  and  may  be  the  law  of 
a  portion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  diocese 
of  Westminflter,  I  cannot  help  remember- 
ing that  during  the  greater  part  of  this 
century,  if  not  before,  there  have  existed 
the  most  confidential  i^nd  friendly  rela- 
tions between  the  Court  of  Rome  and 
the  SoTereigns  of  this  country,  who  hold 
the  Crown  by  a  Protestant  tenure.  I  can- 
not forget  that  there  ha?e  been  between 
these  Powers  respectively  good  offices  and 
expressions  of  obligation  on  both  sides.  I 
cannot  forget  the  expressions  of  grati- 
tude, in  the  handwriting,  not  of  the  pre- 
sent, but  of  a  recent  Pope,  towards 
the  English  Sovereign  who  contributed 
to  the  restoration  of  his  power  and  his 
estates.  When  I  know  all  these  things, 
how  can  I  be  so  much  frightened  as  I 
might  otherwise  have  been,  and  perhaps 
ought  to  be,  by  the  bull  Oomoe  Domini  ? 
I  have  no  objection  to  certain  alterations 
in  the  oath.  If  it  displeases  Homan  Ca- 
tholics to  be  accused  inairectly  of  equivoca- 
tion— which,  by  the  way,  every  Protestant 
ffentleman  six  years  ago  submitted  to,  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  I  am  told, 
even  to  this  day,  takes  an  oath  con- 
taining the  same  language — by  all  means 
let  the  words  be  omitted.  But  when 
I  am  asked  to  consent  to  omit  the  lan- 
guage which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  proposes  to  re-insert,  I 
find  that  a  much  graver  matter.  If  you  ask 
me  whether  I  believe  that  the  Established 
Church — and  even  the  Established  Church 
in  Ireland — depends  for  its  strength  and 
its  security  upon  any  oath  that  can  he 
taken  in  any  place,  I  candidly  confess  that, 
were  that  so,  I  should  have  very  little 
confidence  in  the  future  of  the  Established 
Church  of  this  country.  I  do  not  think 
the  Established  Church  in  England  depends 
upon  that  oath,  nor  do  I  think  that  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland  depends 
upon  it.  The  latter  is  sometimes  spoken 
of  as  a  weak  Institution  and  in  peril. 
Now  I  think  it  a  strong  Institution,  and 
do  not  consider  it  in  peril  ;  and  I  have  no 
.  doubt,  from  the  causes  which  I  have  inti- 
mated, that  the  Established  Church  in  both 
countries  will  continue  to  exist,  will  flourish, 
and  will  increase  in  authority  and  influ- 
ence, fiut  if  you  ask  me  what  will  be  the 
consequence  at  this  time — looking  at  the 
Motions  that  are  made  in  this  House,  at 
the  associations  that  are  formed  in  Ire- 
land, at  the  feeling  prevalent  throughout 
the  country — if  you  ask  me  what  will  be 
Mr,  Dtsraeli 


the  consequence  of  Parliament  coming  fo> 
ward  at  this   time   and   agreeing  to  the 
omission  of  language  which  was  formerly 
introduced  into  these  documents  for  the 
purpose,  if  not  of  defending  the  Church, 
of  at  least  showing  that  the  Parliament  of 
England  resolves  to  recognize  its  authority 
and  maintain  it,  I  say  that  I  believe  it 
would  be  most  unhappy  and  disastrous,  anj 
especially  to  the  Roman  Catholics  them- 
selves.    I  believe  such  a  course  would  be 
more  calculated  to  revive  the  acrimoniouB 
religious   discussions,  which  it  has  been 
our  policy  for  a  quarter  of  a  century  to 
put  an  end  to — to  lead  to  exacerbation  of 
feeling  on  religious  matters — and  to  give 
authority  to  the  unfounded  statements  thtt 
are  made  with  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
Roman  Catholics  generally  throughout  the 
country,  than  any  other  course  that  we 
could  pursue.   Under  these  circumstances, 
I  have  no  hesitation  as  to  the  course  which 
I  ought  to  pursue.     I  shall  support  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  the  introdoctioa 
of  the  words  which  he  has  proposed  ;  and 
I  do  so,  not  because  I  suppose  the  intro- 
duction   of    the   words   necessary  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  Church — next  to  the 
Throne  the  strongest  Institution  in  the 
country — but  because  I  believe  that  if  there 
be  a  general  opinion  that  Parliament  has 
renounced  its  allegiance  to  the  Established 
Church  in  this  country  there  will  be  such 
a  sentiment  of  alarm,  and  perhaps  of  in- 
dignation, that  the  policy  which  I  hare 
always  supported  and  still  wish  to  support 
— namely,  the  meeting  the  just  claims  of 
my  Roman  Catholic  fellow-countrymen  in 
a  spirit  of  rational  conciliation— will  be 
greatly  obstructed  and  endangered. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY :  Sir,  upon  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  I  stated  at  some 
length  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
and,  therefore,  I  shall  only  trouble  the 
House  now  with  very  few  observations. 
And,  in  doing  so,  I  shall  not  follow  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Disraeli)  into 
those  topics  which  he  has  introduced  into 
the  discussion,  and  which,  I  think,  only 
tend  to  divert  us  from  the  plain  and  simple 
issue  which  we  have  before  us.  ThQ  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  raised  questions  about 
the  expediency  of  maintaining  the  tem- 
poral power  of  the  Pope,  and  as  to  the 
effects  of  disunion  of  Church  and  Stats 
-•questions  of  great  importance,  but  out 
of  place,  I  think,  on  the  present  oo^ 
oasion.  Neither  will  I  go  into  the  ques- 
tion raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire   (Mr.    Hunt),   whether 
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we  should  not  be  wise  in  aboliBhiDg  all 
oaths  and  substitute  for  them  decla« 
rations.  That,  again,  is  a  question  de- 
senring  consideration  on  a  fitting  occa- 
sion, but  not  raised  by  the  Bill  before  us. 
The  real  question  is — are  our  Roman  Ca- 
tholic fellow-subjects  preferring  a  claim 
which  can  properly  and  reasonably  be  made 
by  members  of  that  church  ?  They  urge  a 
claim  to  seats  in  this  House  on  terms  of 
perfect  equality  with  their  Protestant  fellow- 
subjects;  and  the  question  we  have  to  decide 
is,  whether  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
granting  those  claims.  With  the  remark 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  different  spirit  in  which  questions  of 
this  kind  Are  treated  now  from  what  they 
would  baye  been  some  years  ago,  I  entirely 
concur.  In  1854  the  Goyernment  of  Lord 
Aberdeen  proposed  to  Parliament  a  Bill,  the 
effect  of  which  would  haye  been  to  establish 
one  uniform  oath,  precisely  in  the  form  now 
suggested  by  the  Bill  of  my  right  hon. 
Pnend  (Mr.  Monsell),  but  that  Bill  was 
opposed,  and  successfully  opposed,  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  great  party 
of  whidi  he  is  the  head.  In  the  year 
1859  a  Bill,  identical,  I  belieye,  to  the 
letter,  with  that  now  proposed  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  was  introduced  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  that  time  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  now  Mr.  Justice  Eits- 
fferald  ;  and  parties  were  so  eyenly  ba- 
jaooed  that  leaye  to  introduce  the  Bill  was 
only  granted  by  a  small  majority.  That 
Bill,  again,  was  opposed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  whole  of  his  oarty. 
Now,  Sir,  what  do  we  see  ?  The  Bill  pro- 
posed by  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  had  its 
principle  affirmed  in  two  diyisiona  by  ma- 
jorities in  each  case  of  about  seventy.  And, 
more  than  this,  we  find  that  those  who 
refused  on  the  former  occasions  to  sanction 
any  alteration  in  the  Roman  Catholic  oath, 
now  freely  admit  that  there  are  parts  of 
that  oath  which  it  is  desirable  to  expunge, 
and  thej  limit  their  opposition  merely  to 
the  omission  of  those  parts  of  the  oath 
vhich  are  embodied  in  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Belfast 
(Sir  Hugh  Cairns),  I  think  we  may  oer- 
tainly  hail  this  result  of  the  diseiission  as  a 
proof  that  questions  of  this  kind  are 
entertained  in  a  spirit  of  greater  fair- 
fiess  and  moderation^  and  with  greater 
Chriatian  charity  than  on  former  occa- 
aiooB.  As  to  tiie  apprehenuoo  expressed  by 
the  right  hon.  Oeiitleman  at  tho  ckse  of  his 
speech*  that  if  the  words  relating. to  the 
settlement  of  property  and  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland 
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be  omitted  from  the  oath,  a  strong  feelins 
may  be  excited  in  the  country  which  win 
possibly  proye  injurious  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics, let  me  remmd  him  of  the  fact  to 
which  I  adyerted  on  the  Itocond  reading  of 
the  Bill.  No  one  can  doubt  the  attach- 
ment to  Protestantism  of  the  Protestant 
Dissenters,  or  suspect  them  of  any  sym- 
pathy with  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of 
Rome,  yet  they  haye  petitioned  that  this 
Bill  may  pass,  considering  that  the 
principle  embodied  in  it  is  just  and 
reasonable.  And  now  we  come  to  the 
point  really  at  issue — namely,  the  reten- 
tion of  the  words,  maintaining  the  set- 
tlement of  property,  and  the  deck- 
ration  that  Roman  Catholic  Members  will 
not  attempt  to  subyert  the  Protestant 
Established  Church.  It  is  needless  for 
me  to  repeat  the  argument  that  the  oath 
does  not  contain  any  real  defence  of  the 
Established  Church.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman plainly  conceded  that,  in  his  opinioOf 
it  does  not  constitute  any  such  defence ; 
though  he  seems  to  imply  that  in  the 
minds  of  other  persons  it  might  be  so 
considered,  and  that  its  abolition  might 
excite  feelings  detrimental  to  the  Roman 
Catholics  themselyes.  I  think  they  may 
well  take  their  chance  of  any  such  feeling 
arising.  Will  anybody  seriously  contend 
that  the  retention  of  this  oath  is  of 
any  adyantage  to  the  Established  Church 
or  to  the  Protestant  faith  in  this  coun- 
try ?  I  stated  before,  that  in  my  opi- 
nion the  oath  is  unnecessary  and  ambi- 
guous, and  that  was  a  reason  why,  at  ail 
eyents,  it  should  be  modified.  No  one 
has  attempted  to  deny  that  a  portion  of 
the  oath  is  ambiguous  in  its  terms  ;  that 
different  interpretations  may  be  put  upon 
it,  and  therefore  that  it  does  not  operate 
in  the  manner  in  which  persons  who  are 
anxious  to  retam  tiie  oath  desire  that  it 
should  do.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  spoke  of 
an  alliance  between  the  extreme  sections 
of  the  Liberal  party  and  Roman  CathoHc 
Members  for  the  subyersion  of  the  Estab* 
lished  Church  in  Ireland,  had  his  attention 
directed  to  the  fact  that,  not  yery  long 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  requiring  the 
present  oath,  Lord  Derby,  then  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland^  introduced  the  Chnroh 
Temporalities  Bill,  which  not  only  reduced 
the  nomber  of  archbishops  and  bishops,  but 
interfered  materially  with  the  temporalities 
of  the  Irieh  Church.  I  neyer  heard  that 
any  reproach  attached  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  for  supporting  Lord 
Derby  in  passing  that  Bill  by  large  majo- 
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riiies.  Giber  questions  bave  tinee  arisen; 
bat  the  terms  of  the  oath  mainly  go  to  this 
— that  Roman  Oatbelio  Members  shall  not 
nse  their  power  for  the  snbfersion  of  the 
Sstablished  Chufoh,  and  it  is  olear  that 
the  Chnroh  Temporalities  Act  conld 
neither  hare  been  proposed  bj  the  Go- 
fermnent  nor  nnderstiwd  by  Uie  House 
as  a  subfersire  measvre.  As  regards  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwjn),  I  say  nothing.  He  is  a 
member  of  the  Charch  of  England  ;  bnt 
hit  Motion,  nndonbtedly,  reeeived  the  sup- 
port of  some  Roman  Catholic  Members.  As 
to  questions  upon  which  Reman  Catholic 
Members  are  to  Tote  or  not»  I  say  a  man's 
own  eensoience  oan  be  the  only  guide 
in  the  intierpretatton  of  the  oath.  Some 
men  will  take  different  Tiews  of  the 
obligations  imposed  upon  them  from  those 
entertained  by  others  ;  but  we  hare  no 
right  to  doubt  that  they  will  aei  eon- 
scieationsly  in  obedience  to  an  oath  open, 
as  I  bare  already  stated^  to  different  con- 
structions. If  the  oath  is  open  to  this 
ambiguous  construction,  that  is  a  reason 
why  It  should  not  be  maintained.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  see  one 
uniform  oath  established  for  all  Members 
of  Parliament.  I  hopo  this  may  soon  be 
accomplished ;  but  what  he  added  about 
the  difficulty  of  framing  one  uniform 
oath  showed  how  inexp^ient  it  would 
hare  been  for  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Monsell)  to  forego  the  adrantages  he  has 
^ined  by  the  position  in  which  his 
Bill  now  is,  in  order  that  another  Bill 
might  be  introduced  for  establishing  one 
uniform  oath.  If  this  Bill  passes,  the 
oaths  taken  by  Protestant  and  by  Roman 
Catholic  Members  will  be  so  Tcry  similar 
that  I  cannot  conceive  it  possible  that  we 
shall  not  soon  come  to  an  uniform  oath. 
But  insert  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  you  raise  an  insuper- 
able barrier  against  the  attainment  of  that 
object.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
mean  to  say  that  he  would  impose  on  Pro- 
testant Dissenters  the  same  oath  which  he 
wishes  Roman  Catholic  Members  to  take 
— that  they  will  not  attempt  to  subvert 
the  Bsubltshed  Church?  If  not,  the 
insertion  of  those  words  is  a  declaration 
that  yon  will  not  hare  a  uniform  oath  ; 
that  you  propose  to  perpetuate  the  dis- 
tinction— a  distinction  to  which  you  attach 
no  raloe,  and  which  is  no  security  to  the 
Established  Church.  It  is  these  useless 
distinctions  we  wish  now  to  abolish.  For 
these  reasons  I  think  it  inexpedient  to  I 
adopt  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  aadl 

Sir  Oeorge  Qr^y 


learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Oaima).  I 
believe  the  best  thing  you  ean  do,  under 
present  circumstances,  is  to  pass  the  Bill 
as  proposed  by  my  right  hen.  Friend* 
reserving  for  future  consideration  the 
question  of  whether  yoo  will  have  an  uni- 
form oath.  Towards  the  attainment  of 
that  object  I  believe  this  Bill  is  an  im- 
portant step,  and  I  hope  it  will  eventuallj 
insure  that  result. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  :  Sir,  to  the  debate 
of  1854  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   (Sir 
George  Grey),  I  think,  has  unintentionslly 
made  an  erroneous  reference.     The  Cow- 
servative  party,  as  he  has  accurately  stated, 
defeated  the  very  bad  Bill  then  proposed. 
But  why  ?  Because  a  number  orGeoUemeii 
who  sat  behind  the  Ministers,  6nding  out  the 
attempt  that  was  made  to  overthrow  the  Aet 
of  Supremacy,  which  asserted  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Crown  in  all  matters  and  things 
ecclesiastical  and  temporal,  although  willing^ 
enough  to  pass  a  measure  that  avoided 
that  subject,  the  moment  they  discovered 
the   great  and   fundamental  interference 
with  our  ancient  laws    contemplated   by 
that  Bill   voted  against  the   right    hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Conservative  party  acted 
on  that  occasion  in  accordance  with  their 
principles,  and   not  only  maintained  the 
Articles  of    the  Church  but  upheld  the 
interpretation  which   every  f^reat   lawyer 
has    always  put  upon  the  Constitutionel 
law  of  the  country.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Stroud  (Mr.  Hore- 
man)  the  other  night  asked  what  he,  no 
doubt,  considered  a  very  awkward  quea- 
tion— whether  I  believed  the  oath  whiefa  I 
had  taken.    He  pot  that  question  triumph- 
antly.    He  had  just  then  returned  from 
his  rustic  meditations,   and    I   think  my 
right  hon.  Friend  must  have  been  engaged 
either  in  the  composition  of   a  beautiful 
poem  or  in  writing  a  piece  of  biography, 
since  he  failed  to  apprehend  the  prineiplea  of 
the  Constitution  of  his  country.    The  word 
to  which  his  question  pointed  was  "  jurisdie* 
tion."    If  he  had  bestowed  a  momeut*s 
thought  upon  it  he  would  have  remembered 
that ''jurisdiction*'  was  the  word  employed 
in  the  Articles  of  the  Church,  where  it  is 
distinctly  stated  that  "  the  Bishop  of  Rome 
has  no  jurisdiction  within  the   realm   of 
England,*'  a  declaration  justified  by  the 
opinion  of  every  lawyer  who  has  written 
on  the  subject.     I  will  give  him  a  scrap 
from  Sir  Matthew  Hale,  because  I  should 
not  like  my  right  hon.  Friend  to  suffsr 
under  the  nnhappy  notion  that  the  oath 
which  he  has  taken  was  not  founded  on 
fiset.    Sir  Matthew  Hale  says- 
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''Tke  mprOBaey  of  tlM  Grown  in  matterf 
oodewMtioal  is  a  moft  viiqiiettioiiablo  right  of  the 
Crown  of  Ensland,  that  there  had  been  encroaoh- 
mentf  made  hj  the  Papacy  under  that  loose  pre- 
tence in  oreHne  tpirUucdui^  and  these  had  gained 
great  strength,  notwithstanding  the  security  which 
the  Crown  bad  by  the  oath  of  fSalty  and  allegiance, 
and  required  to  be  unriveted  by  the  power  of 
Parliament." 

The  Bill  of  1854,  to  wbioh  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Sir  George  Grey)  referredt  oo- 
▼ertljr  fmd  io  a  Tory  8lj  manner  proposed  to 
get  rid  of  the  Oath  of  Sopreraaoy.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  a  Tory 
e1e?er  speech  on  that  occasion;  endeafonr- 
iog  to  set  aside  the  principle  of  the 
rapremaoy  of  the  Grown  in  ecclesiastical 
matters.  J  beliere  many  persons  in  this 
country  of  a  peculiar  oast  of  mind  and  of 
peculiar  opinions  would  be  fory  glad  to 
do  so.  I  shall  now  quote  a  few  opinions 
of  eminent  authorities  and  distinguished 
men  on  this  subject.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stroud  would  be  satisfied 
with  that  of  Lord  Lyndburst.  Lord 
Lyndhurst  said  that  the— 

"  Sopremaoy  of  the  Crown  in  ecclesiastical  mat- 
ters was  part  of  the  eonunon  law,  part  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  oountry." 

Nor  do  I  think  he  will  disapprove  that  of  a 
former  Lord  Chief  Justice.  It  was  as 
foUows: — 

''The  declaration  contained  in  the  oath  of  Su- 
premacy is  but  the  aiBrmance  of  a  proposition 
which  is  logically  and  politically  true  as  an  essen- 
tial principle  of  independent  SoTereignty." 

These  were  the  words  of  Lord  Ellen- 
borough. 

Mb.  HORSMAN  :  Why  not  giro  Lord 
Chelmsford's  opinion  ? 

MB.WHITfiSIDE:Iprefer  to  give  what 
suits  me.  To  speak  seriously,  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Horsman), 
on  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  referred, 
surprised  me.  I  did  not  belieTo  that  any 
geotleoian  in  England,  particularly  any  one 
who,  like  my  right  hon.  Friena,  belongs, 
as  I  beliere,  to  the  Church  of  England, 
•oold  imagine  that  an  oath  framed  in  the 
terms  of  the  Oath  of  Supremacy  could  be 
taken  by  Members  of  Parliament  not  be- 
Heting  it  to  be  true.  As  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire 
(Mr.  Disraeli)  said,  these  oaths  hare  an 
bistorie  meaning  and  an  historic  character, 
and  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Stroud  expresses  a  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  oath  taken  by  the  Protest- 
ant Members  of  this  House  can  be  truly 
taken,  he  must  allow  me  to  remind  him 
that  it  waa  not  en  the  question  of  transub* 


stantiation  that  the  oath  was  framed,  but 
the  great  debate  and  the  great  dispute  was 
as  to  the  supremacy  of  the  Pope  of  Rome 
or  the  Crown  of  England,  and  loyal 
Catholics  in  taking  the  oath  took  it  honestly 
and  consoientionsly.  Therefore,  I  beliefo 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  ncfcr  again 
ask  me  the  question  whether  I  can  take 
the  oath  believing  it  to  be  true.  I  venture 
to  assert  that  if  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell)  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  directly  doing  away  with 
the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  he  would 
have  inyolTed  himself  in  a  debate  wbioh 
woald  not  have  finished  by  the  end  of 
August,  because  this  is  a  subject  not  to  be 
got  rid  of  in  a  cursory  manner;  it  is  one  upon 
which  whole  essays  hare  been  written, 
and  upon  which  the  great  sages  of  the  law 
have  instructed  us.  The  oath  to  which 
this  Bill  refers  is  said  to  be  offensive. 
Now,  there  are  two  or  three  Gentlemen, 
Friends  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  have  given  opinions  on  this  subject, 
and  no  person  knows  better  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  opinions  of  Gen- 
tlemen who  change  their  politics  lose  much 
of  their  value.  Not  only  did  the  late  Sir 
Robert  Peel  declare  that  he  had  drawn  up 
the  oath  as  a  compact— TMr.  Horsham: 
No,  no  !]  I  say,  yes.  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
in  1849  said — and  this  supports  the  Tiew 
taken  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)— 
that  it  might  be  taken  by  a  man  of  the 
nicest  sense  of  honour.  Sir  Robert  Peel 
said— 

*<  The  law  has  provided  an  oath,  to  be  takea 
hy  the  Roman  Catholic,  which  qualifies  him  to 
take  his  seat  in  either  branch  of  the  legislature. 
That  same  oath,  to  which  the  Roman  Catholie  has 
no  oonsoientious  scruples  and  takes  without  the 
slightest  diflScolty,  which  was  formed  that  he 
might  take  it  without  diffieulty,  gives  hhn,  with 
respect  to  civil  offices,  as  well  as  to  Parliament, 
a  clear  and  nnqoestionable  qoaUflcation." — 
\^^  Hcmard,  cv.  431.] 

These  are  the  words  of  Sir  Robert  Peelt 
and  I  therefore  think  the  interruption  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  unnecessary. 
And  then  there  is  the  opinion  of  Lord  John 
Russell.  Now,  Lord  John  Russell  changed 
his  opinion  afterwards— of  course  he  did  ; 
it  is  the  fashion  of  the  day.  But  Lord 
John  Russell,  replying  to  a  proposal  to 
change  something  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
oath,  on  the  question  before  the  Hottse^ 
said— 

<'  He  did  not  thhik  it  would  be  wise  to  disturb 
a  settlement  which  had  heen  made  after  so  many 
conflicts  and  so  much  consideration,  and  which, 
as  he  had  understood,  the  Roman  Catholics  had 
supported  as  a  fiiU  and  com^te  admission  of 
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their  claim  to  lit  in  Piriiament.''— {8  Ean9atd, 
OT.  489.] 
And»  again — 

*<  If  thej  took  the  shorter  form  of  that  oath  and 
•nhetitnted  it  for  the  Roman  Catholio  oath,  aa 
■eitled  in  1829»  the/  would  be  taking  awaj"— 

What  is  the  expresBion  of  Lord  Russeii  ? 
"  the  foandation  of  that  settlement,  to  which  manj 
llMiberi  would  alfo  objeet/— [3  Barnard,  Ibid  p. 
440.] 

Bnt  that  is  not  all.  Mr.Goolhiim,iDl854, 
■aid — 

**  He  was  the  onlj  Member  in  the  House  who 
was  a  Member  of  the  Dake  of  Wellin|ton'8  Cabi- 
net in  1830,  and  who  was  a  partj  with  the  late 
Dnke  in  framing  the  oath  which  now  stood  in  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill.  When  the  measore 
was  proposed  by  the  noble  Dnke  it  was  more 
ample  and  freer  from  restrictions  than  anj  which 
the  friends  of  the  Roman  Catholics  had  preyiousij 
proposed  to  the  House  ;  and  all  the  restrictions 
prcTiously  sanctioned  by  Plunket  and  Grattan 
were  studiously  omitted  from  the  Bill,  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  being  willing,  relying  upon  the  good 
ftddi  and  honour  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  to 
waive  all  objections  fiilt  to  their  entering  the 
House  so  lonff  as  they  swore  to  the  form  of  oath 
then  proposed.  From  that  time  to  the  present  he 
had,  m  common  with  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel 
and  with  all  the  Members  of  the  Wellington  Ca- 
binet, distinctly  refused  to  concur  in  any  measure 
which  should  interfere  with  that  great  compact 
which  was  then  entered  into.  He  warned  the 
Houfie,  and,  above  all,  his  fellow-countrymen  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  persuasion,  to  beware  how 
they  lent  their  eflbrts  to  the  introduction  of  the 
first  step  towards  the  yiolation  of  the  compact 
then  entered  into.  Such  a  course  would,  he 
thought,  tend  to  inflame  the  passions  of  the  peo- 
ple, and  possibly  endanger  the  substantial  pro- 
fisioas  of  that  Bill  of  1829,  which  had  been  found 
to  be  so  beneficial  to  the  oountry  at  large,  and  pro* 
duce  such  an  amount  of  religious  discord  through- 
out the  country  as  it  would  be  vain  to  attempt  to 
repress."— [8  Hansard,  cxxxUi.  970.] 

That  was  the  argument  of  a  Gentleman 
who  had  been  a  party  to  the  framing  of 
the  oath,  and  what,  then,  does  the  House 
think  of  the  statement  made  by  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stroud, 
that  the  oath  was  forced  upon  a  reluctant 
miDority  bj  an  OTerpowering  majority  f 
Kow,  where  is  his  authority  for  that  state- 
ment? Let  him  produce  it,  and  I  will  under- 
take to  convince  the  Roman  Catholic  Gentle- 
men of  this  House  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
themselves  were  the  persons  who  drew  up 
the  substantive  part  of  the  oath.  How  did 
they  draw  it  up  ?  My  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Disraeli)  alluded  to  the  evidence  of  Arch- 
bishop Murray  before  the  House  of  Lords 
in  1 825.  In  answer  to  the  question  whether 
there  was  any  intention  on  the  part  of  Gen- 
tlemen of  the  Roman  Catholic  persuasion  to 
meddle  with  the  property  of  tlie  Established 
Church,  he  said,  '*  Not  at  all ;  "  and  added 
that  there  was  not  the  least  objection  on  their 
Mr.  WhiUside 


part  to  make  a  declaration  that  they  wed^ 
not  attempt  to  divert  the  property  of  tbs 
Established  Church  to  the  uses  of  thdr 
own  ehnroh.     Now,  what  did  Archbishop 
Murray  do,  he  kept  his  word?    He  re* 
turned  to  Ireland,  and.  together  with  the 
other  bishops  of  his  church,  drew  up  s 
declaration  which  I  will  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  are  opposed  to  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns)  to  compare  with  that  Amendment* 
In  the  declaration  signed  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  bishops  in  1826,  they  declare  they 
will  defend  the  settlement  of  property  in 
this  country  as   established   by  the  kwi 
now  in  being  ;  that  they  abjure  any  inten* 
tion  to  subvert  the  Church  BstablishmfBl 
for  the  purpose   of  endowing    their  own 
Church  ;  and  that  they  will  not  use  any 
privilege  to  distarb  or  weaken  the  Protet* 
tant  religion  or  Protestant   Government. 
These  wore  the  words  of  the  document 
which  was  signed  by  Archbishop  Morraji 
and  by  every  Roman  Catholic  bishop  in 
Ireland  ;  and  hence  it  wns  that  Archbisbop 
M'Hale,  the  only  surviving  one,  had  point 
blank  refused   to  join  that  associatioa  in 
Dublin,  by  whatever  name  it  called  itself, 
which  had  for  its  object  the  subversion  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  to  plunge  thn 
country  into  confusion.     The  Roman  Ci* 
tholic  bishops  *'declare  that  they  will  defend 
the  settlement  of  property  in  this  couAtrt 
as  eetablished  by  the  laws  then  in  being ; ' 
and  these  are  the  very  woi-ds  introduced  hi 
the  authority  of  the  late  Sir  Robert  FeS 
into  this  oath.     The  next  thing  they  Bsid 
was  that   they   abjured  anj  intention  to 
subvert  the  Established   Church  for  the 
purpose   of  introducing  any  other  in  its 
stead ;  and  they  also  declared  that  thejr 
would  never  make  nse  of  any  privilege  ^ 
vrhich  they  might  be  possessed  to  distort 
or    weaken    the   Protestant     religion  or 
Protestant    GoTcrnment  of  this  country. 
Therefore  the  very  words  of  their  declara- 
tion were  the  words  which  were  introdoeed 
into  this  oath  by  Sir  Robert  Peel.  You  ind; 
therefore,  Sir  Robert  Peel  speaking  of  th« 
agreement  then  come  to  as  a  compact;  Mr; 
Goulbum  calling  it  a  compact,  and  East 
Russell  speaking  of  it  as  a  fondamentM 
settlement.     And    these    are    the  worde 
which  are  now  described  as  most  offensive 
to  every  Roman  Catholic  Gentleman  in  thin 
House.     Now,  I  always  prefer  to  be  fbrti* 
fied  by  the  opinions  of  the  most  eminettt 
Roman  Catholics.     I  do  not  study  canon 
law  much  myself,  because  I  do  not  like  it. 
As  to  the  words  abont  the  settlement  rf 
propeHy,  the  late  Sir  Frankland  Lewis  pat 
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&  qaeBiion  to  the  Professor  of  Canon  Lav  at 
Majnooib^  wishing  to  knov  whether  there 
was  any  law  by  which  the  property  of  the 
Chorch  in  Ireland  could  be  taken  from  her. 
The  answer  of  the  learned  professor  was 
that  there  was  a  law  of  limitation  by  which 
Church  property,  eren  in  Rome,  which  had 
been  ont  of  the  possession  of  the  Church 
for  100  years,  could  not  be  claimed  by  the 
Churchy  and  that  there  was  no  law,  human 
or  divine,  which  could  justify  an  interference 
with  Church  property  in  Ireland.  Mr. 
0' Connelly  in  his  evidence  before  Parlia- 
ment, entered  into  a  learned  dissertation 
upon  the  Act  of  Settlement,  which  deserves 
the  attention  of  Roman  Catholic  Gentle- 
men, because  it  was  drawn  up  in  their 
fafour.  The  head  of  their  Church  in  Ire- 
land, I  observe,  when  censuring  Mr.  Justice 
Eeogk  the  other  daj  for  his  lecture  on 
Milton,  said  something  about  Oliver  Crom- 
well, who  was  a  very  distinct  and  terrible 
character.  Now,  observe,  Oliver  Cromwell 
destroyed  your  Church,  and  he  and  the 
Puritans,  as  far  as  they  could,  meant  to  ex- 
tirpate your  race.  Your  nobility  were  wan- 
derers over  the  continent  of  Burope.  They 
were  stripped  of  their  property,  their  for- 
tunes, and  their  rank  ;  and  the  Puritan 
was  the  first  person  who  ever  expelled  the 
Roman  Catholio  gentry  of  Ireland  from 
their  Parliament.  Oliver  Cromwell  said 
they  were  not  fit  to  sit  in  Parliament,  and 
I  should  like  to  know  who  could  contradict 
Oliver  Cromwell?  Who  restored  them? 
Those  who  believed  in  the  Established 
Church.  The  Duke  of  Ormond,  Charles  II., 
and  the  Act  of  Settlement  restored  them. 
And  now  you,  the  Roman  Catholic  Members, 
are  surrounding  yourselves  with  the  political 
descendants  of  the  Puritans,  who  would 
destroy  my  Church  and  yours  afterwards. 
I  congratulate  you  on  the  union.  In  the  Act 
of  Settlement  your  Roman  Catholic  nobility 
and  gentry,  to  the  number  of  upwards  of 
100  are  named,  and  by  its  instrumentality 
Chnrchmen  restored  them  to  their  fortunes, 
estates,  and  titles  without  further  inquiry, 
and  they  took  the  place  to  which  they  were 
entitled  in  the  Parliament  of  their  country. 
iBut  the  same  law  restored  the  property  of 
the  Church  that  had  been  torn  from  it  in 
evil  times.  Now,  I  should  like  to  know 
this.  Do  you  hold  it  to  be  just  and  con- 
scientious to  form  an  association  to  upset 
a  portion  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  which 
gave  you  your  property  ?  What  objection 
is  there  to  preserve  in  this  oath  the  decla- 
ration which  was  recommended  in  sub- 
stance by  Mr.  O'Connell  himself,  and 
vbipb  in  the  werda  I  have  read  was  sug- 


gested by  Archbishop  Murray  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishops.  If  I  were  asked, 
"  Why  do  you  rely  so  much  on  the  other 
words,  and  what  objection  have  you  to  take 
out  these  words  relating  to  the  Church  ?  '* 
I  would  answer  by  giving  four  conclusive 
reasons.  The  first  reason  is  the  publication 
of  Earl  Russell's  new  edition  of  his  book 
on  the  British  Comtiiution.  In  his  pre* 
liminary  essay  he  holds  out  the  prospect 
of  another  appropriat^n  clanse.  His  tri- 
umph was  so  great  on  a  former  occasion 
that  the  noble  Earl  intimates  to  certain 
sections  of  the  Liberal  party,  ''if  yon 
join  me  in  attacking  the  property  of  the 
Chorch  in  Ireland  we  may  accomplish 
something  for  general  purposes  hereafter.** 
The  noble  Earl's  statements  on  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  in  Ireland  are  a  mere 
series  of  fictions.  He  ssys  that  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Primate,  if  well  laid  out,  would 
produce  £180,000  a  year,  whereas  I  find 
his  income  is  only  £8,000,  and  for  the 
first  year  the  charges  were  £12,000.  The 
income  of  the  Bishop  of  Cork,  so  far  from 
reaching  the  amount  stated  by  the  noble 
Earl,  is  under  £2,000  a  year.  The  noble 
Earl  ought  to  have  gone  to  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  before  he  published  a 
new  edition  of  his  book,  and  asked  them 
for  the  facts.  My  next  reason  is  the  letter 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Bright),  who,  with  that  frankness  and 
simplicity  characteristic  of  him,  says,  if  I 
am  asked  to  join  your  association  in  Dublin, 
I  will  do  so  on  two  grounds.  One  is  to 
overthrow  the  property  of  the  Church,  and 
the  other  to  overthrow  the  laws  regulating 
the  settlement  of  property,  and  among 
them  the  absurd  law  of  primogeniture.  My 
third  reason  is  the  programme  of  that  as- 
sociation to  which  I  have  referred,  setting 
forth  their  desire  to  overthrow  the  Church, 
in  the  way  of  which  desire  many  speakers 
and  writers  in  Ireland  have  truly  stated 
this  oath  is  a  very  unpleasant  obstruction. 
In  the  last  debate  I  thought  I  heard  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  use  the  words  that 
this  oath  ought  to  be  removed  in  order  to 
unlock  the  mouths  of  Irish  gentlemen,  and 
let  them  loose  at  that  great  nuisance — the 
Established  Church.  [Mr.  Kenned?  :  I 
said  to  unmuzzle  the  senators.]  The 
hon.  Member  is  correct,  I  said  *'  unlock,** 
which  is  not  so  poetical,  and  I  accept  the 
hon.  Member's  term,  and  I  say  that,  beiuff 
a  Churchman,  if  I  can  keep  you  muzzled 
I  will  do  so.  You  made  an  arrangement 
fairly,  and  you  have  kept  it  honourably. 
I  could  name  a  Gentleman  in  this  House—- 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  represents  Duudalk 
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(Sir  Gtorge  Bowyer)— -whose  Mrapulous 
ienie  of  honour,  wheoe? er  the  property  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland  has  been  disonaied, 
has  prevented  him  from  uttering  one  word 
in  derogation  of  the  solemn  obligation  whieh 
he  has  incurred  by  the  oath.  The  last  of 
my  reasons  is  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  upon  the  Irish  Church. 
That  was  a  speech  that  ought  nerer  to  be 
forgotten.  During  the  short  time  I  irasah- 
sent  in  Dublin  a  gentleman  of  opposite  poli- 
tics to  myself  said,  '*  We  have  found  our 
man;  we  hsTo  got  our  leader."  I  said,  *'And 
who  is  to  be  your  leader  ?"  He  replied,  with 
the  greatest  frankness,  **  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer ;  he  has  promised  to  deal 
with  the  Church  of  Ireland."  I  say  that 
was  a  mischierous  speech,  and  combined 
with  the  other  circumstances  I  hare  men- 
tionedi  and  with  the  feeling  of  a  portion  of 
the  public  press  in  IreUuid,  I  object  to 
dispense  with  an  oath  that  is  sought  to  be 
got  rid  of,  not  only  to  "  unmusile  "  those 
whom  it  muasles,  but  to  enable  a  combined 
attack  to  be  made  by  the  enemies  of  the 
Church  upon  an  Institution  which  they  un- 
dertook not  to  disturbs  I  haTC  been  startled 
during  these  discussions  to  hear  the  light 
way  in  which  oaths  haye  been  spoken  of. 
It  is  a  dangerous  doctrine  when  applied 
to  an  oath  such  as  this,  drawn  up  by  emi- 
nent statesmen  of  the  ConserratiTO  party. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  recorded  his  opi- 
nion that,  whether  the  security  were  great 
or  small,  it  was  entered  into  for  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Protestant  mind  of  the  coun- 
try, and  was  one  of  the  conditions  on  which 
the  Emancipation  Act  was  passed.  The 
right  hon.  Richard  Anthony  Blake,  the 
Chief  Remembrancer,  the  friend  of  a  dis- 
tinguished Irishman,  the  Marquess  of  Wei- 
lesley,  gave  eridence  before  the  House  of 
Lords  in  favour  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
Established  Church  in  Ireland,  and  being 
called  upon  to  explain  that  efidenoe,  he 
said— 

"  The  Protestant  Church  is  rooted  in  the  Con- 
Stitution.  It  is  established  hy  the  fimdamental 
laws  of  the  realm,  it  is  rendered,  as  &r  as  tolemn 
Aets  of  the  Legislature  ean  be  rendered,  funda- 
Biental  and  perpetual.  It  is  so  deolared  by  the 
Act  of  Union,  and  I  think  it  could  not  now  be  sub- 
Terted  without  danger  to  the  general  secorities 
we  possess  for  liberty,  property,  and  order." 

Belie?ing,  Sir,  as  I  do,  that  the  Established 
Church  of  Ireland  is  a  security  for  order, 
peace,  and  prosperity,  I  will  resist  the 
remofal  of  obstacles  to  those  who  tell  me 
beforehand  with  perfect  frankness  that  they 
mean  to  overthrow  the  Church.  If  I  am 
asked  what  is  the  meaning  of  this  oath,  I 
Mr.  WMtHifh 


ask  im  return  whether  My  Membw  in  thu 
House  will  stand  up  and  say  that  it  wib 
intended  that  those  who  took  it  should  jois 
together  for  the  overthrow  of  the  Chorek  ? 
The  oath  was  framed  in  order  that  tke 
settlement  of  property,  so  far  as  regsrdi 
the  Church,  might  be  undisturbed.  Thtt 
settlement  was  overthrown  in  the  short 
reign  of  James  II. ;  it  was  afterwardi 
restored  ;  since  then  it  has  been  from  time 
to  time  disputed  ;  and  these  words  io  the 
oath  are  of  historic  significance*  BeeaoM 
they  were  fairly  and  properly  introdoesd 
into  the  Emancipation  Act ;  because  th^ 
were  suggested  at  the  time  by  the  Romu 
Catholic  prelates  themselves  ;  because  thej 
do  not  hurt  the  conscience  ;  because  they 
do  not  offend  the  most  scrupulous  deliesej 
of  sentiment  or  feeling  in  the  mind  of  snj 
Gentleman  in  this  House ;  and  lastly,  k^ 
cause  they  assert  a  principle  which  is  right, 
and  just,  and  true,  I  heartily  support  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend. 

Mr.  HENLEY :  Sir,  I  yoted  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  but  I  had  not 
an  opportunity  then  of  stating  why  I  did 
so,  and  therefore  I  trust  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  state  the  course  I  intend  to 
take  at  the  present  moment.  The  Horns 
Secretary  says  he  objects  to  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Hagfa 
Cairns),  because  he  thinks  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Members  ought  to  be  here  upon  s 
footing  of  perfect  equality  with  all  other 
Members.  He  laid  down  that  as  the  broad 
basis  upon  which  he  was  founding  his  vote. 
My  hon.  Friend  below  me  (Mr.  Hunt)  said 
he  would  be  no  party  to  continuing  a  dis- 
tinction in  the  oath,  and  therefore  he  wooid 
not  vote  for  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  But,  supposing  that  this 
Motion  be  not  earned,  I  ask  whether  we 
should  stand  upon  a  footing  of  perfest 
equality  ?  No  man  can  say  that  weshouId» 
In  the  first  four  lines  of  the  oath,  both 
Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  swesr 
affirmatively  to  fdUr  things;  they  swear  te 
do  allegiance,  to  disclose  any  traitorous 
designs,  to  support  the  Succession  to  the 
Throne,  and  to  support  the  Dignity  of  the 
Crown.  Now,  when  you  come  to  diseusB 
these  matters  as  casuists  it  is  difficult  to 
say,  looking  to  the  common-law  theories  as 
to  the  Dignity  of  the  Crown,  which  includes 
its  Supremacy,  how  far  the  oath  can  be 
taken  affirmatively  by  persons  who,  wheo 
they  come  to  the  negations,  stop  short  of 
this.  But  then  comes  the  difference.  We 
Protestants  declare  that  no  foreign  Prince, 
Prelate,  or  Potentate  has  any  jurisdictioii 
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of  any  tort  or  deseripiioB  in  those  realms. 
The  Romao  Catholio,  I  believe,  do  not, 
and  oaonot  oonscientioaslj  make  this  de- 
claration. We  vse  words  wbioh  are  larger 
than  those  ho  can  employ,  and  wbioh  em- 
brace every  possible  contingency*  Do  we, 
then,  stand  in  the  position  of  equality 
spoken  of  by  the  Home  Secretary  ?  I  say 
we  do  not.  Then  what  is  the  position  r 
The  Roman  Catholics  form,  say,  a  fifth 
part  of  the  subjects  of  these  realms.  They 
are  affiliated  to  the  great  body  of  Christians 
out  of  the  country.     They  possess  an  or* 

giniaation  made  more  perfect  within  these 
at  few  jears,  and  growing  more  perfect 
every  day.  Under  these  circumstances, 
when  this  country  consents  to  let  the  Ro* 
man  Catholics  take  an  obligation  short  of 
whAt  we  take  -<*  because  that  is  the  real 
iisct,  it  is  of  no  use  disguising  it — it  is  an 
obligation  less  in  amount  than  that  under 
which  we  come — is  it  unreasonable,  as  they 
do  not  wish  to  stand  on  the  same  ground 
as  we  do,  to  say,  "  Give  us  an  assurance 
that  you  do  not  want  to  use  this  power  to 
damage  the  Protestant  Church  in  this 
country  V*  I  think  this  is  not  unreason- 
able; and  I  never  understood  that  it  was 
felt  to  be  unreasonable  at  the  time  it  was 
agreed  upon.  Whether  it  affords  a  great 
or  a  small  security  is  to  me  of  no  conse- 
qoenee.  If  the  words  will  be  a  great  so- 
curitv  to  the  Church  we  ought,  looking  at 
the  mcreased  attacks  on  the  Established 
Church,  to  retain  those  words;  if  they  are 
a  small  security  I  should  still  be  unwilling 
to  give  them  up.  I  cannot  shut  my  eyes 
to  the  change  in  the  position  of  this  coun- 
try from  what  it  was  when  this  agreement 
was  come  to.  We  cannot  say  that  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  is  less  completely 
organised,  less  powerful,  or  less  aggres- 
sive than  it  then  was.  Can  we  say  that 
the  attacks  on  the  Established  Church  have 
diminished?  Before  1829  or  1830  these 
attacks  were  almost  unknown.  For  a  few 
years  after  that  period  they  were  very  much 
pressed.  In  1844^  1845,  and  1846  they 
were  pressed  again,  especially  by  the  noble 
Earl  now  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Barl  Russell) ;  and  now  these  attacks  are 
cropping  up  once  more.  Is  this  a  time  to 
give  op  that  which  may  be  a  great  or  a 
small  security  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
SstabUshment  ?  I,  for  one,  am  not  willing 
to  do  so.  I  have  a  strong  opinion,  shared 
by  the  great  majority  of  the  country,  as  to 
the  great  blessings  we  derive  from  the 
mamtenanee  of  the  Established  Church, 
and  I  will  not  give  up  anything  which  1 
believe  may  be  a  seouri^  to  the  Church. 


The  Hoi»e  SecreUry  said  the  ealh  waa  an 
ambiguous  one.  If  so,  why  do  not  these 
who  think  aa  he  does  propose  a  form  of 
words  which  shall  be  an  equivalent  for 
these,  and  which  shall  not  be  ambiguons  t 
But  the  fact  is  that  they  want  to  get  rid 
of  these  words  altogether.  I  voted  for  die 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  for  the  follow- 
ing reason  :-— In  1858,  I  think,  the  forms 
of  oath  we  take  were  generally  re-cast.  In 
re-easting  that  oath  the  declaration  as  to 
the  lawfulness  of  murdering  ex-conHnoni- 
cated  Sovereigns  was  got  r^  of  out  of  the 
oath  we  take,  though  it  was  retained  in  the 
Roman  Catholic  oath.  I  thought  it  might 
be  felt  unfair  to  insist  that  this  declaration 
should  be  made  by  Roman  Catholics,  and 
I  wished  to  get  rid  of  that.  I  was  also 
quite  willing  to  get  rid  of  the  jurat,  which 
1  always  thought  might  be  deemed  offen* 
sive.  These  considerations  induced  me  to 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill* 
But  the  part  of  the  oath  we  are  now  coo* 
sidering  is  of  substance  t  and  I,  thereforoi 
readily  support  the  intreductien  of  these 
words,  believing  that  they  are  of  some  use 
for  the  security  of  the  Established  Churchy 
and  being  sore  that  great  alarm  will  be 
felt  throughout  the  country  if  we  consent 
to  give  them  up. 

Mb.  HORBMAN  :  Sir,  having  had  an 
opportunity  of  stating  my  opinions  to  the 
House  at  some  leng&  on  a  former  ooeaf^ 
sion,  it  did  not  occur  to  me  thet  I  should 
take  any  part  in  this  debate.  But  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Whiteside)  has  made 
so  severe  an  attack  upon  me  for  my  ignore 
ance  of  history,  he  has  convicted  me  of 
such  gross  errors  of  fact,  and  has  covered 
me  with  so  much  confusion,  that  I  fee) 
constrained  to  vmdicate  myself.  Part  of 
that  vindication  will  be  an  appeal  to  the 
House  to  join  with  me  In  requesting  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  set  me  that  ex- 
ample which  is  more  valuable  than  a  whole 
volume  of  eloquent  precept.  Fortunatdyr 
we  have  an  historical  record  of  whatever 
statements  we  make  in  Pariiament,  and 
we  are  thus  on  either  side  brought  to  a 
test  from  which  there  is  no  escape.  In 
passing  I  may  say  that  when  I  spoke  the 
other  day  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Pope 
in  this  country,  I  stated  that  one  of  our 
difficulties  was  that  there  were  so  many 
different  constructions  put  uoon  it  by  dif- 
ferent authorities  that  it  pusiled  those  who 
had  to  Uke  the  oath  to  know  what  it 
meant.  The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  has 
given  me  the  authority  of  Lord  Bllenbo- 
rough  and  Lord  Lyndhurst.  Well,  I  ceold 
have  given  him  many  other  authoritiea 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


79 


Soman  OaiMic 


(OOHKOirS) 


OrihBOL 


equtllj  dmiBeiit  and  conehiilrs.  I  ■atiffied 
mjBelf,  howerer,  by  giving  one  which  was 
peouliarlj  descrying  of  the  respect  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  it  was  the 
opinion  of  a  noble  Lord  who  was  Chanoel- 
lor  whea  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland — I  mean 
Lord  Chelmsford.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  he  only  quoted  the 
authorities  which  suited  his  own  coufeni- 
enoe.  The  question  is  this : — The  Act  of 
Emancipation  has  been  described  as  a 
compact  between  the  Roman  Catholics 
and  the  GoTomment  of  that  day.  I  deny 
that.  I  assert  that  there  was  no  compact, 
that  none  was  avowed,  that  none  was  im- 
plied»  and  I  say  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  went 
out  of  his  way  to  repudiate  any  such  com- 
pact. In  order  to  make  the  history  of  this 
period  clear  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
allow  me  to  recall  to  his  recollection  one 
fact.  Hon.  Members  opposite  take  their 
sUnd  on  the  Act  of  1829.  What  was  the 
principle  and  policy  of  that  Act.  By  their 
speeches  this  evening,  hon.  Members  op- 
(Kksite  are  repudiating  the  principle  and 
thwarting  jthe  policy  of  the  Act.  I  will 
prove  what  I  say  by  quotations.  In  ap* 
pealing  to  the  venerated  authority  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  (you  must  recollect  that  we  are 
not  speaking  of  the  Sir  Robert  Peel  of 
1850,  whose  memory  we  so  much  reyere), 
but  of  the  Sir  Robert  Peel  of  1829,  who 
was  no  friend  to  the  principle  of  Catholic 
EmaneipatioQ,  but  who  avowed  be  yielded 
to  fear  what  he  denied  to  justice.  Only 
a  few  years  before — in  1 82d— -he  tendered 
bis  resignation  to  Lord  Liverpool  because 
he  was  in  a  minority  on  the  question  of 
Catholic  Emancipation  in  this  House.  In 
1827  he  refused  to  join  the  Cabinet  of  Mr. 
Canning ;  and  why  ?  You  will  remember 
Mr.  Canning's  memorable  words  when  he 
said  of  the  Catholic  claims,  "  In  the  name 
of  expediency  they  are  politic  ;  in  the 
name  of  humanity  they  are  charitable ;  in 
the  name  of  God  they  are  just ;  "  and 
Sir  Robert  Peel  asked  how  he  could  take 
office  with  Mr.  Canning  after  he  had  given 
expression  to  such  sentiments  as  those. 
Again,  in  1828  Sir  Robert  Peel  stated 
that  further  consideration  had  only  con* 
firmed  him  in  opposition  to  the  principle 
of  Catholic  Emancipation.  In  that  year 
Sir  Robert  Peel  was  so  little  advanced  in 
his  opinions  that  he  opposed  the  repeal  of 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  as  pro- 
posed by  Lord  John  Russell.  In  1829, 
however,  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  a  oonvert  to 
the  expediency  of  granting  Catholic  Eman- 
cipation. He  was  a  man  of  aagaoious  foA 
Mr*  Mormm 


generous  tenporanent,  and  when  be  de- 
termined to  yield  he  determined  that  tke 
concessioa  should  be  large,  generoos,  and 
effective.  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  introdeeiDif 
the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill,  antictpatei 
the  arguments  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo« 
site,  and  laid  down  principles  from  wbieb 
he  was  determined  that  there  should  be  do 
departure.  The  first  principle  which  he 
laid  down  was  that  the  Act  should  accooK 
plish  perfect  equality  between  Roman  Ca- 
tholics and  Protestants  in  the  Legislators. 
Sir  Robert  Peel  said— 

*<  If  we  are  to  relhiqaish  the  system  of  ex- 
clasion,  let  hb  seeure  the  adTantages  of  oodom- 
sion.  If  we  are  to  settle  the  OathoUe  queitioB^ 
let  as  settle  it  at  once  and  for  eyer." 

[Cheers  from  the  OppotUum  Benches,] 
I  have  often  known  hon.  Gentlemen  cheer 
too  soon,  and  I  would  now  advise  them  to 
wait  a  little — 

**  Settle  it,  I  mean/'  continued  Sir  Robert  Pm!, 
'<  so  ikr  as  political  rights  are  oonoemed,  by  tba 
restoration  of  eqaality."^2  Mansard,  zz.  767.} 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  to  carry  out  thii 
principle  of  equality,  but  the  difficulty  of  Sir 
Robert  Peel  may  be  illustrated  by  the  posi- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire (Mr.  Disraeli)  this  evening. 
He  had  to  mediate  between  conflicting 
passions — the  passions  of  Roman  Catholics 
on  one  ude,  who  cried  out  '*  No  exclosion," 
and  the  passions  of  those  who  cried  cot 
"No  surrender!" — and  he  framed  this 
oath.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Buck- 
inghamshire says  that,  as  far  as  concerns 
the  security  of  the  Established  Church, 
he  does  not  care  a  rush  for  it;  but  there 
are  those  behind  him  who  take  a  different 
view.  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  obliged  to 
make  this  compromise  in  order  to  conciliate 
the  men  opposed  to  the  measure.  That 
was  the  position  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  in 
1829,  but  he  determined  that  a  future  age 
should  be  emancipated  from  the  difficulty 
in  which  he  was  placed.  He  foresaw  that 
people  would  say»  "  Here  is  a  compact;" 
and  here  is  the  manner  in  which  he  re- 
pudiates such  an  assumption  — 

*'  It  is  the  result  of  no  compact  with  any  piriy 
or  with  anj  Indiyidoal.  The  Roman  GathoUcs 
have  not  been  consulted  in  respect  to  it ;  and  far 
two  Buffioient  reasons.  First,  booanse  it  is  bettar 
suited  to  the  dignity  of  legislation  that  it  sbouM 
be  independent  of  previous  compaots  with  the 
parties  whom  it  is  to  affect ;  and,  secondly,  beoaoss 
it  is  not  fair  upon  the  Homan  Catholics  themselvei 
to  require  them  to  give  their  previous  assent  to 
the  conditions,  or  securities,  or  restrictions  with 
which  it  may  be  necessary  to  accompany  the  meif 
sures  of  relief:"'— [2  Eansaand,  zx.  755.] 

Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  after 
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that  thai  thk  k  a  mailer^  oompaet  wt^ 
the  Roman  Oatholics,  when  Sir  Robert 
Peel  declared  that  he  sUidiooslj  aroided 
anythng  like  coi»paet»  in  order  not  to  in- 
terfere with  the  fatnre  aetion  of  the  Ro- 
man Oatholiea?  He  foreaaw  that  the 
measure  he  was  framing  must  be  im- 
perfeet,  and  therefore  he  laid  down  the 
prineiple  oa  which  a  future  generation 
might  act,  though  he  waa  too  much  en- 
thralled to  act  upon  them  himaelf.  Sir 
Robert  Peel  not  only  %M  that  there  was 
no  eompact,  but  he  anticipated  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bel- 
fast, becauae  he  said  that  part  of  the  in- 
tention of  the  GoTemment  was  that  no 
restriction  should  beplaced  on  the  speeches 
or  fotes  of  Roman  Catholic  Members.  Is 
that  denied  ?  If  I  understand  the  Amend- 
ment, it  means  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
Members  are  under  the  obligation  of  an 
oath  which  restrains  them  from  taking 
part  either  in  debates  or  divisions  on  the 
question  of  the  Irish  Church.  If  that  is 
not  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment  it  has 
no  meaning  at  all.  Now,  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
with  great  foresight,  saw  and  cut  that 
ground  from  under  your  feet.  That  Tery 
restriction  was  proposed  to  Sir  Robert 
Peel,  and  what  were  the  terms  with  which 
he  rejected  and  repudiated  it?  This  is 
part  of  history,  in  which  I  am  ignorant, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  ez- 
tremelj  conversant.  Sir  Robert  Peel 
said  — 

'^  Another  proposal  has  been  made,  by  a  right 
boo.  Friend  of  mine,  (Mr.  Wilmot  Horton)  made 
from  the  best  motiyes,  and  supported  with  an 
isgeDidty,  ability,  and  researeh  worthy  of  the 
motives  and  of  Uie  eharaoter  of  its  author.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  has  proposed,  with  a  view  to 
eidm  the  suspicions  and  fears  of  those  who  object 
to  the  admission  of  Roman  Catholics  to  Parlia- 
ment, that  tlM  Roman  Cathdio  Member  should 
be  disqualified  by  law  from  voting  on  matters 
rtUtiog,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  interests 
of  the  Establbhed  Church.  There  appears  to 
me  numerous  and  cogeut  objections  to  this  pro- 
posal. In  the  first  place,  it  is  dangerous  to  estab- 
Utb  the  preeedeat  of  limiting  by  law  the  discre- 
tion by  which  the  duties  and  fitnctions  of  a  Member 
of  Parliament  are  to  be  exercised.  In  the  second, 
it  is  diiBoult  to  define  beforehand  what  are  the 
qnestions  whksh  affect  the  interests  of  the  Church. 
A  question  which  has  no  immediate  apparent  con- 
section  with  the  Church  might  hare  a  practical 
bearing  upon  its  welfiu^  ten  times  more  impor- 1 
tant  than  another  question  which  might  appear  | 
directly  to  oonoem  it.  Thirdly,  by  excluding  the  i 
Roman  Catholic  from  giving  his  individual  vote,  I 
yea  do  little  to  dimini£  his  real  influenoe,  if  you 
leave  him  the  power  of  speaking,  of  biassing  the  , 
judgments  of  others  on  the  question  on  which 
be  is  BOt  himself  to  vote ;  and  if,  by  a  jealous  ' 
and  distrusting  but  inefBdctual  precaution,  yon 
tempt  lum  to  exercise  to  your  prejudice  the  re- 
aramg  power  of  wMoh  you  oannoti  or  do  not 


propose  to  depri?e  him,  I  beUere  thm^e  is  more 
of  real  seounty  in  confidence  than  in  avowed 
mistrust  and  suspicion,  unaccompanied  by  effectual 
guards.  For  these  reasons  I  am  unwilling  to  de- 
prive the  Roman  Catholic  Member  of  either 
acnMB  of  Parlismsot  of  any  pivUege  of  free 
discussion,  and  ffe  exercise  of  judgment^  which 
belongs  to  other  Members  of  the  Legislatnre."— 
[2  Eamard,  xx.  758.] 

Now,  I  snj  that  Sir  Robert  Peel  anticipated 
and  answered  the  arguments  now  being 
put  forward.  Is  it  nothing  that  a  large 
section  of  the  Members  of  this  House 
should  be  placed  in  a  position  of  iuferioritj 
by  being  compelled  to  enter  it  upon  con- 
ditions from  which  others  are  exempt? 
Does  not  that  implj  inferioritj?  Every 
other  Member,  no  matter  what  his  creed, 
may  vote  upon  every  subject  which  comes 
before  the  House.  The  Roman  GathoHo 
alone  is  debarred  from  the  exercise  of  that 
right.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Whiteside)  said  the  other  day 
that  Henry  YIII.  complained  that  he  was 
only  half  a  King  ;  may  not  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Arundel  (Lord  Edward 
Howard),  who  represents  a  Protestant  con- 
stituency, say  that  he  is  only  half  a  Member 
of  Parliament  ?  The  real  objection  is  that 
which  has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt).  A 
Roman  Catholio  may  put  his  own  construc- 
tion upon  the  oath,  and  a  Protestant  may 
put  his  own  construction  upon  his  conduct ; 
and  therefore  an  honourable,  high-minded^ 
and  conscientious  Roman  Catholic,  acting 
upon  his  conscience  and  taking  his  own 
view  of  the  oath,  may  find  the  finger  of 
scorn  pointed  at  him  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  and  may  next  day  see 
columns  of  the  newspapers  teeming  with 
reproaches  against  him  for  having  violated 
an  oath  which,  in  his  conscience,  he  does  not 
believe  that  he  has  violated.  But  there  is 
another  case  which  has  escaped  the  notice 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hunt).  Apply  it 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell).  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  takes  an  oath  in  this  House 
that  he  will  do  nothing  to  weaken  the 
Established  Church,  but  he  takes  another 
oath  as  a  Privy  Councillor  that  he  will 
upon  every  question  openly,  conscientiously, 
and  solemnly  give  such  advice  as  he  be- 
lieves to  be  for  the  public  good.  The 
question  of  the  Irish  Church  comes  on  ; 
he  has  to  advise  upon  that  question,  and 
he  thinks,  let  us  suppose,  that  that  Church 
ought  to  be  abolished.  He  has  taken  au 
oath  in  this  House  binding  him  not  to  in- 
terfere with  the  Established  Church   in 
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Ireland,  and  he  lias  takea  another  as  a 
Privy  Councillor  which  obliges  him  to  ad- 
rise  its  abolition.  This  is  not  the  case 
merely  of  an  unneoessary  or  doubtful  oath, 
but  of  two  absolutely  oonflieiing  oaths. 
I  will  not  be  tempted  to  go  fnrUier  into 
this  question,  but  with  reference  to  the 
reproach  which  has  been  levelled  at  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Monsdl)  for  brin^ 
ing  this  Bill  forward  because  he  is  a  Roman 
Catholic,  I  must  say  that  if  the  Gorern- 
ment  will  not  introduce  a  Bill,  and  if  no 
Protestant  Member  will  introduce  a  Bill,  I 
think  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  only  ex- 
ercised a  wise  discretion  in  proposing  a 
measure  which  will  rescue  himself  from  a 
great  reproach,  and  confer  a  great  boon 
upon  all  his  co-religionists. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished  to 
state  that  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel,  to  his 
dying  day,  instead  of  in  any  way  relaxing 
the  opinion  he  expressed  in  lo49,  had  learnt 
by  experience  the  valne  of  the  securities 
he  had  in  that  year  recommended  the 
House  to  retain,  and  which  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  this  Bill  to  remove.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  Horsman)  had  read  history  in  a  very 
strange  manner.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  endeavoured  to  persuade  the  House  to 
accept  certain  expressions,  which  fell  from 
the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1829,  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  tenour  of  the  Act  which  Sir 
Robert  Peel  then  carried,  and  to  his  deli- 
berate opinion  expressed  in  1849.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  the  House  to 
believe  that  the  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  had 
gained  nothing  by  experience  in  those 
twenty  years.  In  1854  the  late  Mr.  Goul- 
burn  had  assured  him  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
that  Sir  Robert  Peel,  so  far  from  under- 
valuing the  securities  which  he  willingly 
accepted  and  adopted  in  1829,  adhered  to 
them  as  he  did,  being  himself  a  Member  of 
the  Government  which  adopted  these  se- 
curities— not  as  a  matter  of  compact  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  objected  to 
that  word  —  but  on  the  authority  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  prelates  of  Ireland.  So 
far  from  departing  from  those  securities, 
Sir  Robert  Peel,  within  one  year  of  his 
death,  and  although  favourable  to  the  ad- 
mission of  Jews  to  that  House,  warned 
the  House  not  to  depart  from  the  settle- 
ment of  1829,  lest  this  country  should  be 
involved  in  those  bitter  controversies  which 
it  had  been  his  object  to  calm  and  assuage. 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  warned  the  Protestant 
Dissenters  of  this  country  of  the  mistake 
they  were  making  on  this  question.  Their 
predecessors  had  made  a  like  mistake.  But 


one  year  previous  to  the  Revolution  of 
1688.  in  1687,  the  Dissenters  and  Qa&ken 
had  been  so  attracted  by  the  deolaratios 
in  favour  of  religious  equality  issued  bj 
James  II.,  that  they  attended  him  bare- 
headed with  expression  of  their  gratitade, 
and  yet  the  very  next  year  they  were  com- 
pelled to  ooncur  in  the  deposition  of  the 
King,  because  they  found  that  the  power 
and  tyranny  of  Rome  had  become  almoet 
supreme  in  this  country,  althoagh  there 
was  not  one  Roman  Catholic  to  a  hundred 
Protestants  at  that  time,  yet  Jesuitism  inii- 
n'uated  itself  into  the  affiurs  of  State. 
This  attempt  at  Supremacy,  on  the  part 
of  Rome,  was  defeated  at  the  Revolatios. 
Previous  to  the  reign  of  Eliaabeth  no  oatb 
was  taken  by  any  Member  eqaivalent  to 
that  now  accepted  by  each  Member  at  the 
table — no  oath  such  as  that  established  io 
1829.  Why  should  that  oath  be  abrogated  t 
The  House  was  told  that  it  was  painful 
to  Roman  Catholics  to  have  to  repudiate 
the  doctrines  ascribed  to  them.  But  what 
was  the  language  of  the  Encyclical  letter 
of  last  December  ?  That  letter  touched, 
not  only  on  matters  of  religion,  bat  of 
jurisdiction,  for  the  Pope  asserted  it  to  he 
criminal  for  any  Roman  Catholic  to  hold 
that  the  temporal  affairs  of  States  and 
Nations  were  exempt  from  bis  authority. 

Question   nut,   **  That   those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  147; 
Noes  166  :  Majority  19. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
House  reeumod. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  3>*  on  Tkureday, 


AYES. 


AnnesIoT,  hon.  Col.  H. 
Arobdall,  Captain  H. 
Astell,  J.  H. 
Aytoun,  R.  S. 
Barrow,  W.  H. 
BatesoD,  Sir  T. 
Beach,  Sir  M. 
Be.ioh,  W.  W.  B. 
Bentinok,  G.  G. 
BenyoD,  B- 

Beresford,  D.  W.  Paok- 
Bemard,  hon.  Colonel 
Boyle,  hon.  G.  F. 
Bremridffe,  R. 
Brooks,  R. 
Bromley,  W.  D. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bruen,  H. 
Butler,  C.  S. 
Caird,  J. 
Cargill,  W.  W. 
CaTe,S, 


Cobbold,  J.  C. 
Cole,  hon.  H. 
Cole,  hon.  J.  L. 
Conolly,  T. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F. 
Bering,  Sir  £.  C. 
Diok,F. 

Ditraeli,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Bu  Cane,  C. 
DuDoombe,  hon.  A. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Edwards,  Colonel 
Egerton,  E.  C. 
Fane,  Colonel  J.  W. 
Farquhar,  Sir  M. 
Fellowea,  £. 
Fergusson,  Sir  J. 
Floyer,  J. 

Forester,  rt.  hon.  Geo. 
Forater,  Sir  G. 
Frassr^  Sir  W.  A. 
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Geddard,  A.  L. 
Gore,  J.  R.  O. 
Goro,  W.  R.  0. 
GrMiuai»G. 
GroMiwood,  J. 
Grejr  d«  Wilton,  Vifot. 
Grogao,  Sir  E. 
HAlibarton,T.  C. 
Hftmiltoii,  Lord  0. 
HamiltoB,  ViMoant 
Hardy,  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Henley,  rt.  hoo.  J.  W. 
Beygata,  Sir  F.  W. 
Hill,  hon.  R.  0. 
Holford,  R.  S. 
Bolmesdale,  Visooont 
Hotham,  Lord 
HowM,  E. 
Ingettre,  Viioount 
JoUlft,rUtn.SirW.G.U. 
Jolliffis,  H.  H. 
Kendall,  N. 
Eennard,  R.  W. 
Ker,  D.  8. 
King,  J.  K. 
Kinnaird,  lion.  A.  F. 
EnaU)hbull,W.F. 
Knigbtley,  Sir  R. 
Knox,  Colonel 
Knox,  hon.  Kajor  S. 
langton,  W*  G. 
Langtoo,  W.  H.  G. 
Leeke,  SirH. 
Lefroy,  A. 
LeiglitOD,  Sir  B. 
Leslie,  G.  P. 
Long,  R.  P. 
Lowib«r,hon«  GoL 
LyUon,rt.  hn.  SirG.E. 

L.  Bolwer 
Maoanlay,  K. 
Halins,  R. 

Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Manners,  Lord  G.  J. 
Miles,  Sir  W. 
Maier,  T.  J. 
Miller,  W. 
Mills,  A. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  hon.  Major 


Mowbray^ri.  hoa.  J.  R. 
Murray,  W . 
Naas,  Lord 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Noel.  hon.  G.J. 
North,  Oolonel 
O'NeUl,  S. 
Paoke,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Papillon,  P.  0. 
Parker,  Major  W. 
Patten,  Colonel  W« 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  General 
Pennant,  hon.  Colonel 
Phillips,  G.  L. 
PoweU,  F.  S. 
Prys^  £.  L. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Salt,  T. 

Solatei^Booth,  G. 
Selwyn,  C.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Smith,  A.  (Herto) 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Somes,  J. 
Stanhope,  J.  B. 
Stronge,  Sir  J.  M. 
Stuart,  Lieut  Cot  W. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Stort,  Lieut.  Col.  K 
Surtees,  H.  E. 
Taylor,  Colonel 
ToUemaobe,  J. 
Torrens,  R. 
Trefusis,  hon.  C.  H.  R. 
Treheme,  M. 
Tre?or,LordA.E.Hill. 
TroIIope,  rt  hon.  Sir  J. 
Turner,  C. 
Vance,  J. 
Vomer,  Sir  W. 
Vomer,  E.  W. 
Waloott,  Admiral 
Waldegrare-  Leslie,hnG 
Walker,  J.  R. 
Watlington,  J.  W.  P. 
Wetoy,  W.  E. 
Whiteside,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Williams.  P.M. 
Woodd,  B.  T. 

TXLLXBS. 

Cairns,  Sir  H. 
Whitmore,  H. 


NOES. 


AetoD,  Sir  J.  D. 
Adam,  W.  P. 
Antrobos,  E. 
Ayrton,  A.  S. 
Bagwell,  J. 
BariBf^,  fl.  B. 
Baring,  ri.hn.  Sir  F.T. 
Baring,  T.  G. 
BssB,  M.  T. 
Bailey,  T. 
Beale,8. 

BeaoBoot,  W.  B. 
BerkeUy,  hon.  H.  F. 
Berkeley,hii.OoLF.W.F. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Bonbam-Carter,  J. 
Bonverie,  hon.  P.  P. 
Bridy,Dr. 
BiMirtoOyT.  W, 


Brand,  hon.  H. 
Bright.  J. 

Browne.  Lord  J.  T. 
Braoe,  Lord  E. 
Brace,  rt  hon.  H.  A. 
Burke,  Sir  T.  G. 
Oalthorpe,  hon.  F.  H. 

W.  G. 
Cardwell,  rthon.  S. 
Carnegie,  hon.  C. 
CaTendith,  Lord  G. 
Cheetham,  J. 
ChUders,  H.  C.  E. 
CUy,  J. 
Cltflbrd,  C.  C. 
Cogao,  W.  H.  F. 
C<£e,  hon.  Colonel 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Oom«r,SirR.P. 


CoHhursI,  Sir  G.  0. 
CorbaUy,  M.  £. 
Cox,  W. 

Crawford,  R.  W. 
Darey,  R. 
Denaaan,  hon.  G. 
Dickson,  Colonel 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Douglas,  Sir  C. 
Doulton,  F. 
Duir,  M.  £.  G. 
Dnndas,rt.Koii*31rD. 
Dunne,  M. 
Enfield,  Viscount 
Ennis,  J. 
Erans,  T.  W. 
Ewart.  J.  C. 
Fenwiok,S.M. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  C. 
Forster,  W.  E. 
Foster,  W.  0. 
Forteeeoe,  hon.  F.  D. 
Fortesooe,  rt.hon.  C. 
French,  Colonel 
Gavin,  Migor 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gilpin,  C. 

Ghidstone,  rt  hon.  W. 
Glyn,  G.  0. 
Gljn,  G.  G. 
Goschen,  G.  J. 
Gower,  hon.  F.  L. 
Greene,  J. 
Gregory,  W,  H. 
GroTille,  Colonel  F. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
GrosTonor,  Earl 
Grosrenor.  Lord  R. 
Hadfield,G. 
Hassard,  M.^ 
Headlam.  rt.lion.  T.  E. 
Henley.  Lord 
Hennessy.  J.  P. 
Hesketh,  Sir  T.  G. 
Hibbert,J.T. 
Hodgkinsoa,  G. 
Horsman,  rt.  hon.  B. 
Howard,  Lord  E, 
Hunt  G.  W. 
JerToise,8ir  J.C. 
Kennedy,  T. 
Kioglake,  A.W. 
Kingscote,  Colonel 
Uyard.  A.  H. 
Lawson,  W. 
Leader,  N.  P. 
LefeTre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lennoxl  Lord  H.  G. 
Lerer,  J.  O. 
Lewis,  H. 
Loeke,J. 
Longfield,  R. 
Lowe.  rt.  hon.  R, 
MacEvoy.  E. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 


KagnlreJ«F. 
MiOoribanks,  D.  C. 
Martin,  J. 
Mills.  J.  R. 
Mitohell,  T.  A. 
Moor,H. 
Moore,  C. 
North,  F. 
O'Conor  Don,  The 
CDonoghue,  The 
0'Farnai.rt.hn.R.M. 
OgilYy,  Sir  J. 
O^Loghlen,  Sir  C.  M. 
Onslow,  G. 
O'Reilly.  M.W. 
Paoke,  Colonel 
Padmore,  R. 
Paget,  C. 
Paget  l^rd  C. 
P Jmer,  Sir  R. 
Palmerston,  Visoount 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  rt  hon.  F. 
Peel,  J. 
PilkiAgton.  J. 
Pinney,  Colonel 
PoUard-Urquhart,  W. 
Portman.hn.  W.  H.B. 
Potter,  E. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Pritohard.J. 
Ramsden.  Sir  J.  W. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Robartes.  T.  J.  A 
Russell,  F.  W. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Soholefield,  W. 
Scully,  V. 
Seymour,  W.  D. 
Seymour,  A. 
Shelley,  Sir  J.  V. 
Sheridan.  H.  B. 
Smith,  H.  T. 
Stacpoole,  W. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.O. 
Stansfeld,  J. 
Stuart,  Colonel  C. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
ToUemaobe,  hon.  F.  J. 
Tottenham,  Lt.-Col.C.G 
Traey,hon.C.R.D.  H. 
Turner,  J.  A. 
Vandeleur,  Colonel 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vyner,  R.  A. 
Waldron,L. 
Weguelin,  T.  M. 
Western,  S. 
Westhead,  J.  P.  Brown- 
Whitbread,  S. 
White,  hon.  L. 
Winnington,SirT.  E. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 

Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Castlerosse,  Viscount 


RECORD  OP  TITLE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(Z/ordf)— [Bill  161.]    committbb. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee, 
(lu  the  CommiUee.) 
.  CUmei  lio6,  i»eliitt?e,  agreed  to* 
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OlaoBe  6  (Bfery  Detoription  of  Title 
may  be  recoHed,  and  need  nol  be  regis- 
tered in  the  Deeds  Eegistrj.  21  4  22 
VieL  e.  72,  t.  51). 

Mb.  WHITBSIDB  mored.  m  line  25, 
to  leate  out— 

^  And  DO  ddarstion  ef  title  to  flntflted  upon  the 
record  tbaU  be  ninetered  la  the  oiBee  tor  Re- 
fifteriDg  Deeds  in  IreUnd." 

Ths  attorney  general  said, 
he  admitted  the  foree  of  the  Amendment, 
and  proposed  to  meet  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's yiewB  bjr  the  addition  of  oertain 
words  to  Claise  16. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  vould 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Olaose  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Any  Person  obtaining  a  Con- 
feyanoe  or  Declaration  may  decline  to 
ha?e  his  Title  recorded  under  this  Act). 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  moved,  in  line  35, 
to  leave  out  '*  not."  He  said  his  object  was 
to  render  the  Bill  completely  permissife, 
as  the  promoters  of  it   said  they  wished 

The' ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  must  object  to  the  Amendment,  on  the 
ground  that  the  word  proposed  to  be  left 
out  would  not,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
affect  its  permissiTo  character. 

Amendment  negathecL 

Olaose  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8  and  9  agreed  to,  * 

Clause  10  (Books  of  Record  not  to  be 
inspeeted  without  Leare.  25  k  26  VtoU 
e.  53,  sa.  15.'and  137.    Index  to  be  made). 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  moTed»  in  line  26, 
to  leave  out  from  **  inspected"  to  ''judge," 
in  line  29,  and  insert—* 

"  In  like  manner  as  ibe  registry  of  Deeds  in 
Ireland  vobj  be  inspected  bjr  the  pablio  vnder  the 
Statutes  Regulating  Uie  Bm^mHtj  of  Deeds  Office." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  must  oppose  the  Amendment  as  calcu- 
lated to  gratify  the  eoriostty  with  regard 
to  prifate  property  of  parsons  net  interested 
in  it.  It  might  eren  he  nsed  for  fraudu- 
lent purposes. 

Mr.  HASSARD  said,  that  for  160 
years  they  had  courted  publicity  in  this 
matter  in  Ireland,  instead  of  shunting  it, 
and  it  had  always  been  found  beneficii^. 

Mb.  SCULLY  said,  he  would  prefer 
an  open  registry,  but  did  not  wish  to  do 
anything  that  would  endanger  the  Bill. 

Thi  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  would  concede  the  addition  of  words, 
giving  an  enlarged  power  of  inspection, 
intermediate  between  the  ekntd  and  the 


Amendment— adopting,  io  fact,  the  slaue 
for  the  English  Registration  Act, 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  (Efery  charge,  &c.,  to  be 
entered  in  Record  of  Title.  25  k  26  Fid. 
c.  53,  s.  32). 

Mb.  SCULLY  said,  he  approted  of  tbe 
Bill  so  far  as  it  pre? ided  for  the  regiitn- 
tion  of  title,  but  objeeted  to  the  enactment 
pro? iding  for  the  establishment  of  another 
Registry  of  Deeds. 

Sm  UUGH  CAIRNS  said,  he  Tery 
much  preferred  the  system  of  regiBtration 
of  title  to  the  system  of  the  registration 
of  deeds.  He  would  support  the  claose, 
though  it  was  not  as  perfect  as  it  might 
ha?e  been. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Other  Deeds  may  be  recorded, 
on  Efidence  of  due  Ezecntiou.  Originalfl 
or  Copies  to  be  retained  in  Court). 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  moved,  to  lea?e  cot 
clause.  He  said  the  clause  made  of  this 
Record  of  Title  another  Registry  of  Deedi 
Office.  He  objected  to  this  double  system 
of  registration. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
it  was  not  intended  to  fetter  the  modes  oJf 
transfer. 

Clause,  with  Amendmente,  agreed  to. 

Clause  40  (Interests,  ke.  may  be  re- 
corded by  Reference.  No  Appeal  to  lie  if 
the  Judge  declines  to  record  separately). 

Mb.  SCULLY  said,  the  Attorney 
General  seemed  to  think  that  a  charge 
under  a  settlement  could  be  recorded  with- 
out reference  to  the  settlement.  He 
submitted  that  everything  within  the  settle- 
ment should  be  made  known,  thus  giriog 
notice  to  tbe  parties  who  should  purohose 
the  charge  under  that  settlement. 

Clause  agreed  to, 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  moTed  ihe  follow- 
ing clause : — 

"  That  ED  J  perons  who  has  obtained  from  the 
Commitsioners  for  the  Sale  of  Incnmbered  Estates 
in  Ireland  or  from  tbe  Landed  Estates  Ooert  a 
eonveyance  or  deolaration  of  title,  or  wbe  ikaU 
hereafter  obtain  the  same,  may  apply  every  tw 
years  by  aommary  petition,  supported  by  iooh 
evidence  as  the  Court  shall  require,  to  be  declared 
the  owner,  with  registry  of  indefeasible  title  u 
oriffinally  granted  by  the  Court ;  and  upea  tie 
deeiaratioa  of  tbe  Court,  granted  and  rcfiflated 
or  recorded  aa  may  be  required  by  law,  the  penes 
named  therein  ahail  be  deemed  owner  aa  declared, 
to  all  intenta  and  purpoaes." 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  aaid. 
he  woBt  object  ta  the  daiise. 
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Sm  HUGH  OAIRNS  wA,  the  olMse 
was  likelj  to  introdlaee  *  veir  question  m 
to  costs, 

Claose  iMj^aftMcL 

HoQse  vMumed. 

Committee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit 
again  on  Thwriday. 


ConiAmmM,  ^s.,  Bill.       90 


POOR  LAW  BOARD  CONTINUANCE,  Ac, 

BlLL-KBiu.  Id7.] 

sieoKD  BBAsiire, 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  C.  p.  YILLIERS,  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  that  its 
objects  were  to  provide  fbr  the  continnanoe 
of  t^e  Poor  Law  Board  for  a  limited  period, 
and  to  introduce  some  Amendments  of  the 
general  law  regalating  the  relief  of  the 
poor.  Had  not  the  Session  been  so  far 
advanced^  and  a  dissolution  so  near  at  hand, 
he  should  have  submitted  to  the  House  a 
measure  of  a  more  extended  character; 
but  as  the  time  at  their  disposal  was  so 
short,  and  hon.  Members  seemed  so  dis- 
inclined for  controversy,  he  had  abstain- 
ed A-om  introducing  matters  which  might 
have  excited  some  difference  of  opinion. 
At  one  time  there  was  a  great  disinclina- 
tion to  renew  this  Commission.  Memorials 
had  been  presented  a  few  years  ago  for 
limiting  the  power  of  the  Board,  and  peti* 
tions  to  this  House  had  complained  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Board  exercised  its 
authority.  This  led  the  House  to  agree 
to  a  very  full  inquinr  into  the  administra- 
tion and  operation  of  the  law,  and,  after  a 
very  lengthened  investigation,  the  Com- 
mittee made  their  Report,  having  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  not  only  was  it  essen- 
tial to  the  good  working  of  the  law  that 
some  system  of  central  supervision  should 
exist,  but,  rather  in  opposition  to  what 
had  been  recommended  on  the  part  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  itself,  the  Committee  de* 
dded  that  the  time  hod  oome  when  the  cen- 
tnl  a«thocity  should  be  rendered  perma- 
nent, but  not  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Poor 
Law  Board,  rather  indeed  in  opposition  to  a 
proposal  which  he  himself  made  to  them 
— ^that  the  time  had  oome  when  the  De- 
partoMBt  which  was  to  have  the  supervi- 
8i<m  of  the  administration  of  that  law 
oug^t  to  be  placed  upon  a  permanent 
footing.  Under  the  peciUiar  circumstances 
of  the  present  Session,  to  which  he  had 
referred,  and  as  the  country  had  had  but 
little  as  yet  considered  so  important  a 
<^iange,  he  had  not  thought  it  right  to 
sdopt  that  reoommendation  of  the  Com 


riioiter  tim»  thaa  usual^for  a  period  of 
three  years,  so  tint  ia  the  next  or  sue* 
ceeding  Session  the  cpiestion  as  to  whe* 
ther  it  should  be  placed  upon  a  perma- 
nent fbotiag  might  be  fUIy  considered  and 
deliberately  decided.    For  similar  reasons, 
he  had  oonfined  the  Amendments  of  the 
law  whi^  he  prof|osed  to  make  under  this 
Bill  to  those  of  giving  more  distinct  and 
eflbotive  application  U>  that,  the  policy  of 
whioh  had  already  been  dedded  upon  by 
the  Legislature,  and  to  give  effect  to  which, 
indeed,  the  Poor  Law  Board  had  alr^y 
issued  its  general  orders.    For  instance, 
in  the  19th  section  of  the  4^5  Will.  lY. 
there  was  the  most  distinct  recognition 
of   the  principle    of  equal   resp^   for 
different  religious  professions  of  the  in- 
mates of  workhouses,  and  it  was  provided 
that  they  should  have  the  attendance  of 
ministers  of  their  own  persuasions,  and 
should  not  be  compelled  to  attend  the  ser- 
vices of  a  religion  other  than  their  own. 
The  Legislature  had  been  consistent  on 
this  matter  for  the  last  thirty  years  in 
all  measures  that  involved  the  same  ques* 
tion.    The  case  of  the  industrial  schools 
might  be  mentioned  as  strictly  analogous  to 
the  case  of  the  workhouses.   In  the  Indus- 
trial School  Act  provision  was  made  for 
the  distinct  entry  of  the  religion  of  every 
child  in  a  book  for  that  purpose.    In  order 
to  carry  out  the  intention  of  the  1 9th  sec- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law  Act,  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  from  time  to  time  issued  general 
orders  requiring  that  a  book  should  be  kept 
in  which  an  entry  should  be  made  of  the 
religious  persuasion  of  eveiy  person  who 
was  admitted  to  the  workhouse.    These  or- 
ders had  been  bnlr.  very  imperfectly  obe^ed^ 
in  some  cases  they  had  been  entirely  disre^ 
garded ;  and  the  result  had  been  the  occa- 
sion of  much  concision  and  of  much  angry 
controversy  between  the  authorities  of  the 
union  and  the  dergy  as  to  the  idigion  of 
the  inmates.    The  peer  among  the  Boman 
Catholics  stated  that  their  diildren  had 
been  brouf^t  uf  ae  Plrotestaats,  and  Pkro* 
testaats  had  givM  evidence  that  where 
Koman  Catholic  parents  had  changed  their 
religion  thetr  chiUrea  were  still  brought 
up  as  Roman  Catholies.    This  arose  fi^m 
the  want  of  a  proper  system  of  regis- 
tration of  the  i^igiofl  of  the  children. 
The  Bill  would  give  the  Poor  Law  Boiurd 
more  power  to  enforce  obedienoe  to  their 
orders  in  this  respect  than  they  at  present 
possessed.     The  Committee  recommended 
that  in  the  case  of  workhouses  in  whioh  there 


isittee,  and  by  this  Bill  he  only  proposed  I  were  more  Roman  Catholic  than  Protes- 
to  renew  the  powera  of  the  B<^  lNr*-«a '  tant  iamates^  the  Boman  Catholie  ministers 
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who  attended  them  shoiild  be  paid  out  of 
the  rates;  bot,  as  he  deiired  to  introdnoe 
nothing  novel,  or,  as  be  said  before,  likely 
to  proToke  dispute,  into  the  Bill,  he  had 
not  adopted  that  recommendation.  He  had 
confined  his  Bill  to  carrjing  out  the  known 
intentions  of  the  Legtslalture,  as  they  had 
been  already  declared  in  different  Acts. 
The  Bill  simply  proyided  for  the  registra- 
tion of  the  religion  of  the  inmates  of  the 
workhouses,  and  the  r^iister  being  made 
accessible  to    the    ministers  of  religion 
yisiting  the  union.     Another  amendment 
of  the  law  which  he  proposed  to  make  was 
to  provide  for  the  better  daseification  of 
the  inmates  of  workhouses ;   this  was  a 
matter  to  which  the  Poor  Law  Board  had 
always  attached  the  greatest  importance, 
but  to  which  guardians,  in  consequence  of 
the  additional  expense  which  it  might  oc* 
casion,  had  been  indisposed  to  attend  to. 
Hitherto  l^e  Poor  Law  Board  had  been 
powerless  in  the  matter,  because  tiiere  was 
a  limit  to  the  expenditure  which  they 
could  oompel  the  guardians  to  incur  for 
this  purpose ;    but  a  clause  in  this  Bill 
would  give  the  Board  the  power  to  direct 
the  guardians  to  effe^  Uie  arrangements 
requisite  to  secure  a  better  classification 
of  the  inmates.     The  last  clause  of  any 
importance  was  that  which  enabled  the 
Poor  Law  Board  to  dissolve  the  old  in- 
corporations,   known    fiuniliarly    by   the 
name  of  Gilbert's  Unions*    Many  of  these 
had    dissolved    themselves    voluntarily  ; 
others,  through  some  def^  in  their  con- 
stitutioD,  gave  the  Central  Board  the  power 
of  bringing  them  within  their  jurisdiction, 
and  only  about  twelve  of  them  were  now 
left,  who  administered  tiie  law  much  in 
the  way  it  used  to  be  done  before  the  Poor 
Laws  were  reformed.     The  only  thing 
preventing  their  dissdution  hitherto  had 
been  that  the  consent  of  two- thirds  of  the 
guardians  was  requisite,  which  of  course, 
in  some  cases,  it  was  difficult  to  obtain, 
and  a  clause  in  this  Bill  would  enable  the 
Board  to  dispense  with  that  consent  in 
future.    He  did  not  mean  to  say  t&at  all 
the   Qilbert's  Unions  were  ill-managed, 
and  any  which  were  well  conducted  ac- 
oording  to  the  modem  system  would  not 
of  necessity  be  dissolved  under  this  Bill. 
The  remainder  of  the  BiU  consisted  only  of 
details  of  less  importance,  and  which  might 
be  postponed  if  any  real  objection  existed 
on  the  point    They  embodied,  however, 
improvements  which  had  been  long  de- 
muided,  and  which  he  imagined  would  ex- 
cite no  opposition.    The  Bill  contained 
nothing  that  was  novel  in  princ^le,  or 
Mr.  C.  P.  ViJim^ 


to  the  best  of  his  reooUeetion  that  had  act 
been  unanimously  supported  by  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs.  He  trusted,  therefore^ 
the  House  would  be  willing  to  read  the 
Bill  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prcpoeed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond 
time."— {-*fr-  ^-  ^-  F»«^«.) 

Mb.  HBNLET  said,  he  did  not  intend 
to  oppose  the  Bill.  The  first  danse  was 
necessary,  fbr  it  would  not  do  to  let  the 
Poor  Law  Board  drop  all  of  a  moment 
But  he  notieed  that  the  title  of  the  measaro 
being  ''  The  Poor  Law  Board  Continuance^ 
&c..  Bill,"  one  clause  was  devoted  to  the 
continuance  of  the  Board,  and  twentv-six  or 
twenty 'Seven  clauses  were  contained  in  the 
et  ceUra.  He  would  not  weary  the  House 
by  going  through  the  eteetera^hvX  theHouse 
and  the  country  had  a  right  to  complain  tkt 
this  Bill  embodying,  in  part,  the  reoom* 
mendations  of  a  Committee  which  had  sat 
for  three  or  four  years,  was  not  brought 
forward  till  after  the  Whitsuntide  recess, 
when  by  the  issue  of  the  electioneering 
address  of  one  Member  of  the  Cabinet  at 
least  Parliament  had  been  warned  that  its 
days  were  numbered.  There  was  one  of 
the  clauses  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  oddly  left  unnoticed,  and  this 
was  Clause  19,  in  which  he  had  taken 
power  to  prohibit  the  Bible  in  workhouses 
—at  least  to  prohibit  "  any  r^igiousbook" 
— and  he  presumed  we  had  not  yet  attained 
to  that  pitch  when  the  Bible  or  Prayer 
Book  would  cease  to  be  accounted  a  religious 
book.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  doubt- 
less, would  not  abuse  the  power  vested  in 
him  any  more  than  anybody  else,  but  this 
was  certainly  one  of  the  '<  insignificant 
details,"  which  deserved  a  little  considera- 
tion. Every  clause  in  the  Bill  did  one  (rf 
two  things;  either  it  increased  the  arbi- 
trary powers  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  or 
else  it  exempted  the  Board  firom  doing 
some  of  those  things  which  had  be^  found 
necessary  to  enable  the  country  to  ad- 
minister those  arbitrary  laws  bendlkaally* 
Penalties  for  infringing  the  orders  of  the 
Board  hitherto  could  not  be  enforced  bj 
magistrates  at  petty  sessions  till  the  orders 
under  seal  had  been  circulated  to  those 
petty  sessions.  By  this  Bill,  however, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  it  no  longer 
necessary  to  distribute  these  orders,  but 
only  to  send  them  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Peace  for  the  eounty.  In  the  name  of 
common-sense,  how  were  magistrates  *t 
petty  sessions,  in  sudi  a  county  as  York- 
shire,  to  know  anything  about  docunaents 
sent  to  the  Cl^k  of  the  Peace,    Heknaw 
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fofm  exporienoe  that  the  Poor  Lav  Board 
were  pretty  aotive  in  laying  informationt 
agtanit  thoee  who  did  not  o^y  their  rales 
£md  orders.    Again,   it  might  he  very 
proper  that  parties  ^ould  he  put  under  a 
Poor  Law  anditor,  hut  why  should  large 
Tillages  and  towns  at  present  under  the 
Watehing  and  Lighting  Acts  have  their 
positioa   altered   without   notioe  to  the 
parties?    Neither  they  nor    the  House 
should  he  oalkd  on  to  deal  post-haste  with 
the  proTisions  of  this  Bill.    The  proposal 
to  charge  upcm  the  rates  the  superannua- 
tion of  the  registrars  of  hirths  and  mar- 
riages was  a  totally  new  matter,   upon 
whidi  they  ought  to  haye  the  opportunity 
of  consulting   local  opinion.    Regarding 
the  penons  who  were  to  he  suhject  to  the 
TBgrast  laws,   the  provisions  were  ex- 
ceedingly vague  and  arbitrary,  and  alto- 
gether the  manner  in  which  the  Bill  was 
brought  forward  was  most  unsatisfactory. 
To  sweep  away  the  Qilbert  Unions  with- 
out the  opportunity  of  saying  a    word 
for   themselves  was   a   tolerably    strong 
proposal.    He  had  no  knowledge  of  these 
unions;  tiiey  might  be  either  so  perfect 
aa  to  put  the  guardians  of  Poor  Law  Unions 
to  shame,  or  so  bad  that  they  ought  to  be 
put  down  at  once.    Experience,  however, 
of  the  w<^king  of  some  of  the  Poor  Law 
Unions,  even  in  London,  had  shown  that 
the  Poor  Law  authorities  were  far  from 
perfect  in  their  own  management.     As  he 
had  stated,  he  would  not  oppose  the  second 
reading  of  the   Bill,  but  he  reserved  to 
himself  the  right  to  take  whatever  course 
he   thoi^ht  fit   in   Committee.    If  this 
Bill  were  really  what  it  professed  to  be, 
a  continuance  Bill,  the  best  course  would 
be  to  confine  its  scope  to  the  simple  ob- 
ject of  oontinuing  the  Board  for  another 
year,    striking  out  all  the  other  clauses, 
and  leaving  to  a  future  Session  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question  whether  the  Poor 
Law  Board  should  or  should  not  be  ren- 
dered a  permanent  body.    There  were  a 
great  number  of  questions  to  be  discussed, 
and  therefore  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage if  the  BiU  were  to  be  made  merely 
a   oontinuance   Bill,    and    l^e   proposed 
meamre  postponed  until  next  Session. 

LoBD  BOBERT  CECIL  said,  the  right 
hen.  Qentleman  had  made  two  bold  asser- 
tioDs — ^namely,  that  tiiere  was  nothing  in 
the  Bill  open  to  controversy,  and  that 
he  had  the  authority  of  the  Committee 
which  sat  on  the  subject  for  ev^thing 
proposed  in  it.  Now,  he  had  been  a  Member 
of  te  Committee  appointed  in  1861  to 
trice  the  subject  of  Poor  Law  Amendment 


into  consideration,  and  he  was  desirous  of 
vindicating  the  conduct  of  that  Committee 
before  the  House  firom  the  supposition 
that  they  were  answerable  for  all  the 
clauses  contained  in  the  Bill,  many  of  those 
clauses  being,  in  fact,  the  sole  inventimi 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  One  of  these 
clauses  not  only  gave  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman power  to  forbid  the  circulation  of 
any  religious  book  in  the  workhouses,  but 
made  any  pauper  reading  any  book  not 
authorised  by  him  Hable  to  punishment. 
He  wished  to  know  in  whom  lay  the 
control,  who  was  the  chief  censor  of  this 
index  expurgatoriu»t  and  whether  the  sacred 
conclave  was  to  be  assembled  in  Whiter 
hall  Place.  The  clause  which  applied  the 
Yagrant  Act  to  persons  relieved  out  of  the 
workhouse  who  reused  to  perform  the 
work  required  of  them  was  another  inven- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  for 
which  the  Committee  were  in  no  way  re- 
sponsible. The  only  point  upon  which  the 
Committee  had  been  thoroughly  unanimous 
was  that  an  end  should  be  put  to  this 
system  of  half  and  half  legislation,  that 
the  House  of  Commons  should  make  up 
its  mind  no  longer  to  ccmtinue  the  system 
of  prolonging  ^  existence  of  the  Poor 
Law  Bowrd  for  three  or  five  years  at  a 
time,  but  should  decide  once  for  all  whe- 
ther the  Board  should  be  done  away  with 
altogether  or  should  be  made  a  permanent 
institution,  llie  proper  course  open  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  to  have 
brought  in  a  simple  oontinuance  Bill  this 
Session,  so  that  when  Parliament  next 
met  the  question  might  have  been  fully 
discussed,  and  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  that  the  institution  should  be 
made  a  permanent  one  have  been  adopted 
or  rejected.  Both  the  Committee  and  the 
House  had  good  reason  to  complain  of  the 
time  which  had  been  chosen  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  bringing  in  the  Bill. 
The  Committee  sent  in  its  Report  in  May 
of  last  year.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
delayed  the  bringing  in  of  the  Houseless  ** 
Poor  Act— one  of  its  recommendations — 
until  the  last  fortnight  of  the  Session,  so 
that  it  was  impossible  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  could  be  properly  discussed, 
and  he  now  asked  them  to  pass  the  present 
Bill  under  almost  similar  circumstances* 
He  coneiurred  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  general  principle  of  the  Bill, 
but  he  could  not  approve  his  bringing  the 
matter  before  the  House,  founded  as  it  was 
upon  an  iucorrect-^he  said  it  without 
meaning   any  offence—- statement.     The 
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principle  of  the  creed  register  was  most 
warmly  contested;  and»  although  the 
Boman  Catholics  carried  their  point,  the 
masters  of  all  the  London  workhouses  op- 
posed them  most  strongly,  and  he  com- 
plained that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  fairly  represented  the  feeling  of  the 
Committee  upon  the  suhject.  One  of  the 
difficulties  they  had  to  contend  with  was 
the  education  of  pauper  Boman  Catholic 
children  with  Protestant  children,  and  the 
Committee  adopted  a  conciliatory  clause, 
under  which  Itoman  Catholic  children 
could  bare  been  educated  in  the  school 
with  the  consent  of  their  parents ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  omitted  any 
conciliatory  provision  of  the  kind  from  his 
Bill.  As  there  were  so  many  questions  of 
importance  to  be  discussed,  and  as  at  that 
period  of  the  Session  it  would  be  ridiculous 
to  try  to  amend  the  Bill,  he  called  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  turn  his  Bill 
into  a  simple  continuance  Bill,  so  that  the 
matter  might  be  fully  gone  into  in  the 
course  of  next  Session. 

Me.  KINKAIED  said,  he  thought  that 
the  objections  taken  by  the  noble  Lord 
were  perfectly  just.  The  Bill  had  only 
been  placed  in  the  hands  of  Members  on 
Friday.  There  were  a  number  of  unions 
who  were  opposed  to  many  of  its  clauses. 
The  Qovemment  would  gain  nothing  by 
pressing  the  measure.  The  guardians  and 
not  the  Poor  Law  Board  would  have  to 
carry  it  out,  and  time  till  next  Session 
ought  to  be  given  to  allow  of  its  provisions 
being  considered  by  the  country. 

Sir  JOHN  TBOLLOPE  said,  he 
thought  that  the  reason  urged  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Perth  ought  to  have 
weight  with  the  Poor  Law  Board.  Many 
of  the  Boards  of  Guardians  met  only  once 
a  fortnight,  and  could  not  therefore  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  nature  of  the  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  his  proposition 
to  take  power  to  coalesce  a  number  of 
parishes,  giving  them  onl^  one  guardian, 
was  interfering  directly  with  the  principle 
-  of  the  Poor  Law,  which  was,  that  repre- 
sentation should  be  according  to  taxation. 
Many  parishes  with  the  smallest  popula- 
tion had  a  large  amount  of  rateable  pro- 
perty, but  power  was  taken  by  the  Bill 
to  suppress  by  the  veto  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  the  representation  of  those  small 
parishes,  except  as  annexed  to  a  larger 
and  more  populous  parish.  This  was  a 
power  whicui  the  country  would  hardly  be 
prepared  at  so  short  a  notice  to  sanction. 
He  thought  time  ought  to  be  given,  and 
that  the  Bill  should  be  a  simple  continu- 
Zord  Robert  Cecil 
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ance  Bill.  If  the  obnoxious  clanses  wete 
not  withdrawn,  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
propose  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  six  months. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  cordially  con- 
curred in  the  suggestion  that  the  ngbt 
hon.  Gentieman  should  make  the  Bill 
simply  a  continuance  Bill.  There  was  one 
matter  which  ought  particularly  to  be  kept 
in  mind,  and  that  r^arded  tiie  medi(^ 
profession.  The  medical  profession  ou^t 
to  have  an  opportunity  to  bring  the  grioT* 
ances  which,  rightiy  or  wrongly,  they 
held  themselves  to  suffer  before  tiie  Eoose, 
and  which,  if  the  present  opportunity  was 
refused  them,  could  not  be  horded  them. 
The  condition  of  the  vagrant  or  casual 
poor  also  was  one  which  required  revision. 
It  was  most  desirable  that  the  Poor  Law 
Board  should  have  powers  to  enforce  nm* 
formity  of  treatment ;  and  that  the  poor 
should  not  have  to  go  from  one  place  to 
another  in  order  to  obtain  better  treat- 
ment. It  was  understood  in  the  late  de- 
bates that  a  Committee  would  be  appointed 
next  year  who  would  take  into  considera- 
tion the  power  which  the  Central  Board 
possessed  of  deciding  as  to  the  limits  of 
unions.  The  result  of  the  inquiries  of 
such  a  Committee  might  be  a  modification 
of  that  power  of  the  Central  Board.  He 
did  not  say  a  word  against  the  principle 
of  making  tlie  Poor  Law  Board  a  permanent 
one,  but  he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tieman ought  to  be  content  with  the  tri- 
umphant majority  by  which  his  Union 
Chargeability  Bill  had  been  carried  in 
another  place,  and  take  this  continuance 
Bill  for  one  year  only,  in  order  to  give 
the  next  Parliament  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  many  important  questions 
that  had  been  raised. 

Mb.  knight  said,  that  in  one  respect 
the  Bill  flew  in  the  face  of  repeated  deci- 
sions of  the  House.  There  was  a  clause 
in  the  Bill  which  would  materially  inter- 
fere with  a  very  useful  Act,  the  General 
Lighting  and  Watching  Act,  under  which 
small  towns  and  large  villages  had  been 
enabled  to  form  little  municipalities  for 
the  purpose  of  effecting  certain  improye- 
ments.  There  were  800  or  400  of  these 
little  municipalities,  all  of  which  would 
be  astonished  to  find  themselves  deprived 
of  the  powers  which  they  possessed 
under  that  Act  if  this  Bill  passed.  No- 
thing was  so  offensive  to  the  Poor  Lav 
Board  as  the  existence  of  such  litup 
municipalities,  and  it  was  their  eamat 
wish  to  get  them  under  their  thumb.  It 
was  a  perfecUy  wanton  tiling  to  introduce 
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n  clause  which  would  so  seriously  affect 
the  rights  of  those  little  municipalities. 
The  House  had  repeatedly  decided  that 
this  Board  should  look  after  the  poor  and 
nothing  else ;  and  if  they  became  a  per- 
manent Board  he  feared — from  this  per- 
fectly wanton  attempt  in  a  continuance 
Bill  to  get  hold  of  these  400  little  places 
— that  there  would  be  great  difficulty  to 
keep  it  in  the  right  path. 

Mb.  FACXE  saidy  unless  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  would  be  content  to  pass  simply 
(he  first  clause,  and  to  leave  the  other 
clauses  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  new  Par- 
liament— clauses  which  it  had  been  truly 
said  the  guardians  had  had  no  opportunity 
of  considering — ^he  would  move  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three  months. 
lORD  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers)  was 
rather  hardly  dealt  with.     Some  blamed 
him  for  doing  too  much,  and  others  for 
doing  too  little.    He  himself  was  inclined 
to  blame  him  for  doing  too  little.   Having 
had  some  experience  of  the  working  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  during  the  severe  distress 
in  the  manufacturing  districts,  he  could 
wish  the  Board  to  be  permanent.    But  his 
right  hon.  Friend  did  not  take   steps  to 
make  it  permanent.  That  showed  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  modesty.    He  (Lord  Edward 
Howard)  was  one  of  the  original  sinners 
in  this   matter.     In   1860  he  took   the 
liberty  to  make  a  Motion,   which,  to  a 
certain     extent,    was   the  cause    of   the 
appointment    of   the  Committee.      That 
Committee  sat  in    1861,   in   1862,    and 
every  year  down  to  last  year,  with  the 
exception  of  one,  and  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  not  forgetful  of  the  recommendations 
of  the    Committee.      This  was  another 
instalment  of  them,  and  after  the   long 
consideration  of  the  matter  upstairs  he 
hoped  it  would  be  adopted.     Instead  of 
blaming  his  right  hon.  Friend  they  should 
rather  urge  him  on.     He  was  thankful  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  for  half  a  loaf  was 
better  than  no  bread,   and  he   did  not 
think  that  any  argument  had  been  adduced 
to-night  which  should  prevent  his  right 
hon.  Friend  from  going  on  with  the  Bill. 
How  did  hon.  Members  know  that  they 
were  so  near  the  end   of  the  Session.^ 
There    were  some   forty  or   fifty  orders 
on  the  paper  to-night,  and  all  those  orders 
could  not  be  got  rid  of  in  a  hurry. 

Mb.  BBOMLET  said,  he  had  been  glad 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
C.  P.  Villiers)  state  that  the  measure  pro- 
vided for  the  better  classification  of  the 
poor  within  the  workhouses,  but  having 
TOL.  CLXXX.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


carefully  looked  through  the  Bill  he  had 
been  unable  to  find  anything  in  it  which 
would  tend  to  that  effect. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  MILLS  said,  that  the 
Bill,  though  containing  valuable  elements, 
omitted  two-thirds  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  which  sat  for  three 
years;  and  he  thought  that  more  time 
ought  to  be  given,  in  order  to  do  justice 
to  the  subject.  He  hoped  proper  Medical 
Inspectors  would  be  appointed  to  work- 
houses.   

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board 
was  scarcely  justified  in  asserting  that  this 
measure  contained  very  little  more  than 
the  powers  of  the  existing  Act.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers)  asked 
the  House  to  enact  into  law  very  stringent 
regulations,  and  he  did  not  make  any  pro- 
vision for  supplying  petty  sessions  with 
copies  of  the  Bill,  if  it  became  law.  He  pro- 
posed to  increase  the  direct  power  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  over  the  Guardians,  and 
the  House  was  asked  to  do  this  without 
notice  of  their  intentions  to  the  Guardians, 
who  would  naturally  view  such  a  course 
with  extreme  jealousy,  which  would  not 
be  diminished  by  the  introduction  of 
the  clauses  for  teaching  children.  This 
clause  was  introduced  at  the  instance  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Edward  Howard), 
the  only  Member  who  had  spoken  in 
favour  of  the  Bill,  and  who,  he  supposed, 
must  be  taken  as  an  exponent  of  a  certain 
class  of  Roman  Catholic  opinion.  Re- 
cently the  noble  Lord  wrote  two  letters 
to  certain  parties  in  Liverpool — letters 
which  were  published  in  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic newspapers;  and  in  them  he  stated 
that  he  was  urging  upon  the  Legislature 
to  intrust  the  educa^on  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  children  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood.  In  these  letters  the  noble  Lord 
very  candidly  told  the  Roman  Catholic 
priesthood  that  the  state  of  morality  among 
Roman  Catholics  of  Liverpool  particu- 
larly, and  other  'large  towns,  was  not 
such  as  would  commend  the  effect  of 
their  exertions  to  the  Legislature,  and 
yet  he  now  advocated  this  Bill  for 
committing  the  education  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholic children  to  them.  This  Bill  con- 
tained another  blow  at  the  parochial  sys- 
tem—of which,  though  the  Poor  Law 
Board  was  jealous,  the  House  was  not — 
power  was  sought  to  suppress  the  repre- 
sentation of  any  parish  of  small  population 
in  the  Board  of  Guardians.  Step  by  step 
the  Poor  Law  Board  was  inducing  the  Le- 
gislature  to  strike  down   the  parochial 
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B jatem  which  had  proved  bo  beneficial  to 
the  country.  He  thought  that  Kembers 
ought  to  be  allowed  Ihe  opportunity  of 
consulting  their  constituentB  as  to  whether 
that  entirely  uniform  system  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  bo  bent  upon 
carrying  out  was  acceptable  to  the  country. 
There  had  been  strong  objections  to  what 
was  termed  ticketting  Dissenters,  and  yet 
the  proposal  was  to  ticket  Dissenters  in 
workhouses.  This  required  more  considera- 
tion than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
willing  to  permit,  in  his  haste  to  pass  this 
Bill.  He  joined  in  the  aU  but  unanimous 
appeal  which  had  been  made  to  the  Goyern* 
mentto  content  themselres  with  a  simple 
continuance  Billi  and  not  to  thrust  upon  the 
country,  without  due  notice,  provisions 
which  would  create  difference  of  opinion 
and  the  greatest  dislike  among  all  classes. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  he  must  blame 
the  Govemment  for  introducing  this  Bill 
at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session.  The 
House  and  the  country  had  not  had  pro* 
per  opportunity  for  oonsidering  the  changes 
in  the  law  proposed.  He  was  disappointed 
not  only  at  what  the  Bill  contained,  but  at 
what  it  did  not  contain.  He  regretted  to 
Bee  the  Poor  Law  Board  disposed  more  and 
more  to  grasp  the  powers  that  ought  to  be 
left  to  Boards  of  Guardians,  and  he  was 
disappointed  to  find  that  the  Poor  Law 
Board  had  not  thought  that  a  greater 
liberty  might  be  given  to  the  Gucurdians. 
After  thirty  years'  experience  Boards  of 
Guardians  might  be  presumed  to  know 
their  business.  They  ought  to  have  some 
real  power  over  their  servants,  but  they 
could  not  appoint  the  lowest  of  their  offi- 
cers without  a  reference  to  London.  They 
could  not  appoint  a  cook,  a  nurse,  or  a 
porter ;  they  could  not  fix  or  alter  their 
salaries,  or  dismiss  them,  without  referring 
the  matter  to  London.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  relaxed  some  of  the 
more  stringent  portions  of  the  central  ad- 
ministration, for  it  did»not  become  either 
the  dignity  of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  or 
that  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  to  hold 
the  reins  so  tightiy  over  the  latter.  The 
House  ought  to  have  a  fuller  opportunity 
of  considering  these  changes  in  the  law. 

Mb.  HENNESST  said,  that  at  this 
moment  there  were  thousands  of  Catholic 
children  in  workhouses  in  England  taught 
by  Protestant  teachers  and  clergymen. 
The  Roman  Catholics  regarded  tiiat  as  a 
great  grievance.  The  Select  Committee 
recommended  that  little  children  in  work- 
houses, up  to  the  age  of  twelve  years, 
should  be  removed  to  schools  where  they 
JKr.  NewdegaU 


could  be  taught  by  teachers  and  clergymen 
of  their  own  denomination.  The  Com* 
mittee  also  recommended  that  in  work- 
houses in  which  there  were  many  Boman 
Catholics,  a  Boman  Catholic  chaplaiii 
should  be  appointed,  but  there  was  no 
such  provision  in  the  Bill. 

Snt  JOHN  SHELLET  said,  hethougU 
it  would  be  better  for  the  interests  of  the 
poor,  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  the  public, 
that  the  Govemment  should  merely  pro- 
pose a  continuance  Bill  for  one  year,  and 
leave  the  larger  question  to  be  dealt  with 
by  the  new  Parliament.  The  medical 
treatment  of  the  poor  was  a  subject  which 
called  for  inquiry,  but  no  mention  was 
made  of  it  in  the  present  Bill. 

SiB  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  said,  he 
must  decline  to  follow  hon.  Hemben 
through  the  several  clauses  of  the  Bill 
It  must  be  apparent  to  the  Govemment 
that  the  Bill  was  too  wide  to  be  dealt  with 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session.  There 
were  many  provisions  with  regard  to 
lighting  and  watching,  and  the  union  of 
parishes  which,  he  thought,  would  eome 
as  a  surprise  upon  the  country.  It  was 
based  on  the  Report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  yet  not  a  clause  of  it  came  np 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee. 
The  Committee  disapproved  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  Poor  Law  Board;  but 
there  was  no  remedy  in  the  Bill.  Though 
there  were  parts  of  the  Bill  with  which  he 
concurred,  he  could  not  concur  with  other 
parts.  He  thought  that  children  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  religion  should  be  educated 
by  those  in  whom  they  had  confidence. 
He  would  recommend  all  the  dauses  ex- 
cept the  first  to  be  dropped. 

Mb.  speaker  then  put  the  Question, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  PACKE  said,  he  had  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  seccmd 
time  that  day  three  months. 

Mb.  SPEAEIER  said,  he  had  not  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  to  go  tJbe  length  of 
moving  the  Amendment;  but  if  the  hon. 
Member  stated  that  he  had  done  so  he 
should  accept  his  statement. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  •'now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  <'  upon  this  day  tiiree 
months."— (ifr.  Pache.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  tiie  words 

5 reposed  to  he  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Mb.  C.  p.  YILLIEBS  said,  he  thought 
that  the  only  way  of  dealing  with  the 
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objections  ni^d  against  the  Bill  was  to 
read  it  a  second  time,  and  allow  them  to 
be  considered  in  Committee.  He  hoped 
hon.  Members  would  make  some  allowance 
for  him  if  he  confessed  that  he  was  pnz* 
zled  to  understand  what  was  r^Jly  meant 
by  the  opposition  that  had  been  of- 
fered to  the  Bill.  It  was  argued  on 
the  ono  hand  that  the  Bill  did  not 
follow  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  and  it  was  contended  on  the 
other  hand  that  it  went  too  far  in  fol- 
lowing those  recommendations.  As  he 
understood  him,  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Stamford  (Lord  Robert 
Cecil)  said  that  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  in  respect  of  the  children 
of  Roman  Catholic  parents  was  not 
adopted  in  the  Bill;  neither  did  the 
Bill  giTO  full  effect  to  the  reoommenda* 
tions  generally  as  to  Roman  Catholics 
in  the  workhouses.  Now,  what  ground 
had  the  noble  Lord  to  complain  of  this» 
when  his  noble  Friend  the  Member  for 
Arundel  (Lord  Edward  Howard)  ex- 
pressed himself  satisfied  with  the  good 
intentions,  as  he  said,  of  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board,  and  was  satis- 
fied that  I  had  proposed  all  that  could 
be  carried,  and  gave  his  support  to  the 
Bill  >  The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Stamford  (Lord  Robert  Cecil)  was  the  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  who  had  proposed 
to  have  paid  priests  for  the  workhouses ; 
and  it  was  true  he  (Mr.  Yilliers)  had  not 
adopted  that  recommendation  because  he 
felt  sure  that  it  would  create  great  diffe- 
renoe  of  opinion,  as  very  different  yiews 
on  this  subject  were  held  by  guardians 
thronghout  the  country,  and  it  would  be 
inconyenient  to  have  those  discussed  at 
the  present  time;  but,  as  he  thought 
there  would  be  littie  difference  of  opi- 
nion with  regard  to  tho  registration  of 
the  different  religions  of  the  inmates,  he 
had  embodied  that  recommendation  in  the 
BilL  The  noble  Lord  told  the  House 
there  was  a  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  when  the  parents  of  Roman 
Catholic  children  in  a  workhouse  wished 
tiiose  children  to  be  placed  in  Catholic 
schools  it  should  be  obligatory  on  the 
guardians  to  comply  with  that  wish. 
The  Committee  never  had  recommended 
anything  of  the  sort.  They  had  recom- 
mended something  much  short  of  that; 
ftut  orphan  children  might  be  sent  to 
these  sdiocls,  after  application  made  to 
the  Central  Board;  but,  as  he  thought 
there  would  be  a  difference  of  opinion 
on  the  point,  he  had  not  adopted  their 


recommendation.  What  they  had  re- 
commended was,  that  the  Poor  Law  Board 
might  receive  an  application  to  them 
from  the  fHends  of  the  children,  and  on 
their  being  satisfied  that  there  was  lea^ 
sonable  ground  for  conceding  it,  that  all 
orphans  under  twelve  jem  of  age  not 
belonging  to  the  Established  Church, 
might  be  ordered  to  be  sent  to  schools  of 
their  own  denominationi  which  had  been 
certified  or  licensed  by  tiie  Poor  Law 
Board,  and  where  the  managers  were  will- 
ing to  receive  them.  But  what  had 
that  to  do  with  the  question  that  it 
should  be  made  obligatory  on  the  guar* 
dians  to  send  Catholic  children  to  schools 
where  it  was  the  wish  of  their  parents 
they  should  be  so  placed  i  He  had  been 
astonished,  idso,  to  hear  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxford  (Mr.  Neate)  as* 
sert  that  the  Committee,  having  given 
their,  attention  to  the  medical  question^ 
it  shoidd  have  been  dealt  with  in  this 
BiU.  The  fiict  was  the  Committee  did 
consider  that  subject  deliberately,  and 
reported  that  there  were  no  snffident 
grounds  for  materially  interfering  with 
tiie  present  system  of  medical  relief. 

Mb.  NEATB  said,  he  wished  to  ez- 
plain.  He  had  not  said  that  the  Commit«> 
tee  had  come  to  any  opinion  on  the  sub* 
ject.  What  he  had  said  was  that  the 
subject  was  one  which  had  been  very 
much  considered  by  the  Committee,  and 
that  it  ought  to  be  considered  by  the 
House. 

Mb.  C.  p.  yilliers  said,  the  hoii« 
Gentleman  complained  of  this  omission  ia 
the  Bill,  and  I  repeat  that  the  Committee 
reported  that  there  was  no  sufficient  ground 
for  changing  the  present  system  of  medical 
relief.  This,  then,  Aimished  no  ground  fot 
postponing  the  BilL  Two  clauses  had  been 
referred  to  by  the  right  h<m.  OenUeman 
(Mr.  Henley),  and  if  the  House  thought 
they  were  objectionable,  he  was  perfectly 
willing  to  withdraw  them,  seeing  tiiat  they 
did  not  result  from  the  inquiry  before  the 
Committee.  One  was  the  repeed  of  the 
clause  in  the  Act  requiring  copies  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board's  orders  to  be  sent  to 
clerks  of  petty  sessions,  and  providing  that 
certain  orders  should  be  sent  to  the  clerk 
of  the  peace.  The  reason  this  clause  was 
inserted  was  because  it  was  an  expense, 
and  that  the  clerks  of  the  pettv  sessions 
generally  ooncurred  in  saying  that  there 
was  no  kind  of  use  in  sending  those  orders 
there ;  and,  with  regard  to  the  other  elause, 
providing  that  the  accounts  under  the  3  ds 
4   Witt.  IV.,  the  General  Lighting  and 
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Watching  Act,  should  be  rendered  eubject 
to  audit,  sequent  representations  had  bisen 
made  to  the  Board  urging  the  insertion 
of  such  a  proyision.    There  was  no  imme- 
diate necessity,  however,  for  the  clause, 
nor  did  he  attach  much  importance  him- 
self to  Clause  11,  which  was  inserted  only 
because  it  was  supposed  to  be  a  matter  of 
great  conyenience  to  smiall  townships  that 
tiiey  should  in  future  unite  with  others 
for  the  purpose  of  choosing  a  guardian,  and 
had  no  other  purpose  whatever  in  view. 
The  two  clauses  which  seemed  particularly 
offensive  to  hon.  Oentleiflen  opposite,  were, 
first,  the  one  by  which  the  Board  would 
be  able  to  acquire  power  at  once  to  estab- 
lish a  better  classification  in  workhouses, 
which  in  certain  respects  were  extremely 
defective,  and  that  which  enabled  them 
to  dissolve  some  of  the  Gilbert  Unions, 
Now  there  had  been  much  complaint  as 
to  the  dassifioation  now  existing  in  work- 
houses, which  confounded  the  good  and 
bad  together;    and,  as    to   the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Gilbert  Unions,  though  that 
is  to  be   opposed  now  on   the  ground 
of  private  interest^  it  was  especially  from 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  that  com- 
plaints to  him  of  their  inoonvenience  had 
proceeded.      The  Poor  Law  Board  did 
not  desire  to  extend  their  power,  they  re- 
pudiated the  idea  altogether,  but  it  was 
the  deliberate  opinion  of  the  Committee 
that  more  power  ought  to  be  given  to  them 
for  certain  purposes.     The   Board  were 
encumbered  with  power  already— but  fur- 
ther power  and  control  had  been  forced 
upon  them.     He  hoped  the  House  would 
go  into  Committee,  and  then  any  clauses 
which  might  be  deemed  really  objection- 
able to  discuss  at  this  time    might    be 
withdrawn. 

VisoouNT  GALWAY  said,  he  thought  the 
Gilbert  Unions  ought  not  to  be  dissolved 
without  proper  warning  to  those  bodies. 

Mb.  C,  p.  VILLIERS  said,  that  oon- 
stant  notice  had  been  given  in  answers  to 
questions  this  Session,  that  the  subject 
would  be  dealt  with  in  this  Bill.  With  re- 
gard  to  better  classification  it  had  not  only 
reference  to  classify  the  vagrants  and  casual 
paupers  in  the  workhouse,  but  to  empower 
the  Poor  Law  Board  to  order  any  Board  of 
Guardians  to  provide  for  a  somewhat  bet- 
ter classification  of  the  inmates  of  all  kinds. 
Mb.  HENLET  said,  the  clause  enabled 
the  Poor  Law  Board  to  put  its  hands  into 
the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers,  for  the 
erection  of  additional  buildings,  to  any 
extent  it  thought  proper.  There  were 
some  absurd  provisions.  Under  this  Bill 
Mr.  a  P.  ViUierc 


a  child  twelve  years  old  was  to  be  at 
liberty  to  choose  his  religion  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Poor  Law  Board.  Thus  a 
child  in  Yorkshire  might  become  a  Maho^ 
medan  or  a  Mormonite  under  the  sanctioa 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  C.  p.  YILLIEES  said,  that  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  referring  to 
was  provided  for  by  his  predecessor  in  the 
last  Government,  and  was  the  law  at  pie- 
sent. 

Bib  HUGH  CAIENS  said,  that  if,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  intimated,  all  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  were  to  be  withdrawn 
one  after  another  in  Committee,  it  would 
be  better  to  withdraw  the  Bill  at  once  and 
bring  in  a  simple  continuance  Bill. 

Question  put,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  :^Ajes  76;  Noes 
69:  Minority?. 

Main  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  for  Ihm- 


CONSTABULARY  FORCE  (IRELAND)  ACT 

AMENDMENT  BILL— [Bill  178.] 

OONSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 
Sib  HTJaH  CAIRNS  said,  that  the  Bill 
proposed  to  abolish  the  local  police  in  the 
town  of  Belftist,  and  he  now  proposed,  Id 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  of 
the  Commission  of  Inquiry,  to  move  the 
following  clause:— 
(Restrictions  m  to  Age) 
"Notwithstanding  an/  regulations  requiring 
persons  entering  the  Oonstahulary  Foroe  to  be 
unmarried  or  to  be  under  a  certain  age,  the  lo- 
spector  General  of  the  Constabulary  Force  in 
Ireland  shall  admit  into  the  said  Force  any  con- 
stable of  the  said  local  Police  Foroe  whose  age 
shall  not  exceed  fort/  years,  and  who  within  one 
calendar  month  after  such  notification  in  the 
"  Dublin  Gazette  "  as  aforesaid,  shall  apply  to  be 
admitted,   and  who  in   other  respects  shall  be 
eligible  according  to  the  said  regulations." 
Clause  brought  up,  and  read  l^. 
SiE  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he   must 
oppose  the  clause.     Under  it  men  would 
be  taken  into  the  constabulary  who  were 
not  practised  in  its  rules,  and  the  Inspector 
General  was   decidedly  of  opinion   that 
these  local  police  should  not  be  admitted 
into  the  Irirfi  constabulary  force.     If  any 
of  them  complied  with  the  regulations  of 
the  force,  they  would  of  course  be  ac- 
cepted, but  he   held  it  was  undesirable 
they  should  be  admitted  as  a  body.    It 
would  also  cast  an  additional  expense  on 
the  country. 
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LoBB  NAAS  said,  he  should  support 
the  ckuse.  It  was  hard  that  the  town  of 
Belfast  should  be  charged  with  the  super- 
annuatioD.  of  any  of  these  men  who  were 
eligible  for  the  general  constabulary  force. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  *'  That 
the  said  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

The  House  dkidei: — ^Ayes  63;   Noes 
61 :  Majority  2. 
Clause  read  T,  and  added. 

Another  Clause  (Inspector  General  of 
Constabulary,)— (iSir  Roh&rt  Peel) 

Clause  hrotighi  up^  read  P;  2^;  and 
commuted;  eonsidered  in  Committee,  re- 
ported, with  an  Amendment,  and  added, 

LobdNAAS  moved  to  insert  schedule  — 
[Same  as  Schedule  in  Bill  before  amended.] 
Claose  8,  leave  out  after,  *' whereas  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  alter  the  distribntion  of  the  Ck>n8tabu- 
krj  Force,"  te  "  Proyided/'  and  insert  *'  in  the 
sereral  counties  and  towns  in  Ireland,  and  to 
allot  to  the  town  of  Belfast  a  just  proportion 
thereof;  Be  it  therefore  Enacted,,  That  the  Sche- 
dole  to  this  Act  annexed,  and  the  distribution  of 
Constabulary  Force  therein  provided,  shall  be 
sabatitnted  for  the  Schedule  annexed  to  the  Act 
of  the  twentieth  and  twenty-first  years  of  Her 
Majesty,  chapter  seventeen." 

Brought  up,  and  read  1^ 

Motion  made»  and  Question  proposed^ 
''That  the  Sch^ole  be  now  read  a  second 
time.  I* 

8iE  EOBEBT  PEEL  said,  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  in  1867  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  would  have  power  to  re-allot 
the  amount  of  constabulary  for  each  county, 
and  until  that  time  he  could  assure  the 
House  that  no  change  would  be  made  in 
the  charge  upon  the  respective  counties. 

8iE  HUGH  GAIBNS  said,  that  although 
a  personal  promise  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  was  a  suf* 
fident  guarantee  for  his  own  intentions, 
it  was  not  a  security  for  the  future  action 
of  any  Lord  Lieutenant  who  might  exer- 
cise power  before  1867. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eobert  Peel)  would  ad* 
here  to  the  schedule  in  the  Bill. 

Lord  CLAJJD  HAMILTON  said,  he 
thought  there  should  be  some  more  speci- 
fic arrangement  provided  for  in  the  Bill* 

In  answer  to  The  O'Conor  Doir, 

Lord  NAAS  said,  that  in  re-inserting 
the  schedule  he  proposed  adopting  the 
numbers  inserted  by  the  right  hon.  Ba^ 
ronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel). 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  would,  in 
that  case,  consent  to  the  Motion  of  the 
iu)bleLord. 


Lord  NAAS  said,  he  would  then  with- 
draw his  Motion,  for  the  purpose  of  allow* 
ing  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  propose  the 
amended  schedule. 

Motion  and  Sdiedule,  by  leave,  unth- 
drawn. 

New  Schedule  added. 

An  Amendment  made. 

Clause  4  (Increase  and  Reduction  of 
Numbers  of  Constabulary  by  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
38,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  three  hundred 
and  twenty,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words 
"two  hundred  and  seventy,"  —  {Lord 
iVdkM,)— instead  thereof. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  must  op- 
pose the  Amendment.  The  latter  number 
had  been  adopted  after  considerable  dis- 
cussion in  Committee.  He  could  not  yield 
on  this  point. 

Sir  HUGH  CAIRNS  said,  he  support- 
ed  the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  the 
lesser  number  was  recommended  by  all 
the  witnesses  who  were  examined  on  the 
Commission. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  *  three 
hundred  and  twenty '  stand  part  of  the 
Bill."  • 

The  House  divided  .'—Ayes  49 ;  Noes 
47 :  Majority  2. 

Another  Amendment  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  3**  To-morrow* 

SUPPLY. 

Resolutions  [June  8]  reported. 

Mr.  la  yard  said,  that  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Sing's  County  (Mr.  Hen- 
nessy)  asked  a  question  the  other  evening 
with  regard  to  an  item  charged  for  the 
travelling  expenses  of  Lord  Amberley  he 
was  unable  at  the  time  to  afford  the  ex- 
planation. He  desired,  however,  now  to 
state  that  Lord  Amberley  was  acting  as 
private  secretary  and  attach^  to  Mr.  EUiot, 
and  that  his  Lordship  was  so  named  in  the 
documents  which  were,  in  conformity  with 
the  usual  custom,  forwarded  to  the  Eo- 
reign  Office.  Those  documents  should  be 
produced  if  the  hon.  Member  desired  to 
see  them 

Mi.  HBNNESSY  said,  he  thought  that 
their  production  would  be  very  desirable. 

Resolutions  agreed  to, 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 
OONTINUANCE.— LEAVE. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  moved  for  leav^ 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  continue  jmd  amend 
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the   Peace  Freservatioii   (Ireland)    Aot, 
1856. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
*'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  m  a  Bill 
to  oontinne  and  amend  '  The  Peace  Pre- 
servation (Ireland)  Act,  1866/"  — (i8«r 
Bohert  P$el.) 

Mb.  HENNESST  said,  he  opposed  the 
introduction  of  the  Bill,  which  was  a  co- 
ercive measure,  and  wholly  unnecessary. 
He  begged,  therefore,  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  agreed  U. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

OOMPTBOLLER  OF  THE  EXOHBQUXR  AND 
PDBUC  AUDIT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  GHnronuoB  of  the  £x- 
cHXQinB,  Bill  to  ooniolidate  the  oiBoef  of  Gomp- 
troUer  of  the  Exchequer  and  Chmirman  of  the 
OommisBioners  for  Auditing  the  Poblio  Acoounte, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Chahoxllob  of 
the  ExoBx^DXB  and  Mr.  Pxxin 

Bin  preeenM,  and  read  1«.  [BUI  208.] 

House  a4ioumed  at  a  quarter 
before  !niise  o'elook. 


HOUSE    OF    LOBDS, 
Tueeday,  June  18,  1865. 

MINUTES.WPcBuo  Bnxa— JVri^  Beading^ 
Railway  Passengers  *  (149) ;  Defence  Act 
(1860)  Amendment*  (103) ;  Procurators  (Scot- 
land) •(108);  Pilotage  Order  Confirmation* 
(No.  3)  (IW) ;  Prisons  •  (155). 

Second  Reading  —  Partnership  Amendment  * 
(133);  Land  Debentures  (Ireland)*  (113);  Mi- 
litia Ballots  Suspension  * ;  Militia  Pay.* 

Seleet  Committee — On  Locomotives  on  Roads* 
(108)»  Lord  Harris,  Earl  De  Grey,  Earl  Ducie, 
Vifloount  Strathallan,  Lord  Caltborpe,  and  Lord 
"Wenlock,  added;  and  Duke  of  Sutherland  ^tnd 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  diseharged, 

Cotnim'^tf— Public  House  Closing  Act  (1864) 
Amendment*  (151);  Mortgage  Debentures* 
(107);  Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No.  8)*  ri37). 

Report -^^AoHgRge  Debentures*  (107);  Local 
Government  Supplemental  (No.  8)  *  (137). 

Third Reading-^Sewage  Utilization* (134). 

RAUiWAT  PASSENGERS  BILL-<No.  149.) 

PBESENTED.    FIBST  BEADING. 

OBSBBTATIOira. 

The  Eabi  op  DARTMOUTH  said,  he 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
Sir  Bohert  Peel 
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ships  to  eertain  flEUsts  oonneoted  with  the 
late  lamentable  railway  aooidents,  which 
had  been  elidted  from  the  witneaseB  exa- 
mined at  the  ooroner^s  inquest  held  on  the 
bodies  of  those  who  were  killed  in  the  great 
accident  on  the  Chester  and  Shrewd)!!]^ 
branch  of  the  Great  Western  Bailwaj.  It 
appeared  from  the  report  of  the  inquest 
which  appeared  in  7%e  Timee  a  few  days 
ago  that  the  engine-driyer  said  the  only 
danger  signal  he  saw  near  the  unsafe  por- 
tion of  the  line  was  a  small  old  green  flag. 
That  description  of  signal  was  not  to  be 
compared  to  the  detonating  signal  in  use 
upon  most  lines  when  any  extra  precau- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  engine-driver  was 
reqaired.  He  believed  that  if  that  plan 
had  been  adopted,  and  proper  arrange- 
ments meAe,  these  disasters  would  have 
been  avoided.  He  also  wished  to  point 
out  that  the  railway  oompanies  were  adopt- 
ing the  new  and  most  dangerous  systen 
of  placing  passenger  carriages  inst^  of 
luggage  vans  next  to  the  engines,  and  ako 
at  the  end  of  the  train.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  ^t  the  preoautions  he  had  pointed 
out  would  altogether  prevent  such  acd- 
dents  as  had  ahready  occurred,  but  the 
railway  companies  were  bound  to  adopt 
every  safeguard  in  their  power. 

LoED  ST.  LEONARDS  said,  he  quite 
concurred  in  the  neoessitv  of  everv  proper 
precaution  against  such  lamentaUe  disas- 
ters as  those  referred  to.  But  he  deored 
to  draw  attention  to  the  objeotionidde  orac- 
tioe  adopted  by  some  oompanies  of  look* 
ing  both  doors  of  the  carriages,  so  that  is 
case  of  the  carriages  taking  fire,  as  in  the 
accident  near  St.  Germans,  the  passengers 
must  inevitably  be  burnt  to  death.  He 
had  no  objection  to  one  door  of  the  carriage 
being  locked,  as  that  might  conduce  to  ^e 
safety  of  the  passengers,  who  otherwise 
might  get  out  on  the  wrong  side  and  he 
killed  by  a  passing  train.  He  would  hj 
on  the  table  a  Bill  relating  to  this  subject 

The  Eael  ot  CARDIGAN  thought 
that  some  means  ought  to  be  taken  to 
ensure  ready  communication  between  ihe 
passengers  and  the  engine-drivers.  A  few 
years  ago  a  number  of  persons  were  burnt, 
under  the  most  horrible  circumstances,  in 
travelling  between  Paris  and  Yersaillea. 
If  this  communication  had  existed  the  ac- 
cident might  have  been  prevented. 

LoED  XINNAIRD  said,  he  supposed, 
with  Sidney  Smith,  that  until  a  Bishop 
was  burnt  no  sufficient  precaution  would 
be  taken  to  prevent  such  accidents.  He 
believed  that  on  the  Scotch  railways  only 
one  do(»r  was  locked. 
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Ths  Eabi  of  CABDIfiAlf  feared  that 
it  was  too  much  the  practice  to  lock  both 
doors. 

The  MixQTJEss  of  GLANBICABDE 
thought  the  House  had  a  right  to  know 
what  the  intentions  of  Oovemment  were 
upon  this  subject.  Government  certainly 
ought  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  better  Ire- 
gulation  of  the  railways. 


A  Bill  for  the  better  Security  of  Bail- 
way  Passengers— Was  presmM  by  The 
LoBB  Saiht  Lxokabbs;  read  1*;  to  be 
primed.  (No.  149.) 

HER  ROYAL  HIGHNESS  THE  PRINCESS 

OF  WALES. 
uxmss  FOR  Air  addbess  to  heb  kajbstx. 

£abl  GBAITYILLE  :  I  feel  quite  sure 
that  the  Motion  I  am  about  to  make  will 
meet  with  the  hearty  coBCurrenoe  of  your 
LcMrdships.    It  is — 

**  Tbat  an  hamble  Addreu  be  preMnted  to  Her 
Majoely  to  eongratvUto  Her  Majeety  on  The 
Prineets  of  Wales  bariiig  bappiljr  given  birth  to 
another  Prince,  and  to  assure  Her  Majest/  of  the 
deep  Interest  fslt  by  the  House  of  Lords  in  all  that 
oonoems  the  domestic  Happiness  of  Her  Majesty 
and  Her  Family." 

Thx  Earl  ov  MALMESBUBT:  My 
Lords,  in  the  absence  of  my  noble  Friend, 
the  Earl  of  Derby,  I  beg  to  express  the 
feelings  of  this  side  of  the  House,  and  to 
say  how  entirely  we  concur  in  the  Motion 
wnich  has  been  proposed  by  the  noble 
EarL 

Motion  agreed  to,  Nemine  Diseentiente, 
and  the  said  Address  Ordered  to  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Mfyesty  by  the  Lords  with 
White  Staves. 

IMPRISONMENT  OF  BRITISH  SUBJECTS 
IN  ABYSSINIA.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lo&D  CHELMSFOBD  said,  that  when 
this  subject  was  under  discussion  a  few 
erenings  ago,  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary for  Foreign  A&irs  stated  that  from 
a  memorandum  received  at  the  Foreign 
Oflfice  it  app^red  to  be  Sir  William 
Cc^hlan's  opinion  that  it  would  be  in- 
expedient to  send  a  mission  to  the  King 
of  Abyssinia  until  the  prisoners  were 
liberated.  At  the  time  he  thought  that 
a  most  extraordinanr  opinion,  inasmuch 
as  tiie  object  of  the  proposed  mission 
was  the  liberation  of  the  prisoners.  He 
now  begged  to  read  a  letter,  dated  June  8, 
which  a  gallant  Friend  of  his  had  re- 
ceived from  Sir  William  Coghlan,  from 
which  it  would  appear  that  the  noble 


Earl  had  taken  an  erroneous  view  of  Bir 
William's  memorandum  :— 

"  I  kept  no  cop/  of  the  memorandum  which  I 
sent  to  the  Foreign  Office,  and  therefore  I  oan« 
not  say  precisely  how  £ir  I  may  have  exposed 
myself  to  be  misunderstood.  What  I  intended 
to  say  was,  thai  a  mission  of  some  dignity  should 
be  sent  with  an  answer  to  the  King's  letter,  and, 
as  there  would  be  an  awkwardness  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty recopiiing  the  fitct  of  the  captivity  of  her 
subjects,  it  would  be  expedient  to  make  no  men- 
tion of  it  in  the  answer,  but  to  leave  the  Envoy 
to  find  it  out,  and,  by  the  exercise  of  the  large 
discretion  to  be  accorded  to  him,  to  effaot  their 
release  before  he  proceeded  to  the  oomplimentary 
part  of  his  mission,  as  he  could  not  make  pre- 
sents  and  pay  eompUmenti  while  the  captives 
were  kept.  That  is  what  I  meant,  and  I  believe 
that  to  have  been  the  right  view  at  that  time, 
fiut  since  the  subject  has  been  largely  and 
publicly  discussed,  my  suggestion  that  it  should 
be  left  to  the  Envoy  to  discover  the  captivity 
of  our  people  is  no  longer  compatible.  The 
Queen's  letter  must  now  recognixe  the  &et,  and 
the  Envoy  should  be  empowered  to  obtain  their 
release  by  any  means  which  may  appear  to  him 
most  suitable.  It  is  impossible  to  prescribe  for 
him  a  strict  line  of  proceeding :  the  man  sent  on 
a  mission  of  such  difficulty  and  danger  must  be 
trusted.  That  is  my  present  view  of  the  case,  and 
I  am  ready  to  act  on  it  whenever  oalled  on." 

The  postscript  followed,  which  it  was 
evident  the  writer  had  not  intended  to 
be  read  to  their  Lordships;  but  he 
would  take  the  liberty  of  reading  it  :— 

**  P.S. — On  looking  over  what  I  have  written, 
it  seems  to  me  somewhat  too  f^  for  publica- 
tion in  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  if  Lord  Chelms- 
ford wishes  to  make  use  of  it  there,  I  dare  say 
he  wiU  be  able  to  extract  enough  for  his  pur- 
pose. Mr.  Rassam's  efforts  appear  to  have  failed, 
and  there  is  now  nothing  ror  it  but  to  make 
one  from  England.  There  is  no  disguising  the 
fiict  that  long  delay  has  added  to  the  difficulty, 
but  that  difficulty  must  be  encountered  and  over- 
come," 

He  had  felt  it  right  to  show  how  the 
matter  reallj  stood,  and  he  thought  the 
noble  Earl  would  be  ready  to  admit  that 
there  had  been  a  mistake. 

Eabl  EUSSELL  :  Certainly  I  did  un- 
derstand Sir  William  Coghlan's  memo- 
randum to  be  to  the  e£fect  which  I  stated 
on  a  former  occasion ;  but  it  appears,  from 
the  letter  just  read  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lordi  that  I  was  mistaken.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  says  he  thought  that  it 
would  have  been  a  very  extraordinary 
thing  for  Sir  William  Coghlan  to  be  of 
opinion  that  a  mission  should  not  be  sent 
to  Abyssinia  before  the  prisoners  were 
liberated ;  but  I  must  say  that  it  would 
appear  to  me  to  be  a  very  extraordinary 
proceeding  to  send  out  an  English  mission 
to  go  humUy  before  the  King  and  ask 
him  to  receive  presents  while  our  Consul 
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and  other  Europeans  are  still  in  enstody 
under  the  droamstances  which  haye  been 
already  detailed  to  your  Lordships.  The 
sabjeot  is  attended  with  considerable  diffi- 
eol^;  bat  I  shall  be  ready  to  adopt  any 
means  that  may  appear  feasible  fx  Uie 
liberation  of  the  captives. 

TmEAnLOPMALliESBURT:  I  wish 
to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whether  the  report 
is  true  which  I  hare  heard  on  what  1 
beliere  to  be  good  anthority— namely, 
that  the  unfortunate  mistake  through 
which  the  letter  of  the  King  was  detained 
for  some  months  did  not  arise  in  the 
Foreign  Office,  but  in  the  India  Ofllce. 
If  this  is  the  feet  I  think  the  pubUe  ought 
to  know  it ;  for,  as  respects  the  dignity  of 
this  countiy,  this  imprisonment  of  the 
Consul  is  one  of  the  most  important  erents 
which  I  remember  to  have  ooourred  in 
our  diplomatic  history.  It  is  true  that  a 
Consul  does  not  stand  in  the  rank  of  an 
Ambassador,  but  he  occupies  an  official 
position  to  which  he  is  appointed  by  the 
Crown,  and  his  person  is  always  con- 
sidered as  sacred  as  that  of  an  Ambassador. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  noble  Earl  has  been 
remiss  in  ttus  matter ;  but  I  do  not  think 
he  has  been  as  prompt  in  vindicating  the 
rights  of  a  British  subject  as  the  case 
demands.  I  would  remind  your  Lord- 
ships of  some  oocurrenoes  which  have 
taken  place  of  late  years.  In  1852,  when 
an  ill-mannered  boy  int^fered  with  the 
band  of  an  Austrian  regiment  at  Florence 
and  received  a  wouud,  the  sum  of  £250 
which  I  demanded  in  compensation  for 
that  offence  was,  by  many  persons  in  this 
country,  thought  to  be  an  insufficient  sum. 
In  1858,  when  the  French  Consul  at  Jedda 
was  murdered  and  an  attempt  was  made 
to  assassinate  the  Ekiglish  Consul,  what 
was  done  by  the  Government  of  Lord 
Derby?  The  compensation  which  was 
demanded  not  having  been  paid,  an  English 
ship  bombarded  the  town,  and  we  insisted 
on  and  obtained  the  execution  of  the 
murderers.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
noble  Earl  is  of  opinion  that  his  arm  is 
not  long  enough  to  reach  Abyssinia.  But 
if  so  it  comes  to  this«-that  the  Queen 
cannot  be  advised  to  send  her  servants  to 
places  too  far  away  to  be  reached  by  the 
arm  of  England,  because  if  Ambassadors 
or  Consuls  are  sent  to  such  places,  dis- 
grace may  fall  up<m  this  country,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  cruelties  which  may  be 
perpetrated  upon  individuals.  I  hope  the 
noble  Earl  wUl  take  some  action,  and  will 
do  what  he  can  to  show  that  English 
EarlJRuiHa 


servants  are  as  sale  and«r  the  proteetioii 
of  England  now  as  erer  they  have  been. 
Eabl  BUSSELL  :  As  to  indu^  tin 
King  of  Abyssinia  by  force  to  give  up 
these  capttves,  the  noble  Earl  knows  that 
the  whole  conntry  is  now  disturbed  by 
civil  war;  that  there  are  three  or  ixm 
different  pretenders  in  possession  of  dii9- 
rent  points,  all  endeavooring  to  fbroe  the 
King  into  a  comer.  Instead  of  sending 
one  ship  we  should  have  to  smd  three  or 
four,  with  some  three  or  four  tiiooseoid 
men,  who  would  have  to  march  through 
a  hot  climate  b^ore  they  could  reach  ^t 
King.  On  the  other  hiuid,  I  believe  it  is 
the  opinion  of  those  best  M&  to  judge, 
that  if  we  wtatt  to  send  any  mission  to 
the  King  of  Abyssinia  he  would  probably 
imprison  the  persons  oompodng  it,  with 
a  view  to  forcing  ns  to  take  his  part 
against  his  rivals. 

PUBLIC-HOUSES  CLOSING  ACT  (184M) 
AMENDMENT  BILL-(No.  196). 

COMMITTSR. 

Mw^,  That  the  House  be  now  put  int» 
Committee  on  the  said  ^jM.-^The  MuT' 
fueu  of  ClmtricmrtU.) 

LoBD  KINNAIED  said,  that  though  he 
did  not  intend  to  oppose  ttie  progress  of 
the  Bill,  he  believed  it  was  calculated  to 
do  great  injustice  to  the  proprietors  of 
those  public-houses  which  should  oontmne 
to  be  closed  during  the  night.  He  should 
also  say  that  he  did  not  think  it  wodd 
be  wise  to  alter  an  Act  which  had  only 
been  passed  last  year,  and  the  effl^t  of 
which  could  not  yet  have  been  adequatdj 
ascertained.  In  Scotland  the  pubfio-houses 
were  closed  at  eleven  o^dook,  and  the  Aet 
enforcing  that  arrangement  had  operated 
most  beneficially. 

The  Mabquess  of  OLANBICABDB 
said,  tiiat  whatever  might  be  the  case  m  ' 
Scotland,  it  had  been  found  that  in  this 
country,  and  more  particularly  in  the 
metropoUs,  the  peopk  fireqnentiog  oar 
markets,  and  other  persons  employed  da^ 
ing  the  night-time,  were  subjected  to 
great  hardship  and  inconvenienoe  by  the 
Act  of  last  year.  The  Bill  was  intended 
to  remedy  tJbat  evil,  and  he  hoped  that 
their  Lorddhips  would  not  reftise  to  give 
to  it  their  sanction. 

Eael  GRANVILLE  thought  Jiihe  origi* 
nal  Aet  had  worked  very  well,  and  w^ 
therefore,  anxious  to  see  it  amended  in 
the  point  where  it  inflicted  a  hardship  oo 
certain  classes.  He  hoped,  however,  that 
the  noble   Marquess  (1^   Marqness  of 
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Clanrioarde)  would  consent  to  the  omis- 
sion of  the  5th  clause,  whkh  gave  the 
power  of  granting  those  exceptional  licen- 
ces to  magistrates  at  petty  sessions.  He 
trusted  that  the  nohle  Marquess  would 
consent  to  the  Amendment  which  he  in- 
tended to  propose. 

LoBD  E£D£SDAL£  said,  he  was  not 
dii^nsed  to  look  with  much  favour  on  the 
measure.  The  case  of  compositors  might, 
he  thought,  be  easily  met  by  their  em- 
ployers,  who  could  make  the  necessary 
arrangements  for  their  being  supplied  with 
refireshmenta  during  the  n^t  time.  He 
ahooM  further  say  that  he  beUeved  sub- 
stantial refreshments  were  not  desirable 
for  peoj^  who  remained  up  until  three 
or  four  o'clock  in  the  morning.  With 
regard  to  market  people,  he  should  ob- 
serre  that  he  did  not  see  how  any  houses 
ooold  be  left  open  for  their  use  without 
extending  the  power  to  all  the  other 
estabUshments  in  the  neighbourhood.  He 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
^nnaird)  that  one  year  did  not  afford 
sufficient  time  for  teeiing  the  existing  Act, 
and  he  believed  that  its  continuance  for 
another  year  would  lead  to  the  removal 
of  many  of  the  inconvenienoes  to  which 
it  had  giv^a  rise.  Under  all  the  circum^ 
Btaacee  of  the  case  he  was  very  much  dis- 
posed to  move  that  the  Bill  be  committed 
00  that  day  six  months. 

The  £abl  of  DONOUaHUOEE  said, 
he  did  not  agree  with  the  argument  of 
the  noble  Lord,  who  wished  to  inflict  upon 
certain  daases  restrictions  which  he  would 
not  think  of  imposing  upon  their  Lord- 
ships. After  a  long  debate  and  a  late 
dinsion  their  Lordships  would  think  it 
hard  if  they  were  not  permitted  to  have 
a  glass  of  sherry  and  a .  chop.  As  to  the 
advantages  of  going  to  bed  upon  light  re- 
freshments only,  he  had  no  faith  in  such 
arguments.  The  Bill  was  originally  passed 
to  dose  certain  houses  in  the  Haymarket, 
and  was  not  intended  in  any  way  to  put 
doifa  drunkenness.  The  Bill  would  re- 
move a  great  hardship  to  which  a  large 
class  of  persons  was  at  present  exposed, 
and  he  saw  no  reason  whatever  why  it 
should  not  pass  into  law.  It  appeared 
that  an  Amendment  was  to  be  moved  for 
the  omission  of  the  5th  clause,  but  as  no 
saflbaent  notice  had  been  given  of  the 
Amendment  he  hoped  it  would  not  then 
he  pressed ;  and  they  could  more  conve- 
mently  discuss  it  in  some  future  stage  of 
theBul.  He  objected  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  noble  Earl  the  President  of  the 
Council  proposed  to  move  the  omisaion; 


of  the  5th  clause  without  notice,  and 
thought  it  would  be  only  right  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  pass  through  Committee  now, 
and  to  propose  the  Amendment  upon  the 
Beport,  by  which  time  those  interested 
would  become  acquainted  with  the  nature 
of  the  Amendments. 

Eabl  DE  grey  and  RIPON  under- 
stood that  his  noble  Friend  tiiie  President 
of  the  Council  had  stated  to  the  noble 
Marquess  some  time  ago  the  nature  of  the 
Amendments  he  intended  to  propose.  As, 
however,  his  noble  Friend  would  not  wish 
it  to  be  supposed  that  he  intended  to  take 
the  House  by  surprise,  he  could  not  ob-  . 
ject  to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass  through  , 
Committee,  and  to  give  notice  of  Amend* 
ments  for  the  third  reading. 

Loan  REDESDALE  said,  he  thought 
it  was  a  very  inconvenient  course  to  pro* 
pose  Amendments  on  the  third  readmg  of 
a  Bill. 

Eabl  obey  said,  he  entirely  agreed  in . 
that  opinion.    They  were  in  such  cases 
unable  to  see  the  Bill  printed  with  the  . 
Amendments,  and  they  were  thus  exposed 
to  the  risk  of  billing  into  serious  mistakes.  > 

Loan  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  thought 
they  were  perfectly  qualified  to  consider 
the  proposed  Amendment 

Lonn  REDESDALE  said,  he  would  not 
press  his  objection  to  the  BiU;  but  he 
would  suggest  that  its  operation  should  be 
limited  to  a  period  of  two  years. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Clauses  1  to  l^agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Justices  of  the  Peace  to  grant 


Eaul  GRAeryiLLE  moved  that  the 
clause  be  omitted  from  the  BilL 

The  HABannss  of  CLANRICARDE 
refused  to  assent  to  the  Amendment.  If 
it  were  struck  out  now,  he  should  move  to 
re-insert  it  oa  the  Report. 

The  Babl  op  DONOUGHMORE  said,  : 
that  the  police  had  refused  to  exercise  the  * 
power  of  granting  the  licences  which  the  > 
Act  of  last  year  gave  them  in  temporary 
cases.    He  therefore  could  not  see  why 
the  power  should  not  be  left  in  the  hands 
of  the  old  constituted  authorities,  the  juar 
tices  of  the  peaces  who  are  more  likely  to 
exercise  thmr  powers  beneficially  to  the 
public.    It  would  be  a  mockery  to  give 
it  to  the  police,  who  were  determined  not 
to  exercise  it  at  all. 

Eabl  grey  said,  that  the  House 
should  not  .pass  the  BiU  hastily  through 
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Committee;  they  ihonldooBiider  the  mea- 
sure oarefoUy,  and  make  any  AmendmentB 
they  thought  it  required,  deliberately. 
He  ahoald  certainly  object  to  omit  the 
elauie  now  if  they  were  to  hare  it  dia- 
ODDflod  on  the  Seport* 

The  Eael  of  MALUESBUBY  thought 
the  police  were  not  fair  judgee  in  anch  a 
matter^  aeeing  that  the  opening  of  these 
bouses  of  refreshment  would  giro  them 
more  work. 

LoED  CHELUSFOBD  said,  there  wasa 
olause  in  the  Publio-hoose  Closing  Act 
which  already  gave  the  police  the  power 
oif  granting  licences  for  special  occasions ; 
but  it  was  held  that  that  power  did  not 
extend  to  the  issuing  of  licences  to  mar- 
ket houses  opened  regularly  at  untimely 
hours. 

Thb  Eabl  of  H  ALHESBUBT  said,  that 
the  reason  why  the  police  oljected  to  ex* 
eroise  the  poww  might  be  that  their  work 
would  be  increased  by  the  opening  of 
public-houses. 

Lord  CHELMSFOBD  said,  that  by  the 
Act  of  last  year  the  police  were  authorised 
to  grant  licences  for  the  opening  of  public* 
houses  on  particular  oeeasions  with  the 
sanotica  of  the  Secretary  of  State;  but 
that  power  had  been  held  not  to  extend  to 
granting  lieences  to  houses  that  required 
to  be  regularly  opened,  such  as  those 
which  were  required  for  the  couTenience 
of  market  people  and  compositors.  This 
Bill  had  consequently  become  necessary. 

Eabl  D£  6BET  avd  BIPON^said,  tiie 
police  were  justified  in  refusing  to  apply 
to  general  oases  an  Act  which  was  in- 
tended to  apply  to  special  cases  only.  If 
thb  Bill  passed,  howerer,  it  would  remove 
that  objection;  and  the  police  seemed  to 
him  a  safer  body  to  be  entrusted  with  this 
power  than  two  justices  of  the  peace,  as 
propcMMd  by  the  5th  clause.  He  suggested 
that  it  would  not  be  discceet  to  make  an 
alteration  in  the  system  established  by  the 
Act  of  last  year  until  it  hod  had  further 
trial  A  case,  no  doubt,  had  been  made 
out  (m  behalf  of  compositors  and  others 
employed  at  very  late  or  yery  early  hours, 
but  that  was  no  reason  whv  this  power 
should  be  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
police;  and  he  should  resbt  any  attempt 
to  reinstate  the  danse. 

Tn  M^aaxjEss  ov  CLANBICABDB 
said,  that  a  division  had  been  taken  upon 
this  point  in  the  other  House,  and  that  the 
House,  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  Cb- 
vemment,  decided  that  the  power  should 
be  confided  to  the  justices  of  the  peace. 
If  the  clause  were  now  struck  out  he 
JSarl  Qrey  ' 


should  move  Us  re-insertion  on  a  fotoi9 
occasion. 

Clause  nya/Hwf. 

Other  clauses  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made ;  the  Bepsrt  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Tuesday  next,  and  BiU 
to  be  printed  as  amended.    (So.  151.) 

PABTNEESHIP  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(no.  123.)     aSCOHD  BKlDnO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bssding 
read. 

Lord  STANLEY  ot  ALDEBLETi  m 
moving  the  second  reading  of  this  BID, 
observed  that  its  main  object  was  to  en- 
able persons  to  lend  money  to  traders  and 
receive  a  share  of  nroftts  without  render* 
in|^  themselves  liabto  to  the  law  of  I»^toe^ 
ship.     Aocording  to  the  law  as  it  now 
stood*  a  person  might  lend  money  to  anj 
extent  to  a  trader  and  receive  interest  to 
any  extent  without  being  constituted  a 
pi^er  or  rendering  himself  liable  to  tbe 
engagements  of  the  trader  if  he  became 
bankrupt ;  but  if  he  lent  monev  on  the 
condition  of  receiving  a  share  of  the  profits 
he  became  liable  to  all  the  engagements 
contracted  by  the  trader,  and  subject  to  all 
the  conditions  of  partnership.  Heconldsee 
no  good  reason  for  the  distinction  between 
these  two  sets  of  money-lenders,  or  wby 
they  should  be  treated  in  a  diflferent  man-   I 
ner.    Since  1855  the  principle  of  limited    | 
liahilitv  had  been  very  generally  applied 
to  all  larffc  undertakings  in  the  ooontrji 
and  it  had  been  complained  that  they  bad 
thereby  conferred  an  advantage  on  partner- 
ships of  more  than  six  partners  over  &e 
private  trader.  This  Bill  might,  therefore, 
oe  considered   as  a  complement  to  the 
Limited  Liability  Acts  by  placing  private 
traders  on  the  same  footing  with  the  great 
companies.    In  this  respect  the  private 
trader  would  receive  a  great  advanta^ 
and  at  the  same  time  ne  thought  toe 
creditor  would  derive  greater  security  than 
he  obtained  at  present.    Besides  enabling 
a  person  lending  money  to  obtain  a  share 
of  profits,  the  Bill  proposed  to  allow  a 
widower  child  of  a  deceased  partner  to 
receive  a  share  of  nrofits  without  becoming 
a  partner,  which  tney  could  not  do  at  pre- 
sent without  rendering  themselves  liable 
to  the  debts  of  the  concern.    It  would 
also  enable  a  trader  to  give  a  derk  or  ser- 
vant a  share  of  profits  as  a  part  of  or  in 
addition  to  a  saliuy  without  making  him  a 
partner.    I^is  would  operate  as  an  addi- 
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tional  mdacement  to  tbe  olerk  or  •errant 
to  exert  himself  in  the  saooenful  proseou- 
tion  of  the  basiness.  These  propositioas 
constitated  a  measure  which  he  belioTed 
vould  be  found  most  useful  to  manj  honest 
and  struggling  traders^  and  to  the  publio 
at  laigOi  and  one  which  he  trusted  their 
Iiordships  would  not  refuse  to  pass. 

Koved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*. 
-^lord  Stanhy  o/Alderley.) 

loin  St.  LEONABDS  eonsidered  this 
the  most  impcuctant  lawin  refiurenoe  to  the 
law  of  debtor  and  creditor  that  had  ever 
beea  presented  to  their  Lordships  for  eon- 
ndeoratioD.  The  prindplee  whioh  regulated 
fhe  obligatioDa  of  partnership  were  well 
known.  It  was  a  perfSectly  established 
doctrine  that  if  a  man  took  the  profits  of 
business  he  must  be  content  to  take  the 
losses  too.  This  law  had  led  to  the 
flourishing  state  of  the  country.  If  a  man 
entered  into  trade  he  did  so  with  a  view 
to  profit  He  gave  to  that  trade  the  whole 
eneigy  of  his  mind,  his  time,  thoughts, 
and  gmius.  It  was  on  this  foundation, 
the  individual  exertion  of  every  man,  tiiat 
the  nrosperity  of  the  ooun^  rested.  But 
by  this  Bill  the  capitalist,  instead  of  going 
into  business  and  taking  upon  himself  its 
eares  and  labours,  woiSd  skulk  behind 
•ome  one  else  and  escape  all  liability  while 
receiving  the  return  fi>r  his  capital  from 
the  gains  of  the  business.  His  noble  Priend 
Mid  that  that  measure  was  a  sort  of  set 
off  to  limited  liability;  but  limited  lia- 
bility was  a  danrarous  thing,  which  had 
ahready  much  altered  the  character  of 
trading  in  thia  oountiy.  It  was  greatly 
to  be  desired  that  the  Government  would 
take  a  comprehensive  and  statesmanlike 
▼iew  of  the  whole  matter,  and  consider 
the  general  operations  of  all  these  limited 
oompanies,  instead  of  asking  their  Lord- 
ihips  to  deal  with  these  measures  piece- 
vmL  and  one  by  one.  Mortgage  deben- 
tares  would  be  floated  in  millions  by  these 
companies,  and  was  it  to  be  supposed  that 
Szdiequer  Bills  could  hold  their  ground 
agaiinst  them?  It  would  be  most  mis- 
chievous to  encourage  partnerships  in 
which  men  with  a  certain  capital  could 
sweep  away  the  lion's  share  of  the  profits 
without  incurring  any  risk  or  performing 
tt^  hbour.  Wholesale  traders  took  great 
pains  to  asoertain  the  solvency  of  retail 
traders,  but  a  man's  name  might  be  over 
his  shop  door  with  nothing  to  indicate  that 
ho  was  not  the  master,  whilst  in  fact  a 
la^ge  portiim  of  the  profit  might  belong, 
^°^  a  private  arrangamenti  to  some  other 


person.  On  the  other  hand,  the  shop* 
keeper  himself,  when  he  calculated  hia 
savings,  would  feel  deeply  hia  having  to 
aooount  to  his  sleeping  partner  for  a 
large  portion  of  them.  These  loana 
stood  upon  a  difierent  footing,  l^ey,  to 
be  effective  to  the  lender,  could  not  be 
oonoealed,  and  the  borrower  is  stiU  the 
master  of  his  own  trade.  If  an  excessive 
rate  of  intereat  were  taken,  it  would  pro* 
bably  in  the  end  lead  to  the  ruin  of  both 
lender  and  borrows.  By  this  Bill,  if  a 
man  sold  his  business  and  reserved  to 
himself  the  profits  of  half,  he  would  not 
share  half  the  liability,  as  he  ought  in 
fEomess  to  do,  but  would  esoape  alto- 
gether; while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  he 
retained  the  whole  business  in  his  own 
hands,  he  would  be  liable  for  tiie  whole  of 
the  risks  of  the  concern.  That  was  some- 
thing  so  monstrous  that  the  very  states 
ment  of  it  ought  to  make  their  Lordships 
hesitate  in  assenting  to  the  seoond  reading 
of  that  measure.  A  more  dangerous  blow 
oould  not  be  struck  at  the  trading  credit 
of  the  country  than  would  be  inflicted  1^ 
such  a  Bill. 

LoBD  OBANWORTH  said,  the  Bill 
simply  enabled  a  person  to  borrow  from 
another  a  eeriain  sum  of  money  on  certain 
conditions.  Who  did  the  present  law  pro* 
teot— -the  lender  or  the  borrower?  Kot 
the  borrower,  for  at  preaent  one  man 
might  borrow  aikl  anottier  lend  a  sum  of 
money  at  an  interest  of  6,  10,  or  15  per 
cent,  or  on  any  other  terms  that  might  be 
agreed  between  them.  The  nc^le  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  St.  Leonards) 
seemed  to  think,  however,  that  this  mea« 
sure  would  operate  hardly  on  the  creditor; 
but  the  creditor's  remedy  would  not  really 
be  affected  by  it;  it  would  remain  as  it 
was  before.  If  the  ereditor  reoov^ed  a 
judgment  against  the  partnership  he  eould 
take  the  p^*hier^p  assets.  Unless  this 
Bill,  or  a  Bill  of  a  similar  description, 
were  passed,  a  very  grievous  injury  would 
be  inflicted  on  privato  traders,  who  had  to 
compete  with  e<Hnpanies  now  having  the 
ben^t  of  limited  liability. 

LoBD  WENSLEYDALE  was  under- 
stood to  say  he  had  no  objectioB  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  provided  certain  al* 
terations  were  made  in  some  of  its  clauses. 
His  proposed  Amendments  would  have 
destroyed  the  Bill. 

Thk  LOBD  OHANCELLOB  said,  he 
should  be  sorry  if  t^e  able  arguments  €ft 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  whioh,  in 
common  with  the  majority  of  the  House, 
he  had  net  had  ttie  good  fortune  to  hear 
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with  snffioient  distinotaeM,  indooed  any  of 
their  Lordships  to  yote  against  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  which  had  heen  in- 
troduced for  the  purpose  of  freeing  the 
law  of  partnership  &om  an  anomaly 
founded  upon  an  erroneous  decision  pro- 
nounced many  years  ago,  and  which  had 
led  to  the  most  mischievoiis  consequences. 
It  was  a  principle  of  almost  every  system 
of  jurisprudence  that  partnership  depend- 
ed on  tiie  conduct  and  intention  of  the 
parties,  and  that  where  there  was  a  con- 
tract and  agreement  between  the  parties 
the  law  should  declare  the  existence  of  a 
partnership,  but  that  where  there  was  no 
such  contract  and  agreement  the  law 
should  not  foroe  a  partnership  upon  par- 
ties. There  was  one  exception — ^where 
the  parties  had  held  themselves  out  to  the 
pubHc  to  be  partners,  tiie  law  held  them 
to  be  partners,  whether  they  had  con- 
tracted to  be  so  or  not.  But  the  principle 
of  the  law  of  England,  as  construed  by 
a  decision  given  nearly  100  years  ago, 
went  to  the  extent  of  declaring  that  in 
any  case  where  individuals  shared  the 
profits  of  an  undertaking  they  should  be 
partners  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  notwith- 
standing any  agreement  to  the  contrary 
which  ^ey  might  have  entered  into  among 
themselves.  This  was  in  consequence  of 
an  imported  contract  under  which  a  person 
receiving  in  any  form  any  portion  of  the 
profits  was  held  to  be  liable  to  his  last 
shilling.  Such  was  the  extraordinary  rule 
of  law  to  which  the  patience  of  the  Eng- 
lish people  had  submitted  so  long,  solely 
from  reverence  for  what  was  hallowed  by 
ancient  precedent.  That  principle  was  a 
most  unjust  one,  and  it  was  repugnant  to 
the  principles  of  English  law.  It  had, 
however,  taken  its  rise  from  the  natural 
tendency  of  our  courts  to  give  validity  to 
a  contiact  if  they  could  possibly  do  so. 
A  case  came  before  Lord  Mcmsfield  in 
which  he  found  he  could  not  do  so  in  con- 
sequence of  the  very  lai^e  rate  of  interest 
which  would  have  rendered  the  contract 
void  under  the  then  existing  usury  laws. 
In  order,  therefore,  to  uphold  the  agree- 
ment between  the  parties.  Lord  ManS&eld 
ruled  that  it  should  be  upheld  as  a  part' 
nership.  By  general  consent  the  usury 
laws,  the  parent  of  the  principle  of  part- 
nership against  which  this  Bill  was  direct- 
ed, had  been  done  away»  and  it  was  time 
now  to  get  rid  of  their  mischievous  off- 
spring. In  other  oases  the  law  of  Eng- 
land had  taken  great  care  to  prevent  fraud. 
If  a  man  handed  over  money  or  goods  to  a 
trader,  that  money  or  those  goods  were 
The  Lord  Chancellor 


liable  to  the  trader's  creditor;  but  that 
was  a  very  different  thing  from  makiDg  « 
man  liable  to  not  only  the  full  amomit 
which  he  had  lent  to  a  trader,  but  to  ihd 
last  farthing  which  he  possessed  in  the 
world.    Under  the  ruling  of  Lord  Man^^ 
field,  acted  on  by  the  Judges,  the  law  in- 
vented a  contract  which  did  not  e3dBt,  and 
then  made  the  parties  to  that  supposed  oon- 
tract  liable  for  the  fulfilment  of  engage* 
ments  which  they  had  never  intended  to 
undertake.    The  ratio  decidendi  was  com- 
pressed in  a  judgment  given  in  1784: 
it  was  in  the  case  of  ''  Grace  r.  Snuth." 
The  Lord   Chief  Justice  said  the  only 
question  was   what  constituted  a  secret 
partnership :  every  man  who  had  a  share 
of  the  profits  of  trade  ought  to  bear  his 
share  of  the  loss,  and  if  any  one  took  a 
part  of  the  profits  he  took  a  part  of  the 
fund  on  which  the  creditor  trader  relied 
for  payment    Kow,  in  the  present  daj) 
the  absurdity  of  this  was  obvious  to  a 
child  in  a  national  school^  for  he  woold 
know  enough  political  economy  to  under- 
stand that  the  profit  or  loss  was  realized 
after  the  creditors  had  been  paid.    Nor 
could  fraud,  arise ;  the  law  of  England  had 
taken  care   to  prevent   fraud.     If  one 
man  handed  over  his  money  or  his  goods 
by  way  of  loan  to  a  trader,  so  ihat  he 
had  the  visible  possession  of  the  money  or 
the  goods,  the  creditor  of  the  trader  had 
a  right  to  seize  the  goods  or  money  so 
handed  over.    But  to  show  the  erroneons 
principles  to  which  the  present  state  of 
the  law  gave  rise  he  would  read  part  of  a 
judgment  of  the  noble  and  learned  Ix)rd 
(Lord  Wendeydale)  in  which  he  laid  down 
that  the  person  who  shared  the  gross  profits 
was  not  a  partner ;  and  the  person  who 
shared  the  net  profttis  was  a  partner.  Such 
was  the  ofibpring  of  the  old  erroneons 
principle  which  was  about  to  be  swept 
away.     If  this  distinction  was  read  to 
any  City  man,  he  would  toss  up  his  head, 
and  ask  what  was  the  difference  between 
gross  profits  and  net  profits.  But  there  wsi 
another  absurdity.    Now,  where  was  tiie 
difference  between  the  two  cases  ?    Agaio* 
if  a  person  in  trade  said  to  his  clerk  "I 
shall  give  you  £500,  which  you  shall  take 
out  of  the  profits,"  the  clerk  at  onoe  be- 
came a  partner;  but  if  the  employe  Bai^ 
to  him  •*  I  shall  give  you  £500  a  year  it 
I  make  £1,000,"  not  adding  words  stating 
that  the  £500  was  to  come  out  of  profitSi 
the  clerk  was  not  a  partner.    Such  were 
the  artifices  which  lawyOTs  were  obliged 
to  make  use  of  in   order   to  apply  this 
principle  of  partnership.  They  were  ob" 
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to  go  ronnd  and  traverse  and  make  use  of 
Bubtle  distinctions,  which  brought  the  law 
into  contempt,  because  it  put  it  at  variance 
with   the   common    sense    of   mankind. 
Trade  contracts  ought  not  to  depend  on 
subtle  distinctions,  or   what   was  called 
"Judge-made  law,"   but  on  the  whole- 
some and  well-established  principles  of  the 
lav  of  England.    The  object  of  this  Bill 
was  to  remove  an  objectionable  exception. 
It  was  a  Bill  of  great  importance  to  the 
community,  for,  if  there  were  one  principle 
better  established  in  reason  and  common 
sense  than   another,    it  was  that  trade 
should  be  free ;  that  mercantile  contracts 
should  be  free ;  that  those  contracts,  as  far 
as  they  possibly  could  be,  should  be  con* 
Btnied  in  accordance  with  the  intentions 
of  the  parties ;  that  they  should  be  up- 
held by  law,  and  take  effect  just  as  they 
had  been  intended  to  take  effect.     The 
principle  which  this  Bill  would  put  an 
end  to  had  a  very  injurious  operation  as 
regarded  enconragement  to  industry  and 
talent    A  man  might  be  willing  to  en- 
courage industry  or  talent  by  an  advance 
of  £1,000  or  £6,000  towards  a  doubtful 
enterprize;  but  he  was  unable  to  do  6o 
because  of  the  frightful  consequences  of 
those  decisions   staring  him  in  the  fieu^e. 
He  thought  it  was  time  to  declare  that  the 
hw  of  partnership  should  be  of  a  more 
liberal  character  and  more  in  accordance 
with  the  English  law  generally.     It  had 
been  the  policy  of  our  laws  to  make  trade 
in  land  free,  because  it  had  been  deter- 
mined that  property  should  not  be  locked 
up  for  longer  than  a  particular  time.  The 
general  policy  of  our  law  was  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  of  political  economy, 
but  the  partnership  law  as  it  existed  in 
Tirtue  of  judicial  decisions  was  an  excep- 
tion.   He   trusted  that  their  Lordships 
would  give  their  countenance  to  a  Bill 
which  was  wise  and  prudent  in  its  design, 
and  which  would  be  of  great  advantage 
to  the  mercantile  and  commercial  interests 
of  the  country.    He  believed  that  many 
of  the  social  difficulties  which  now  ex- 
isted between   employers    and  employed 
would  probably  be  removed  by  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bill.  There  were  many  classes 
of  intelligent    workmen  whom  wise  em- 
ployers wonld  desire  to  bind  to  a  concern 
by  pTtng  them  an  interest  in  its  welfare, 
and  malmig  their  remuneration  depend  on 
its  success.    That  could  not  now  be  done, 
but  if  this  Bill  were  passed,  it  would  be 
ponible  to  establish  such  a  binding  tie  as 
this  between  employers  and  employed.   If 
that  were  the  result  ct  the  measure,  he 
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was  sure  that  their  Lordships  would  agree 
that  a  more  beneficial  and  wholesome 
measure  could  not  be  introduced  into 
Parliament. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

ANTI-SLAVEBT  SOCIETY— PETITION. 
LoED  BROUGHAM  presented  a  petition 
from  the  Anti-Slavery  Society  and  said, 
that  the  Aberdeen  Act  had  prored  most 
offensive  to  the  Government  and  the  people 
of  Brazil,  and  had  prevented  all  the  steps 
taken  by  the  friends  of  the  emancipation 
of  slaves;  that  it  had  been  most  reluctantly 
passed  in  1845  by  the  Lords  who  felt  its 
extreme  rigour;  and  that  it  was  only 
agreed  to  by  their  Lordships  on  occount  of 
the  necessity  of  strong  measures  to  sup- 
press the  slave  trade.  But  that  Lord  Aber- 
deen had,  both  in  Parliament,  and  in  a 
written  and  formal  communication  to  the 
Brazilian  Government,  pledged  himself  that 
it  should  be  repealed  if  either  the  slave 
trade  was  extinguished,  or  the  Brazil  Go- 
vernment renewed  the  Treaty  of  1826. 
Now  the  slave  trade  had  entirely  ceased  and 
after  thirteen  years  experience  there  was 
not  the  least  chance  of  its  being  renewed. 
All  the  authorities  were  against  it,  the  Em« 
peror  himself  most  decidedly  for  its  extinc- 
tion, and  all  his  Ministers  as  well  as  the 
people  generally,  us  the  results  of  the  elec- 
tion proved.  Therefore  the  pledge  given 
ought  to  be  redeemed  by  the  repeal  of  this 
Act  which  seriously  affected  all  the  efforts 
by  the  Society  and  others  in  obtaining 
Negro  Emancipation,  and  was  most  hurt- 
ful to  the  great  and  valuable  trade  of  this 
country  and  Brazil.  The  petition  was,  by 
the  Rules  of  the  House,  only  received  as 
that  of  the  persons  signing  it— these  were 
headed  by  the  highly  respectable  President 
of  the  Society,  Mr.  8.  Gurney,  on  behalf  of 
the  Committee. 

House  Adjourned  at  Eight  o'clock, 

till  Thursdaj  next,  balf-paii 

Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
.Tuesday,  June  13, 1865. 

MINUTES.]— Sblict  Committke— On  Expiring 
Lavs  appointed  and  nominated.  (List  ofCom-^ 
miUee,^ 

PuBUO  BiLL»— /2e«o(u<UMu  in  Comait^etfe— Record 
of  Title  (Ireland) [Stamps]*;  Pier  and  Har- 
boor  Orders  Confirmation  • ;  Fortifications  and 
Works.* 
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Ordered  —  Local  GoremoieDt  Supplemental 
(No.5)»;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orden  Confir* 
mation*;  Ulrter  Canal  Transfer.* 

Firit  Reading  —  Local  GoTemmeot  Supple- 
mental (No.  fi)*[2(Wn;  Pier  and  Harbour 
Orden  Confirmation  (No.  3)  •  [210] ;  Ulster 
Canal  Transfer  <»  [211]; 

Second  lUadinff-^  ThtB^m^  ^  [64];  Kings- 
town Harbour  •[185]. 

Cbmmt(e0tf— Greenwich  Hospital  [ITV]. 

Report -^  Greenwich  Hoeptftal  [179] ;  NaT/  and 
Marines  (WiUs)*[188t;  Nayy  and  Marias 
(Property  of  Deceased)  •  [189] ;  Naral  and 
Marine  Pay  and  Pensions  *  [1901;  Colonial 
Uws  Validitj  •  [183];  Colonial  Marriages 
Validitj*[184]. 

Comidered  at  orMnded  —  Lunatis  Asjhim  Act 
(1858),  Ao.  Amendment*  [196]. 

TMrd  Readinff^l^riBow  [141]. 

The  House  met  at  TwelTO  ef  the  clock. 


PRISONS  BILL-[Biu.  141.] 
THIBD  SBADINa. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mb.  NE  ate  said,  he  hoped  he  ehould 
be  allowed  to  urge  againet  this  measure 
those  objections  which  he  had  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  offering  before.  He  object- 
ed to  the  Bill,  in  the  first  place,  becaase 
be  deemed  it  to  be  an  unnecessarj  con- 
tinuance of  a  bad  system  ;  and  secondly, 
because  it  delegated  important  duties  to 
persons  not  the  best  qualified  to  perform 
them.  The  measure  he  thought  was  wrong 
in  principle.  The  custody  of  prisoners 
was  an  Imperial  duty,  which  did  not  t>ro- 
perl?  belong  to  the  magistrates.  Howerer 
skilfallv  prepared  were  the  prorisions  of 
the  Bill,  he  considered  that  the  matters  of 
which  they  treated  were,  matters  rather  of 
administration  than  of  legislation.  An- 
other grare  objection  to  the  Bill  was  the 
appointment  of  GoTernors  to  gaols,  which 
under  this  system  was  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  magistrates.  He  had  had  many  com- 
munications with  OoTcrnors  of  prisons,  and 
they  all  expressed  their  dissatisfaction  with 
such  an  arrangement*  Another  great  objec- 
tion he  had  to  the  Bill  was  its  increased 
sererity  ;  be  thought  it  a  great  stain  on 
the  legislation  of  the  country  that  we 
should  be  employing  prison  labour  on  un- 
productive works.  In  aU  other  countries, 
and  in  all  ages,  the  labour  of  prisoners, 
howeyer  distasteful  and  disgustmg  in  its 
character,  was  applied  to  some  useful  end. 
Labour  for  the  mere  sake  of  punishment 
was  a  form  of  torture.  [An  hon.  Membir  : 
The  treadmill]  The  original  purpose  of 
the  treadmill  was  that  the  labour  which  it 
provided  should  be  productiye.     He  had 


recently  paid  a  visit  to  a  French  prisoD, 
where  prisoners  were  confined  nnder  mb- 
tences  simihir  to  our  own — periods  of  ooe 
to  seven  years.    There  was  no  solitary  or 
separate  confinement ;  the  diet  was  lilk 
of  brown  bread  per  diem,  a  pint  of  good 
soup  of  carrots  and  other  vegetables  tieq 
day,  and  with  meat  on  Sunday.  ^  The  pri- 
soners were  employed  in  productive  Isboor, 
and  were  permitted   one  quarter  of  thotr 
earnings  day  by  day,  on  the  purcbswof 
some  Itttle  indulgence,  amounting  to  sboni 
2c2.,  receiving  another  fourth  on  lesrisg 
the  prison.     Prisoners  worked  tegetbor, 
and  took  ibeir  meals  in  common ;  but  no 
conversation  was  allowed.    Thepriionen 
did  not  sleep  separately,  but  the  monitoriil 
system  waa  employed  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  order  during  the  night— one  pri- 
soner of  better  conduct  than  the  rest  wii 
placed  over  a  cell  in  which  several  slept; 
and  of  course  the  warders  paid  freqaeat 
visits.    The  prisoners  had  also  the  liberty 
of  seeing  their  friends  three  times  a  week. 
This  might  to  some  seem  ridiculous  lenitj. 
It  might  be  said  that  we  were  fitter  to  give 
lessons  to  the  French  than   the  Freoeh 
were  to  teach  the  English  ;   bat,  in  bii 
opinion,  it  was  more  desirable  to  moje 
towards  lenity  than  towards  severity.    Wo 
professed  to  be  the  moat  Christian,  the 
most  religious,  the  most  moral,  and  tbe 
most  prosperous  community  in  the  world ; 
yet  while  other  nations  were  steadily  p«r- 
suinff  a  more  humane  and  gentle  Bpi^^i 
eur  legislation   was  characterised  of  Iste 
years  by  a  return  to  greater  severity  of  p»ii 


Bill  read  3^  ^ni  passed. 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  (re-committed) 
BlLI^BitL  17».]— COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  19,  inclusive,  agreed  io. 

Clause  20  (Government  of  Hospiul,  Ac.) 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  the  Comniltee 
having  now  disposed  of  tiiat  portion  of  tw 
Bill  which  related  to  pensions,  he  deairea 
to  express  his  satisfaction  that  the  rigb|i 
of  merohaot  seamen  to  participste  lo 
the  benefit  of  the  funds  accumulated 
for  the  Hospital  had  been  reoegnis^ 
by  the  Admiralty;  but,  as  there  might  be 
some  doubt  still  existing  upon  this  point 
from  the  wording  ef  the  BUI,  he  thougbt 
it  desirable  thai  a  declaratory  claitfs 
should   be   inserted,    to  show  that  (be 
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Greenwieli  Hoepital  Tras  for  tbo  benefit  of 
tlie  merohaDt  nMuriae  «8  well  m  of  the 
Rojal  T^^yj*  or  that  the  House  should 
have  some  distbct  understanding  from  the 
Admiralty  that  they  were  not  going  to 
maintain  Greenwich  Hospital  for  exclu* 
sirely  Admiralty  purposes.    It  had  now 
beeome  necessary  that  the  hospital  ship, 
the  JheadfumgMt  should   be  oone  away 
with,  and  accommodation  obtained  in  some 
conrenient  place  on  shore.    To  effect  this 
objeet  a  snm  of  £660,000  woold  be  neces* 
sary*  which  was  a  larse  amount  to  raise 
for  a  class  whose  rdations  and  friends 
were  limited  to  the  shore  of  any  particular 
country.      In  former  times  the  Hospital 
was  recognized  as  a  public  charity,  and  it 
was  entitled  to  receire  all  the  waifs  and 
strsLjB  of  the  commercial  senrice,  such  as 
the  unclaimed  property  ci  dead  seamen ; 
bity  for  the  saae  of  public  couTenience, 
this  waa  afterwards  yielded  up  to  the  Board 
of  Trade,  with  the  promise  that  an  equi- 
valent should  be  given  from  a  fund  raised 
by  a  r^fistration  of  tickets;  but  the  Board 
of  Tra^  shortly  afterwaids  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  was  very  desirable  te 
abolish    this    system    of  registration    of 
tickets,  and  the  Hospital  lost  the  whole  of 
the  equivalent  which  it  was  to  receire. 
The  Admiralty  were  about  to  empty  to  a 
huge  extent  we  Greenwich  Hospital,  and 
if  not  converted  to  some  more  appropriate 
purpoee  soon,  he  should  not  be  surprised 
to  nnd  the  building  turned  into  comfortable 
residences  for  officers  of  the  navy.     He 
thought  »  portion  of  the  building  should 
be  set  apstrt  for  the  reception  of  merchant 
seamen  auffering  from  the  various  diseases 
to  which   they  were  subject,  and  this  ar- 
rangement, he  believea,  would  result  in 
great  benefit  to  the  navy,  as  well  as  to  the 
public  generally.   He  concluded  by  moving 
Clause  20,  after  the  word  "schools,"  to 
insert  the  words,  "whether  belonging  to 
the  Royal  Navy  or  otherwise  employed  in 
any  service  afloat." 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  ask  his 
hoQ.  Friend  not  to  press  for  the  insertion 
of  these  words,  because  they  would  be 
njsmdentood,  and  would  really  add  no- 
thing to  what  Government  meant  in  the 
existhij^  words,  which  were  almost  identi- 
esL  9n  some  of  the  points  mentioned  by 
the  hoB.  Member,  there  was  little  to  say. 
One  of  these  waa  how  far  Greenwich 
HoopHal  was  originally  intended  for  this 
or  that  class  of  seamen ;  and  this  could 
only  be  settled  by  documents  of  the  reign 
of  Queen  Ajme.  One  thing,  however,  was 
eertaki — that  merchant  seamen  had  not 


for  120  years  past  anv  rights  in  the 
Hospital,  unless  wounded  in  action  with 
an  enemy  or  with  pirates.  The  Admiralty 
had  no  intention  to  depart  from  the  prin- 
ciplea  which  they  had  formerly  adopted 
as  to  the  admissions  into  Greenwich 
Hospital ;  and  with  respect  to  schools, 
there  was  no  intention  to  alter  the  course 
hitherto  followed,  and  by  which,  under 
certain  circumstances,  children  of  seamen 
belonging  to  the  merchant  service  had  a 
right  to  the  school. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  asked,  whether  the 
members  of  the  Naval  Reserve  had  aright 
of  admission  into  the  Hospital  f 

Mr.  CHILDBRS  :  They  have  a  right 
of  admission — it  is  expressly  reserved  to 
them.  -With  reference  to  the  use  of  any 
part  of  the  building  for  sick  merchant  sea- 
men, he  could  only  say  there  was  nothing 
in  the  Bill  which  would  prevent  the  Ad- 
miralty lending  a  portion  of  the  building  for 
the  purposes  of  an  hospital  in  lieu  of  the 
Dreadrumaht.  He  used  the  word  "  lend  ** 
advisedly,  oecause  in  time  of  war  it  would 
be  undesirable  to  deprive  the  navy  of  any 
space  in  the  Hospital  which  might  be 
wanted  after  a  naval  engagement.  There 
were  two  sides  to  the  question  with  reference 
to  the  granting  of  Greenwich  Hospital  for 
the  use  of  the  merchant  service.  It  might 
be  very  charitaUe  and  considerate  in  the 
Government  to  give  that  service  some  ad- 
vantage in  connection  with  the  institution  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  must  be  taken  into 
consideration  how  far  the  resources  of  pri- 
vate charity  would  be  curtailed  by  the  fact 
of  this  Government  aid.  The  Governors  of 
the  DreadnougtU  hospital  would,  therefore, 
do  well  to  see  how  far  their  support  from 
private  resources  would  be  aflfected  by  its 
becoming  known  that  they  were  receiving 
assistance  from  the  public  funds.  He  was 
afraid  there  were  many  of  those  by  whom 
the  charity  was  now  supported  wlio  might 
say,  '*  Government  have  taken  charge  of 
the  institution,  and  there  is  no  necessity 
for  continuing  our  donations.''  The  ad- 
mission of  these  patients  into  Greenwich 
Hospital  was  a  question  which  the  Admi- 
ralty might  fairly  consider  when  it  came 
before  them.  There  was  no  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  Admiralty  to  take  away 
any  of  the  rights  which  the  merchant  sea- 
men now  possessed. 

Mr.  ATRTON  said,  after  the  distinct 
statement  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
thought  it  would  be  unnecessary  to  press 
the  mtroductioQ  of  the  words  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  He  therefore  withdrew 
the  Amendment. 
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Admiral  WALCOTT  concurred  in  what 
bad  fallen  from  the  bon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Childers)  as  to  the  difficulties  which  would 
attend  the  admission  of  merchant  seamen 
into  the  Greenwich  Hospital. 

Amendment  wUhdravm. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  21  to  42,  inclusire,  agreed  to. 

Clause  43  (Derises,  &c.,  for  Hospital.) 

Mb.  LIDDELL  said,  he  trusted  the 
Committee  would  excuse  him  if  he  ad- 
Terted  to  a  matter  that  was  personal^  to 
himself.  He  had  to  complain  of  some  im- 
prfect  reporting  of  the  obserrations  which 
he  had  made  on  a  former  occasion  in  re- 
lation to  this  Bill.  He  was  the  more 
anxious  to  explain,  inasmuch  as  the  Be- 
port  to  which  he  had  alluded  had  occa- 
sioned some  pain  and  dissatisfaction  to  the 
naval  chaplains.  Now,  he  wished  to  guard 
himself  from  being  supposed  to  Utter  any 
reproach  against  a  class  of  gentlemen  who, 
he  belicTed,  discharged  their  duties  in  a 
manner  most  creditable  to  themselves  and 
advantageous  to  their  respective  cures. 
He  had  simply  viewed  the  question  in  the 
abstract,  and  observed  that  a  man  who  had 
passed  a  great  portion  of  his  life  at  sea 
was  not,  in  his  opinion,  the  most  compe- 
tent person  to  discharge  important  clerical 
duties  on  shore. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  much  better  to  give 
these  officers  a  retiring  allowance  than 
appoint  them  to  livings  in  the  country. 
But  he,  at  the  same  time,  wished  to  say 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  used  on  the 
previous  occasion  no  words  which  could 
cause  pain  to  the  present  incumbents. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  45  to  50,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  51  (Repayment  to  Consolidated 
Fund.) 

Mr.  LIDDELL  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  in  line  31,  from  "re- 
lates "  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  his  object 
being  to  guard  against  any  attempt  of  the 
Treasury  to  lay  its  hands  upon  the  funds 
belonging  to  the  Hospital. 

Mr.  childers  said,  it  was  only  fair 
that  the  Bill  which  offered  inducements 
to  the  inmates  to  go  out  of  the  Hospital, 
thus  creating  a  charge  upon  the  grants  of 
Parliament,  should  transfer  this  extra 
charge  to  the  Hospital  funds. 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALK  said,  he  could 
not  see  the  justice    of  the  arrangement, 
nor  yet  the  advantage  of  it.     The  induce- 
ments given  to  live  out  of  the  Hospital 
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should  not  be  at  the  expense  of  that  insti- 
tution, and  he  hoped  the  Admiralty  would 
re-consider  the  matter.  He  had  the  honour 
of  being  asked  to  present  a  petition  from 
the  Captains  of  Greenwich  Hospiul,  pray- 
ing the  Admiralty,  when  depriving  them  of 
their  position  in  the  Hospital,  to  restore 
them  to  that  position  in  the  active  list  of 
officers  which  they  would  have  occapied  If 
they  had  not  accepted  of  the  appointmeDt 
to  ureenwioh  Hospital.  He  heartily  con- 
curred in  the  claims  of  those  officers,  which 
he  believed  were  founded  upon  the  most 
obvious  principles  of  justice.  There  were 
three  officers  entitled  to  the  flag  if  4hej 
had  been  on  the  active  list,  and  he  hoped 
the  Admiralty  would  give  their  cases  a 
favourable  consideration. 

Admiral  WALCOTT  also  warmly  ad- 
vocated  the  claims  of  those  officers  to  he 
placed  upon  the  active  list,  and  said  he 
should  consider  it  to  be  an  act  of  the 
grossest  injustice  if  the  Admiralty  were  to 
reject  their  petition.  Those  officers  asked 
for  no  increase  of  pay,  or  pecuniary  con- 
sideration. They  only  prayed  to  be  re- 
instated in  that  honourable  rank  which  they 
had  been  induced  to  surrender  when  they 
accepted  the  appointment  in  Greenwich 
Hospital — an  appointment  which  they  at 
the  time  believed  to  be  one  for  the  whole 
of  their  lires. 

Mr.  CORRY  also  bore  testimony  to  the 
justice  of  the  claims  of  those  officers.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  one  of  those 
captains,  stating  that  inasmuch  as  com- 
manders, lieutenants,  and  others,  were 
to  be  allowed  this  boon,  he  could  not  no- 
derstand  why  the  Captains  should  be  ex- 
cluded from  participating  in  it.  With  re- 
ference to  the  case  of  Sir  James  Gordon, 
he  considered  it  only  fair  that  he^  shonld 
not  only  be  restored  to  the  active  list,  hut 
he  urged  upon  the  Admiralty  the  justice  of 
appointing  him  an  Admiral  of  the  Fleet. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Committee  had  wandered  a 
little  from  the  subject  of  the  clause  under 
consideration.  It  was  the  wish  of  the 
Admiralty  to  do  every  justice  to  these  gal- 
lant officers  alluded  to  ;  at  the  same  time 
it  must  be  remembered  that  what  they  noff 
asked  was  not  a  claim  founded  upon  justice, 
but  a  boon  of  considerable  importance. 
After  the  Act  passed  these  officers  would 
be  in  the  same  position  as  now,  except  that 
they  would  have  nothing  to  do.  When 
the  time  came  for  the  preparation  of  the 
necessary  Orders  in  Council  to  cany  the 
Act  into  effect  the  claims  of  the  officers 
would  be  considered.    On  the  real  qaes- 
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tionof  tliee1aiiBeytbeca«ewa8t1ii8.  When 
a  pensioner  went  into  the  Hospital  his  oat- 
pension  eeased  ;  when  he  left  the  Hospital 
the  pensions  reTired.  Bj  the  present  Bill, 
indacements  wonid  he  offered  to  the  in- 
pensioners  to  become  ont-pensioners,  which 
they  had  no  power  to  do  at  present ;  and 
the  result  woold  be  a  call  for  an  additional 
charge  on  the  Votes  of  the  House.  This 
additional  charge  would  be  repaid  from  the 
Hospital  fands. 

Mb.  LIDDELL  said,  that  inding  the 
feeling  of  the  Committee  was  against  him, 
he  would  give  way  ;  but  he  would  renew 
his  Motion  on  the  Report. 
Amendment  voitkdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  stated  that,  after  the 
nrision  on  the  Motion  of  his  sallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wakefield  (Sir 
John  Haj),  althongh  the  Admiralty  were 
not  prepared  to  adroit  the  clause  for  re- 
tainmg  a  Oovemor  with  the  present  power 
and  position,  they  were  prepared  to  intro- 
duce a  clause  which  would  give  power  to 
the  Admiralty  to  appoint,  after  the  death 
of  the  present  Goyemor,  an  officer,  not 
under  the  rank  of  Vice  Admiral,  as  Visitor 
and  OoTemor,  to  perform  such  duties  as 
might  be  thought  expedient,  and  he  would 
xeeeiTc  a  salary  of  £1^000  a  year.  The 
hon.  Member  moved  to  insert  a  clause  to 
that  effect. 

Ma.  LIDDELL  asked,  was  the  office  to 
be  oraamental  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  replied,  that  it  would 
be  as  nearfy  as  possible  honorary  ;  and  it 
would  not  interfere  with  the  office  of  Cap- 
tain Superintendent. 

Admouo.  WALCOTT  expressed  his 
gratification  at  this  oonoession  on  the  part 
of  the  Admiralty.  It  was  most  desirable 
that  the  Hospital  should  be  presided  over 
by  a  meritorious  and  distinguished  officer. 
It  gave  Mat  to  the  service  both  at  home 
and  abroad. 
Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 
^Ib.  COBBT  asked»  how  the  large 
range  of  buildiugs  which  would  become 
vacant  under  the  operation  of  this  Bill  were 
to  be  disposed  of  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  replied,  that  np  to  the 
present  time  no  decision  liad  been  arrived 
at  on  the  point. 

Mb.  HENLEY  wished  to  offer  his  pro- 
teat  against  the  way  in  which  this  Bill  had 
been  smuggled  tlirougb  the  House.  He 
was  in  the  House  that  morning  up  to  a 
quarter  past  two  o'clock,  and  he  had  cer- 
tainly heard  no  intimation  given  that  this 
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Bill  would  be  taken  at  a  morning  mtting 
to-day.  He  protested  against  such  a  course 
of  proceeding. 

Ma.  CHILDEES  said,  he  was  sorry 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
been  informed  of  the  iatenttons  of  the 
Government  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man took  any  special  interest  in  the  Bill 
or  he  should  certainly  have  felt  it  his  duty 
to  inform  him.  He  had  informed  the  gal- 
lant GentleBsan  the  Member  for  Dublin 
County  who  was  understood  to  be  the 
usual  channel  of  communication  in  such 
matters,  and  those  who  were  known  to 
take  an  interest  in  naval  matters  were, 
he  believed,  well  aware  that  the  measnre 
would  not  be  brought  forward  last  night,  but 
would  be  taken  at  that  morning's  sitting. 

Mb.  HENLEY  must  say  that,  as  a 
principle,  it  was  not  fair  to  fix  a  morning 
sitting  without  giving  due  public  notice  of 
the  fact,  particularly  after  so  very  late  a 
sitting  as  that  of  last  night. 

Sir  LAWEENC^  PALE  concurred  in 
the  observations  of  his  right  hon.  Friend. 
The  course  taken  by  the  Government  in 
respect  to  this  measure  was  extremely  in- 
convenient, particularly  to  the  constituen- 
cies in  naval  dockyards,  and  other  such 
establbhments,  some  of  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  representing.  Had  he  known 
last  night  that  this  Bill  would  be  taken  at 
twelve  o'clock  to-day,  he  should  certainly 
have  felt  it  his  duty  to  watch  it  more  nar- 
nowly  than  he  was  able  to  do  from  the 
brief  notice  which  he  received.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  this  was  a  most  unfair  way  to 
press  a  Bill  through  the  House  in  so  thin 
a  House,  and  when  even  the  Treasury 
Bench  was  almost  deserted.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  was  perfectly  justified  in  sharply 
rebuking  the  Admiralty  for  their  conduct 
in  this  matter. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  suggested  that  as  hon. 
Members  generally  were  taken  by  surprise 
in  this  matter,  it  would  be  only  fair  of  the 
Government  to  fix  such  a  day  for  Uie  bring* 
ing  up  of  the  Eeport  as  would  afford  them 
an  ample  opportunity  of  expressing  theur 
opinions  upon  the  measure  generally. 

Mr.  AiiDERiuN  SALOMONS  said,  he 
was  about  making  a  simihir  request* 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  he  was  most 
desirous  of  meeting  the  wishes  of  hon. 
Members,  and  would  ^i  Thursday  formally 
for  the  bringing  up  of  the  Eeport ;  but  on 
that  day  he  would  name  such  a  day  for  the 
further  sta^e  of  the  Bill  as  would,  he  hoped, 
meet  the  convenience  of  Members  generally. 
F 


Digitized  by 


Google 


131     Metropolitan  Paving,  Sfe,^      {C0UH0N8)         Chmmiuim  fiWt>9dfor.         132 


Mb.  HENLET  warned  the  Govenimeiit 
that  if  they  endeavoared  to  imeh  measures 
forward  hi  the  waj  they  had  done  the  pre- 
sent Bill  they  wonld  find  they  wooM  lose 
time,  instead  of  gaining  it,  inasmnoh  as 
the  If  emhers  generally  wonld  ayail  them- 
selTOs  of  all  the  Ibrms  of  the  House  to  de- 
lay their  prooeedings,  and  would  find  plenty 
of  opportunities  for  throwing  ohstaclee  in 
the  way  of  the  Government. 

Preamhle  agreed  io. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  eon^ 
eidered  on  Thursday. 

THE  POLICE  AT  PUBLIC  BUILDINGS. 
QUESTTOIf. 

Load  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Pepartment,  Whether  third- 
class  pay,  as  well  as  an  extra  sum  of  seven 
shillings  a  week,  is  receiTed  by  the  Police 
on  duty  at  Somerset  House,  the  Tower, 
the  Gun  Factory,  the  Clothing  Stores, 
South  Kensington  Museum,  Chelsea  Hos- 
pital, and  Greenwich  Hospital  ? 

Mr.  T.  G.  BARING  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  noble  Lord  did  not  appear  to  pos- 
sess very  accurate  information.  The  police- 
men in  question  did  receive  third-class  pay, 
but  they  did  not  receive  seven  shillings  a 
week,  or  any  other  extra  payment  whatever. 

UNITED  STATES— CASE  OF  THE 
•*  SAXON  "—MRS.  GRAY.— QUESTION. 

CoLOVEL  SYKBS  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  and  what  progress 
has  been  made  in  obtaining  compensation 
for  Mrs,  Gray,  whose  husband  was  mur- 
dered by  Lieutenant  Donovan,  of  the  United 
States  Navy,  near  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  ? 

Mb.  la  yard  replied,  that  several  re- 
presentations bad  been  made  to  the  United 
States  Government  on  behalf  of  Mrs.  Gray, 
and  a  memorial  from  that  lady  had  been  for- 
warded to  the  American  Secretary  of  State ; 
bnt  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
had  positively  declined  to  make  her  any 
compensation,  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  been  informed  that  after  the 
trial  which  had  been  had,  and  the  verdict 
which  had  been  returned  in  the  United 
States,  they  could  not  press  for  it. 

THE  PAPER  TRADE.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ASPINALL  TURNER  said,   he 
would  beg    to  ask  tlie  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  the  Government 
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did  not  recently  institute  an  inquiry,  through 
the  OoUeetors  of  Excise,  as  to  the  conditloa 
of  the  Paper  Trade ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  has  any  objection  tt  lay  a  Copy  of  the 
Correspondence  before  the  House  f 

Mb.  MILNBR  GIBSON  said,  inroply, 
that  the  Oovemment  had  not  instituted 
any  inquiry  through  the  Celleetors  of  Bz- 
eise  into  the  condition  of  the  Paper  Trade, 
and  there  was  no  oflMal  eorrespondeace 
upon  the  subject. 

DOCKS  AT  BERMUI)A.-^TJBSTI0N. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  any  steps 
are  beinff  taken  towards  the  construction 
of  effective  Docks  at  Bermuda  ? 

Lord  CLARENCB  PAGET  said,  in 
reply,  that  no  Estimate  for  the  eonstruo- 
tion  of  Docks  at  Bermuda  had  been  laid 
before  the  House  this  year,  but  the  Ad- 
miralty proposed  to  have  the  subject  care- 
fully examined,  with  a  view,  he  trusted, 
to  the  presentation  of  an  Estimate  for  that 
purpose  next  year. 

METROPOLITAN  PAVING,  Ac.— COMMIS- 
SION MOVED  FOR. 

Sm  WILLIAM  FRASER,  in  rising  to 
move  an  Address  for  the  Appointment  of  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  operation  of 
the  Act  18  1 19  Fic(.  o.  120,  so  far  as 
the  same  relates  to  the  paving,  lighting, 
and  cleansing  of  the  Metropolis  said,  that 
tha  Act  in  question  contained  numerous 
clauses,  but  it  might  be  divided  into  two 
parts  for  the  present  purpose— *one  relative 
to  the  government  of  the  metropolis  as  a 
whole  lyf  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
and  the  oAer  the  government  of  the  dis- 
tricts of  the  metropolis  by  Local  Boards, 
known  as  vestries.  It  was  the  latter  of 
these  only  to  which  he  wished  to  refer. 
The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  be- 
gun and  had  partly  earned  out  works  of 
considerable  importance,  such  as  the  main 
drainage  and  the  embankment  of  the 
Thames ;  what  he  had  to  complain  of. 
was  the  manner  in  which  the  Local  Boards 
discharged  their  duties.  The  Act,  in  addi- 
tion to  constituting  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  continued  these  Local  Boards 
for  local  purposes.  There  were  forty-six 
of  these  districts,  twenty-three  of  which 
were  parishes,  and  the  rest  were  combined 
parishes.  It  was  the  duty  of  these  Boards, 
besides  electing  the  members  for  the  Central 
Board,  to  attend  to  the  Paving,  Lighting, 
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and  Oleuifiing  of  ibe  UetropoUt.  Now, 
with  respociio  Pik?ing»  whal  had  been  the 
result  of  their  labours  under  the  Act? 
He  ftskod  hoo.  Mombere  who  had  an  op* 
portanitj  from  their  residence  in  London 
of  obserring  the  state  of  the  streets  of 
the  Metropolis^  as  well  as  the  hamblest 
member  of  the  oommnnity.  whether  thejf 
were  at  all  in  a  satisfactorj  condition  ; 
and  whether  thej  were  not  ia  a  worse  state 
than  the  High  Street  and  eren  the  back 
streets  of  the  Borooghs  which  thejf  had  the 
boDoor  to  represent.  Certainly,  he  conld 
say,  haying  had  some  experience  of  bo- 
roughs, that  he  had  never  seen  a  street  in 
one  of  them  that  was  not  superior  to  Fall 
Man,  St.  James's  Street,  and  Piccadilly, 
which  were  looked  upon  as  the  aristocratic 
streets  of  the  Metropolis.  He  would  take 
St.  James's  Street  as  the  via  sacra  of  the 
Metropolis,  and  he  would  ask  any  hon. 
Member  who  had  walked  through  it  if  he 
considered  it  was  a  fit  street  for  a  great 
metropolis  ?  On  the  right-hand  side  was 
one  aort  of  paving  and  on  the  left-hand 
side  another  ;  and  when  an  explanation  was 
asked  of  this  extraordinary  anomaly  they 
were  informed  that  it  arose  in  consequence 
of  one- half  of  the  street  being  iu  one  parish 
and  the  other  half  in  another.  He  asked 
if  that  was  a  satisfactory  state  of  things  ? 
He  had  fonnd  in  the  streets  of  London  five 
different  sorts  of  paving,  and  some  were 
one-half  paved  and  the  other  half  macada- 
mised. There  was  a  parish  in  which  there 
were  two  great  leading  thoroughfares, 
which,  in  order  not  to  be  invidious,  he 
would  distinguish  as  A  and  B.  He  had 
found  that  the  vestrymen  who  inhabited 
A  street  and  its  neighbourhood  were  op- 
posed to  the  amelioration  of  B  Street, 
because  it  would  improve  the  troffic  and  in- 
crease the  custom  of  B  Street  and  di- 
minish that  of  A  Street.  Sorely  that  could 
not  be  a  satisfactory  state  of  things. 
Lambeth  district  afforded  a  good  illustration 
of  his  argument.  If  any  hon.  Member 
would  take  a  walk  into  Lambeth,  within  a 
quarter  of  a  mile  of  that  House,  he  would 
find  streets  that  had  been  newly  built,  and 
where  persons  of  wealth  resided,  in  a 
wretched  state  ;  and  he  asked  if  it  was 
possible  to  find  in  any  back  street,  in  any 
other  ci^  or  borough  in  the  kingdom,  a 
street  in  such  a  horrible  condition  as  the 
High  Street  of  Lambeth — a  street  leading 
from  the  residence  of  the  Archbiflhop  of 
Canterbury  to  the  establishment  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  House.  He  bad  no  wish  to 
speak  in  particular  of  Lambeth  as  being 


worse  than  the  rest  of  the  metropolian  but 
he  must  say  that  the  state  of  the  streets 
in  Lambeth,  both  old  and  itew,  was  very 
disgraceful.  By  Section  9  of  the  Act  to 
which  he  had  referred  it  was  clearly  the 
duty  of  the  Local  Boards  to  keep  tliem 
m  a  better  state.  He  would  next  refer 
to  the  Lighting  of  the  streets  of  the  Me- 
tropolis. They  had  heard  enough  about 
gas  in  that  and  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, and  he  would  ask  any  one  if  he 
considered  London  was  properly  lighted? 
All  he  oould  say  was  that,  lioving  visited 
various  continental  cities,  he  had  seen  no 
gas  so  bad  as  that  which  was  supplied  in 
London.  The  lamp  posts  appeared  to  be 
such  as  were  used  in  the  days  of  our  grand- 
fathers when  oil  was  burnt,  and  he  believed 
an  attempt  had  been  made  to  adapt  them 
to  their  present  purpose.  Besides  that, 
the  metropolis  was  supplied  with  the 
worst  sort  of  gas.  What  was  every- 
body's business  appeared  to  be  nobody's 
business,  and  the  gas  consumed  in  the 
streets  seemed  to  be  the  refuse  of  that 
which  was  supplied  to  the  houses.  There 
was  another  thing  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject which  it  might  be  considered  trivial  to 
allude  to  in  that  House — with  regard  to 
the  lampposts  there  appeared  to  be  a 
suspension  of  the  laws  of  gravitation  so 
beautifully  expounded  by  Newton.  There 
were  not  five  consecutive  lamp  posts  in 
London  that  were  not  out  of  the  perpen- 
dicular. They  were  leaning  in  every 
direction,  possibly  affected  by  the  intoxica- 
tion of  gas.  The  lanterns  were  con- 
structed as  if  it  was  never  intended  by 
the  original  projectors  tbnt  they  should 
give  out  %ht,  oneholf~one-third  certainly 
— of  the  light  being  absorbed  by  the  sky, 
where  it  was  not  wanted,  instead  of  being 
shed  and  diffused  around  on  the  streets 
and  pavements.  The  next  point  was  that  of 
Cleansing  the  streets,  and  he  asked  hon. 
Members  whether,  during  the  last  ten 
years,  the  streets  had  not  been  in  that 
respect  worse  than  anything  that  was 
to  be  found  in  the  country.  He  could 
say  that  he  had  never  seen  a  town  so 
grossly  neglected  as  was  the  Metropolis. 
Not  only  were  the  streets  so  constructed 
that  it  was  almost  impossible  to  cleanse 
them,  but  the  gutters  were  so  formed  that 
the  water  would  not  run  off  except  when 
there  was  an  extraordinary  fall  of  rain. 
When  there  was  snow,  as  was  the  case 
last  year,  and  as  would  probably  recur 
every  winter,  the  roadways  and  pave- 
ments were  so  completely  covered  with 
F  2 

Google 


Digitized  by 


'gl 


135    U^opolitm  Peking f  Sfc. —      {COMMONS)         Commission  nwved for. 


m 


slush,  mire,  And  wet,  that  foot  pas- 
sengers were  coyered  ankle  deep.  In  dry 
weather  they  suffered  equally  from  dust ; 
for  the  same  erils  which  resulted  from 
miasma  were  produced  hy  the  dust,  and 
the  same  obnoxious  materials  were  wafted 
into  the  lungs  of  human  beings  in  the 
shape  of  dust  as  when  diluted  with  water. 
Medical  science  fold  them  that  London 
dust  mixed  with  water  produced  animal- 
eulsa,  and  no  doubt  when  they  inhaled 
London  dust  into  the  lungs  a  consi- 
derable quantity  of  these  was  taken  into 
the  system.  Besides,  the  furniture  in  their 
houses  was  cot ered  with  dust,  and  the  house- 
maids were  kept  at  work  dusting  morning, 
noon,  and  night  to  remote  it.  These  evils 
being  admitted,  the  question  was  how  to 
remedy  them.  Had  the  Local  Boards  been 
prevented  from  doing  so  owing  to  the  state 
of  the  law  or  from  their  own  neglect  ? 
He  had  no  wish  to  run  a  tilt  against  the 
Local  Boards,  because  he  believed  they 
had  been  prevented  from  doing  what  the 
Act  intended  by  the  difficulties  which  the 
Act  imposed  upon  them.  By  the  Act  a 
certain  number  of  Vestrymen  were  elected 
by  the  Ratepayers,  and  met  at  certain 
times  and  under  certain  circumstances  to 
discharge  their  duties  in  that  respect.  The 
election  of  vestrymen  had  been  described 
to  him  over  and  over  again  as  a  mere  farce. 
A  certain  number  of  intelligent  men  were 
elected,  and  also  a  certain  number  of  men 
to  whom  the  word  intelligent  was  not,  in 
any  degree,  applicable.  The  majority  sat 
silent  at  the  meetings,  being  incopable  of 
expressing  a  sensible  opinion  upon  what 
was  brought  before  them  ;  the  result  was 
that  the  management  of  these  Local  Boards 
was  left  entirely  to  the  few  intelligent 
men ;  the  latter  naturally  leant  towards 
their  own  interests,  and  as  the  apathetic 
members  sat  still  and  silent,  and  the  ener- 
getic members  kept  their  eye  on  the  main 
chance,  the  consequence  was  that  the  un- 
fortunate ratepayers  were  left  in  the  lurch, 
and  very  little  was  done  for  them.  That 
was  a  fair  representation  of  the  present 
state  of  things,  so  far  as  he  had  been 
able  to  ascertain  them.  And  now,  as  to 
the  remedy.  He  was  not  prepared,  like 
the  Abb^  Siey^s,  with  a  constitution 
for  every  country  ready  drafted  in  the 
pigeon-holes  of  his  bureau ;  but  he  ven- 
tured to  suggest  a  means  for  more  effectu- 
ally carrying  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
and  getting  rid  of  the  present  disgraceful 
state  of  the  streets  of  the  Metropolis.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  one  great  Corpora- 
Sir  William  Frasor 


tion  should  be  elected  for  the  metropclii, 
which  now  contained  3,000,000  inbabit- 
ants,  and  would  probably  shortly  eontaia 
4,000,000— somewhat  on  the  model  of  the 
corporation  of  London  ;  but  he  thought 
there  would  be  some  difficulty  in  doing  that, 
on  account  of  the  jealousy  that  misht  pro- 
bably exist  against  it.  It  had  beeu 
suggested  that  instead  of  having  one  great 
corporation,  the  Parliamentary  boroogb 
should  be  made  into  Corporations,  each  of 
which  should  have  power  over  its  own  par. 
ticular  district.  If  ^yQ  or  six  Corporationg 
existed  in  London  he  believed  they  would 
never  unite  to  obtain  such  power  as  could 
be  detrimental  to  that  House  or  the  Coun- 
try :  but  in  such  a  case  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary for  the  good  government  of  Lon- 
don that  a  Minister  should  be  appointed 
who  would  be  responsible  to  Parliament 
for  the  administration  of  those  Corpo- 
rations. He  believed  that  under  such  cir- 
cumstances a  most  excellent  administra- 
tion might  be  obtained.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, pledge  himself  to  any  positive  theory 
on  the  subject.  In  the  appointment  of  the 
Board  of  Works  a  new  principle  had  been 
introduced,  that  of  enabling  tho  ratepayers 
to  elect  Local  Boards,  who  in  turn  elected 
a  central  body.  This  principle,  of  course, 
was  capable  of  great  extension,  but  that 
extension  should  be  made  with  great  de- 
liberatiotn  and  care.  It  was  a  favourite 
assertion  by  many  persons  in  and  out  of 
that  House — he  had  even  heard  it  repeated 
by  noble  Lords  and  hen.  Gentlemen  sitting 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House — that  Lon- 
don governed  and  taxed  itself,  and  that  the 
State,  therefore,  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  Metropolis.  In  that  opinion  he 
had  never  been  able  to  agree,  nor  to  seethe 
justice  of  it.  London  was  rich  and  power- 
ful, and  "  a  favourite  has  no  friends ;" 
and  it  was  a  city  which  could  not  be 
compared  with  any  other  either  of  an- 
cient or  modern  times.  Nineveh  and 
Babylon  were  great,  but  never  had  their 
inhabitants  so  closely  packed  together. 
London  was  more  than  a  city  ;  it  ought  to 
be  treated  like  a  province,  and,  if  properly 
governed,  its  taxation  ought  not  to  be 
limited  to  one  description.  In  the  opinioo 
of  many  persons  direct  taxation  was  odious, 
and  London  if  left  to  govern  itself  would, 
no  doubt,  raise  a  large  revenue  from  indi- 
rect taxation.  To  take  an  instance,  the 
revenue  derived  from  hackney  carriage 
licenses  was  £87,812  ;  but  if  hackney 
carriages  were  taxed  according  to  the  prin- 
ciples acted  on  in  other  parts  of  the  conn- 
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hy,  tbey  would  onlj  pay  the  sum  of 
£41,147;  leaving  therefore  a  roTenue  of 
£45,865  to  be  appropriated  by  the  Impe- 
rial Exchequer.  The  rating  of  London, 
exclusive  of  the  poor  rate,  was  £1,263,363. 
At  this  period  of  the  Session,  when  hon. 
Members  had  so  much  else  to  think  of  and 
attend  to,  it  would  not  be  reasonable  to 
expect  them,  in  an  expiring  Parliament,  to 
attend  in  Committee  to  the  investigation  of 
details  bearing  upon  the  cleansing,  lighting, 
and  paving  of  London  ;  but  he  thought  a 
foir  case  had  been  shown  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Royal  Commission  consistmg  of 
men  of  knowledge  and  experience.  No 
one  could  have  lived  in  London  many 
years  without  feeling  some  affection  for  the 
great  metropolis,  and  some  regret  at  the 
neglect  exhibited  towards  it.  The  boast  of 
the  head  of  the  greatest  people  of  ancient 
times,  of  the  most  able  administrator  of  the 
Roman  Emperors,  was  that  he  had  beauti- 
fied his  Metropolis;  we  could  not  hope  to 
do  for  London  what  Octavius  did  for  Rome 
— we  find  it  brick,  we  cannot  leave  it 
marble  ;  but  we  may  at  least  make  it 
a  city  worthy  to  be  the  capital  of  the 
splendid  dominion  of  the  Queen.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleated  to  appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  the  Aet  18  and  19  Vict.  cap.  120, 
so  iar  as  the  same  relates  to  the  Paving,  Lijshting, 
and  Cleansing  of  the  Metropolis/' — (Sir  WiUiam 
Fraser,) 

Mr.  THOMSON   HANKEY  said,  he 
could  not  undertake  to  say  whether  the 
plan  propoBed  by  the  hon.  Baronet  was  the 
beat  or  not,  but  he  had  certainly  brought 
before  the  House  a  subject  well  worthy  of 
its  consideration.     He  did  not  altogether 
coincide  in  the  opinion  that  London  was 
bad  in  all  respects.     He  scarcely  thought 
that  London,  although  it  was  certainly  be- 
hind Paris  in  the  matter  of  lighting,  could 
wi^  truth  be  said  to  be  the  worst  lighted 
of  all    the  capitals    of  Europe  :— it  was 
much  ahead  of  Vienna,  Rome,  Berlin,  and 
other   cities.     But    its    paving   and    the 
watering  of  its  streets  were  certainly  most 
dbgraceful.     The   streets  were   repaired 
by  throwing  down  broken  granite  stone, 
and,  instead  of  using  rollers,  as  in  Paris, 
to  smooth  these  down,  the  authorities  in 
London  allowed  horses  to  do  the  work,  at 
the  risk  of  being  lamed,  and  at  great  in- 
coiivenience  to  the  drivers.     The  system 
of  watering,  also,  was  so  abominably  bad 
— a  great  deal  of  water  being  thrown  down 
at  one  time  and  none  at  all  at  others,  that 


sometimes  the  thoroughfares  were  covered 
with  mud,  and  sometimes  were  filled  with 
clouds  of  dust.  In  Paris  the  carts  watered 
all  day  long,  but  so  gently  that  the  foot 
would  hardly  be  dirtied  in  crossing  the 
street.  As  soon  as  fresh  materials  were 
laid  down  there  a  cart  immediately  fol- 
lowed with  sand  and  fine  gravel,  and  be- 
»bind  this  came  water  carts  and  heavy  rol- 
lers, so  that  in  two  or  three  days  the  street 
was  perfectly  fit  for  use  ;  whereas  in  Lon- 
don it  might  be  three,  four,  or  five  months 
before  the  surface  of  the  road  was  restored. 
When  the  Metropolitan  Management  Act 
was  before  the  House,  Lord  Llanover 
pointed  out  that  great  inconvenience  arose 
from  one- half  of  some  of  the  great  tho- 
roughfares being  in  one  parish  and  half 
in  another,  and  he  suggested  as  a  remedy 
for  the  evil  that  London  should  be  divided 
into  districts.  He  knew  a  case  in  which 
half  of  a  street  was  four  inches  higher 
than  the  other  half,  and  great  danger  to 
horses  occurred.  He  begged  to  express 
his  satisfaction  at  the  prospect  of  something 
being  done. 

Mr.  TITE  said,  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  was  constituted  for  the 
purpose  of  main  drainage,  and  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  metropolis  generally. 
For  that  purpose  certain  districts  and  pa- 
rishes were  empowered  to  send  members 
to  represent  them  at  the  Metropolitan 
Board.  But  the  Board,  he  regretted  to 
say,  had  nothing  to  do  with  lighting,  clean- 
sing, and  paving  the  metropolis.  These 
duties  were  left  to  be  discharged  by  the 
vestries  and  parochial  bodies,  who  desired 
to  do  the  work  aa  economically  as  possible, 
and  bj  whom  these  duties  were  very  im- 
perfectly managed  and  discharged.  Almost 
the  only  power  possessed  by  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  of  Works  was  that  a  street 
could  not  be  shut  up  for  the  purpose  of 
paving,  &c.,  without  the  consent  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board.  The  solution  of  the 
question  was  in  giving  greater  power  to 
the  Metropolitan  Board,  and  he  saw  no 
use  in  issuing  a  Commission.  If  the  Home 
Secretary  would  bring  in  a  Bill  to  give 
proper  powers  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  many  of  the  evils  now  complained 
of  would  disappear. 

Lord  FERMOY  would  admit  that  there 
was  room  for  improvement;  but  if  the 
House  decided  that  more  money  ought  to 
be  spent  in  cleansing,  lighting,  and  paving 
the  metropolis,  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
ought  to  contribute  a  portion  of  the  funds. 
When   any  improvement,    however,   was 
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proposed  for  the  metropolii,  the  eoontry 
Gentlemen  always  protested  against  any 
grant  from  the  public  purse. 

Sib  OBORGE  GRBT  said,  he  admitted 
that  the  subject  was  one  of  considerable 
importance,  and  also  of  some  difficulty.  It 
was  impossible  to  deny  that  the  result  of 
the  present  system  was  not  in  all  respects 
satisfactory.  The  remedy  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William  Fraser) 
appeared  to  be  one  that  would  not  neces- 
sarily inyolre  an  increased  outlay,  but 
might  ensure  a  bettei*  superintendence  and 
a  greater  mniformity  of  administration. 
He  did  not,  however,  clearly  understand 
what  adfantage  would  result  from  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Commission,  because  they 
all  knew  the  facts.  They  were  all  aware 
that  under  the  Act  constituting  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  the  construction 
and  superintendence  of  the  sewerage  was 
vested  in  that  body,  but  that  the  lighting, 
paving,  and  cleansing  of  the  streets  were 
left  to  the  parishes  and  the  vestries. 
These  difficulties  arose  from  the  regard  of 
the  Legislature  for  the  cherished  principle 
of  local  self-government,  and  were  very 
similar  to  the  inconveniences  felt  before 
the  passing  of  the  new  Highway  Act  in 
the  management  of  the  roads  by  parochial 
authorities.  The  remedy  provided  in  that 
case  was  to  form  many  parishes  into  a 
district,  and  to  place  the  management  of 
the  roads  under  one  superintending  body. 
That  would  be  a  great  advantage  in  the 
metropolis.  The  real  remedy  was  in  ex- 
tending the  powers  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  which  were,  he  thought, 
very  usefully  exercised.  The  subject  was 
well  entitl^  to  consideration,  and  the 
House  were  much  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  bringing  it  before  them.  At 
the  same  time,  he  trusted  he  would  not 
press  his  Motion  for  a  Commission. 

Sta  WILLIAM  FRASER  said  he  was 
glad  to  hear  the  Home  Secretary  express 
an  opinion  that  it  would  be  better  to  place 
the  powers  of  the  present  Local  Boards  in 
the  hands  of  a  Central  Board.  There  was 
a  great  want  of  Ministerial  responsibility 
in  that  House  in  regard  to  the  government 
of  the  Metropolis.  He  should  bring  the 
subject  forward  on  a  future  occasion,  and 
he  should  not  fail  to  bear  in  mind  the  opi- 
nion expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  George  Grey).  He  hoped  before  long 
to  see  London  become  a  decent  place  for 
folks  to  live  in. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUMbrawn. 
LordFermoy 


IRELAND—BELFAST  RIOTS. 
BESOUmOK. 

Mb.  O'REILLT,  in  rising  to  move  the 
Resolution  of  which  he  had  given  notice  for 
an  inquiry  into  certain  charges  impagning 
the  conduct  of  magistrates  of  Belfast  eos- 
tained  in  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
missioners appointed  to  inquire  into  tho 
recent  riots  in  that  town,  said,  that  on  tbo 
9th  of  February  the  Chief  Secretary  for  lie- 
land  stated  that  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners on  the  Belfast  Riots  would  be  Id 
the  hands  of  Members  in  a  few  days.   It 
was  not,  however,  printed   until  Easter, 
and  he  therefore  couM  not  call  attention  to 
it  at  an  earlier  period.     As  an  Irishmto, 
however,  he  would  frankly  confess  that  if 
he  could  tear  this  page  from  the  history  of 
his  country  he  should  be  too  happy  to  do  so. 
Were  these  riots  but  isolated  outbreaks, 
without  antecedents  and  with  no  probable 
consequences,  the  best  thing  would  be  to 
forget  them  ;  but  unhappily  it  was  not  so. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  stated  that 
the  riots  uf  Belfast  went  back  as  far  as 
1688.     He  (Mr.  O'Reilly)  would  not  go  so 
far  back  as  that,  but  he  might  state  that 
during  the  last  thirty  years  no  ten  years- 
no  fL^^  years— no  three  years— ever  bad 
passed    without  riots  of  a   serioos  cha- 
racter breaking  out  in  Belfast.     The  last 
riots  of  this  kind  occurred  on  the  marriage 
of  the  Prince  of  Wales.     While  all  the 
rest  of  the  Empire  was  rejoicing,  the  auspi- 
cious event  was  celebrated  in  Belfast  bj 
riot  and  bloodshed.     The  evidence  went  to 
show  that  there  was  no  certainty  that  there 
would  not  be  a  recurrence  of  these  riots, 
and  that  the  only  hope  of  their  prevention 
was  by  the  vigorous  repression  of  the  Exe- 
cutive.    The  Commissioners    stated  that 
there  was,  indeed,  a  danger  that  future 
riots  would  be  more  serious,  because  there 
was  a   probability    that  the   combatants 
would  be  better  armed.     It  was  uecessliy 
to  look  back  into  the  causes  of  these  Hots, 
in  order  that  they  might  be  avoided  in 
future.     In  speaking  of  Belfast  they  were 
speaking  of  a  place  where  the  causes  of 
disturbance  still  remained,  and  where  the 
fires  were  still  smouldering — 

''  et  Inoedis  per  ignos 
Suppositoi  cineri  d<^08o." 

The  first  serious  outbreak  occurred  on  the 
8th  of  August  last,  and  the  riots  were  not 
finally  put  down  until  August  20.  The 
list  of  casualties  gave  a  total  of  twelve 
deaths,  eleven  of  which  were  in  the  Report, 
and  one  other  death  had  since  occarred 
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from  a  gunshot  wound.  There  was  one 
case  of  mania  produced  by  fright*— but  it 
was  neoessarj  to  state  that  this  was  not  the 
mayor  or  one  of  the  magistrates.  Not  less 
than  312  persons  were  wounded.  The 
number  of  gunshot  wounds  was  ninetj- 
eight,  of  which  thirty  were  serious.  It 
was,  indeed,  difficult  to  ascertain  the  total 
number  of  persons  injured.  The  market 
tolls  fell  off  in  one  week  £50,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  danger  to  the  market  people 
bringing  provisions  to  market ;  and  the 
*sum  levied  at  the  last  sessions  for  the 
damage  done  to  the  town  was  about 
£8,000.  Was  it  nothing  that  one  of  the 
first  cities  in  the  Bmpire  should  be  in  the 
bands  of  a  mob  for  twelve  days,  that  twelve 
lives  should  have  been  lost,  and  that  there 
should  have  been  300  people  wounded? 
Now,  what  was  the  cause  of  so  extraordi- 
nary a  result?  What  was  the  conduct  of 
the  authorities  of  the  town?  The  first 
and  most  remarkable  fact  was  that  though 
during  the  first  two  days  of  the  riots  the 
mayor  slept  by  night  at  a  small  distance 
from  the  town  ;  on  the  10th  />f  August  he 
left  for  Harrogate.  All  were  anxious  to 
escape  from  the  cares  and  toil  of  business 
to  some  quiet  spot ;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  if  they  desired  a  harbour  of  refuge— 
a  bower  of  seclusion — Harrogate  was  the 
place  to  select,  for  they  had  it  on  the 
authority  of  the  mayor,  that  during  the 
eight  days  that  he  was  there  he  heard 
nothing  of  the  riots.  Now,  he  (tfr. 
0'Rei%),  with  another  Member  of  that 
House,  was  in  Germany  at  the  time, 
and  every  morning  the  telegraph  flashed 
the  accounts  of  the  riots  to  Berlin  and 
all  the  German  capitals,  and  English 
travellers  were  horrified  at  what  was  called 
Uie  civil  war  in  Belfast.  At  the  end  of 
eight  days  the  mayor  heard  something 
about  the  disturbances,  and  he  t'eturned  to 
the  town.  But  if  the  local  authorities  were 
at  fault,  what  was  the  executive  Govern- 
ment doing?  The  hito  Barl  of  Carlisle 
was  at  that  time  the  nominal  head  of  the 
Qovernment  in  Ireland,  but  he  was  absent 
owing  to  his  failing  health  ;  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  was  at  Tam- 
worth  on  family  business,  but  he  commu- 
nicated by  telegraph  and  gave  the  aid  of 
his  advice  ;  there  was  but  one  Lord  Justice 
in  Dublin,  General  Brown  \  and  the  Exe- 
cutive w^as  practTcally  in  the  hands  of 
tlic  permanent  Secretary,  Major  General 
Larcom.  It  was  not  until  the  riots  had 
been  going  on  for  several  days  that  1 50 
additiona  IcohstaMes  were  sent  to  Belfast, 
and   not    until   the    second    week   that 
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stipendarj  magistrates  were  dispatcked 
thither.  After  ten  daya,  however,  it 
was  fonnd  necessary  to  make  a  force  of 
about  1,000  infantry,  a  large  body  of 
cavalry,  and  some  artillery  entered  the 
town,  and  at  last,  on  the  20th  August,  the 
riots  were  put  down.  The  case  was  very 
different  in  18579  when  there  were  serious 
riots  m  Belfast,  when  Lord  Carlisle,  not 
then  haunted  by  approaching  death,  was 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  the  reigns  c^  Go- 
veramettl  had  not  dropped  from  his  hands 
into  those  of  Major  General  Larcom .  After 
the  riots  had  lasted  for  two  days  the  Right 
Rev.  Dr.  Denvir  reached  Duklin  from  the 
Continent  and^  upon  hearing  what  had 
occurred,  he  waited  upon  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. But  Lord  Carlisle  was  not  the 
man  to  tell  Dr.  Denvir,  as  the  right 
hen.  Baronet  had  once  said,  that  "he 
did  not  care  two  rows  of  pins"  for  what 
a  Catholic  bishop  said,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  prompt  measures  were 
taken  and  the  disturbances  were  speedily 
sopressed.  That  contraat  afforded  a  strong 
condemnation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  last  occasion.  One  of 
the  moel  remarkable  facts  connected  with 
the  riots  was  the  Biode  in  which  they 
were  entimated  by  gentlemen  of  position 
in  Belfast.  A  magistrate  and  alderman 
ef  the  town  stated  that  the  proceedings 
of  last  August  were  net  riots  at  all  in  the 
ordinary  sense  of  the  term-^the  whole  was 
merely  a  series  of  small  faction  fights. 
Far  diffei^ent,  however,  was  the  testimony 
of  a  Presbyterian  clergyman,  the  Rev. 
Isaac  Nelson,  who  gave  an  acceuat  cf  the 
gtitting  of  houses,  aad  the  destruction  of 
property,  and  the  hunting  of  Reman 
Catholics  Irou^  their  houecs  by  the  Orange 
mob.  The  first  serious  rioting  occurred 
on  the  8th  of  August.  It  was  quite  true, 
as  stated  by  the  hen.  and  learned  Member 
for  Belfast  (Sir  Hugh  Caknc),  that  that 
was  net  the  beginning  of  the  riots,  but 
it  was  tiie  beginniag  of  the  more  serious 
riots.  It  was  said  en  a  former  occasion 
that  the  cause  of  this  illegal  aasemblage 
and  disturbance  on  the  8th  August  was 
the  procession  in  honour  of  laying  the 
foundation  stone  of  the  O'ComneU  monu- 
ment in  Dublin.  Now,  that  was  a  very 
Irisk  way  of  aoooonting  for  these  dntur- 
baaces;  for  the  procession  in  Dublin  took 
place  at  two  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and 
the  intention  to  bum  the  effigy  on  Boyne 
Bridge  was  known  in  Belfast  en  the 
Saturday  before.  On  that  CTonlng  the 
Sandy  Row  party,  the  Orauffemen,  assem- 
bled in  their  own  district  with  guns,  as  it 
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WM  admitted  by  the  police  tbat  some  shots 
were  fired,  and  they  burnt  the  eflSg?  of 
O'Connell  on  the  top  of  the  bridge.  The 
magistrates  and  police  were  present  dur- 
ing the  proceedings.  On  the  foHowing 
day  there  was  another  assemblage,  when 
the  half-burnt  effigy  was  burned;  and  on 
neither  of  these  occasions  did  the  authori- 
ties interfere  to  supress  these  riotous  pro- 
ceedings. The  turning  point  was  the 
beating  of  helpless  women  as  they  were 
going  to  their  work  by  the  Orange  party; 
and  this  it  was  that  provoked  tbat  spirit 
of  retaliation  which  produced  the  fearful 
rioting  that  ^curredand  devastated  Belfast. 
On  Friday  the  12th  August  the  Roman 
Catholic  Female  Penitentiary  was  attacked 
and  wrecked,  and  the  factory  girls  going 
to  work  were  beaten.  At  this  time  there 
was  an  available  force  of  200  men  in  the 
town.  Fearing  the  consequences  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  clergy  were  appealed  to.  The 
Roman  Catholic  population  were  told  that 
they  would  be  protected;  but  next  day  a 
great  deal  of  violence  was  again  used  to- 
wards the  Roman  Catholic  women,  and  on 
the  Saturday  two  Roman  Catholic  priests 
were  fired  at.  These  acts,  and  the  absence 
of  the  protection  which  had  been  promised 
for  their  women  roused  the  spirit  of  the 
Catholics.  On  Monday,  August  15,  the 
navvies,  who  were  chiefly  Roman  Catholics, 
turned  out  and  committed  that  savage 
outrage— the  attack  on  the  Brown  Street 
schools.  He  had  no  wish  to  extenuate  their 
conduct,  but  he  wished  the  House  to  under- 
stand what  was  the  neglect  of  the  authori- 
ties which  gave  rise  to  it,  and  which  led 
to  the  atrocious  outrages  that  followed 
in  every  part  of  the  town.  He  believed 
that  If  the  magistrates  had  protected  the 
women  on  the  previous  day,  or  given  to 
them  afterwards  the  protection  they  had 
promised,  these  outrages  would  not  bave 
oeen  committed.  In  referring  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  magistrates,  he  should  express 
no  opinion  of  his  own,  but  merely  state 
the  evidence  on  this  point.  True,  that  evi- 
dence was  not  taken  npon  oath,  and  was  so 
far  deprived  of  weight.  But  the  principal 
witnesses  were  the  magistrates,  the  officers 
in  command  of  troops,  and  other  gentle- 
men of  position;  and  he  submitted  that 
their  evidence  raised  a  primd  facie  ease 
for  Inquiry.  One  witness  deposed  that  on 
the  15th  of  August^  when  the  riots  were  iu 
progress.  Captain  Verner,  a  magistrate, 
was  walking  up  and  down  the  street  arm- 
in-arm  with  a  gentleman,  and  did  no- 
thing.    Again,  in  the  attack  on  the  Fene- 


tentiary,  a  wittiess  naased  Sullivao,  who 
was  connected  with  a  newspaper  in  Belii 
fast,  stated  that  he  was  oruelly  beaten  aii4 
his  head  covered  with  blood,  bat  that  Mr» 
Verner,  who  was  dose  by  with  a  body  of 
constabulary  and  must  have  seen  him, 
made  no  offer  of  proteotioo«  Another 
witness  stated  that  he  saw  two  womMi 
apparently  severely  beaten,  and  tbat  C«{>- 
tain  Verner  was  within  a  yard  of  them, 
but  offered  n'^  protection.  That  was  e? idenee 
relating  to  a  magistrate  in  command  of 
the  military  and  police  which  required  i»* 
vestigation.  On  Tuesday,  again^  women 
were  beaten  when  they  were  going  to 
work.  On  the  previous  day  the  navviee, 
who  were  chiefly  Roman  Catholics,  strook 
work  and  attacked  tbe  Protestant  solioolo: 
and  on  the  Tuefday  the  ship-carpentora, 
who  were  all  Protestants,  struck  work  mX 
eleven  o'clock,  in  order  to  have  their  ah^ro 
in  the  disorder,  and  marched  into  the 
High  Street  of  Belfast.  No  polico  were 
there.  The  ship-carpenters  broke  into 
two  gunsmiths'  shops  and  armed  them- 
selves with  jguns,  and  marched  eahi4j 
through  the  High  Street  totally  nnoppoaod 
by  the  authorities,  who,  as  always  ]Mip- 
pened  iu  such  case^  were  round  the  cor- 
ner.- Now,  he  came  to  another  magistrate 
(Sir  E.  Coey),  who  was  in  command  of  a 
company  of  soldiers.  An  officer  who  giivo 
evidenoe  said  tliat  he  observed  tlmt  thomoby 
a  body  of  sixty  men,  carried  rifles  sloped  is 
a*soldierlikefasion;  that  he  was  ready  to 
arrest  them,  but  that  the  magistrato  took 
no  step  whatever  for  the  purpose.  That 
was  a  matter  which  required  investigation. 
While  the  magistrates  were  engaged  ia 
searching  the  Pound  for  arms,  the  shi^ 
earpenters  crossed  the  river  in  boats  and 
passed  down  to  the  place  where  the  m^vvios 
were  employed  to  attack  thenu  The 
attack  lasted  for  an  hour,  and  no  police 
came  op.  When  all  was  over  the  only 
persons  arrested  were  two  of  the  narvies  ; 
and  it  was  stated  by  one  of  the  witnesses 
that  this  excited  a  good  deal,  of  iU  wilt: 
among  the  people,  because  they  expected 
that  the  assailants  would  have  been  ar* 
rested.  On  tbe  18th  a  still  more  remark- 
able occurrence  took  place.  A  man  named 
M'Connell  had  been  shot  by  the  police  in 
tbe  discharge*  of  their  duty,  and  it  was 
determined  to  make  a  party  demonstration 
of  the  funeral.  At  two  Catholic  funerals 
the  clergy  refused  to  attend  unless  none 
but  immediate  relatives  were  present.  The 
consequence  was  that  those  funerals  passed 
off  quite  peaceably.    Bat  M'Conneirs  f«; 
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nomt,  whieli  H  i«M  wetf  known  before* 
hand  wm  to  be  a  pwty  demonfitnitiony  was 
•etompMiied   by  »  procession  of  2,000 
persodt,  and  it  appeared  from  the  eyidence 
that,  though  they  were  firing  shots,  no  m- 
terfsrenee  with  them  was  attempted.   The 
fnnerai,  moreoter,  did  not  take  the  direct 
road  to  the  chnrehyard,  hot  went  round, 
accompanied  by  the  military  and  police, 
throngh  the  public  streets  of  Belfast.  The 
magiatrates  stated  that  they  did  not  ex- 
pect thai  sueh  would    be  the  case  ;  but, 
nevertheless,  they  took  no  efficient  steps 
to  prevent  it.     The  officer  in  command  of 
the  troopa  said  that  he  had  sufficient  force 
to  disann  the  people,  but  had  no  directions 
to  do  so;  and  another  officer  stated  that 
no  attempt  was  made  to  arrest  them.  The 
proeession    might    have    been    disarmed 
when    it   was  erossmg   the   bridge,   and 
the  reason   given   for  not   adopting  that 
course  was  that  the   people  might  have 
thrown  their  arms  into  the  river — perhaps 
the  best  use  that  could  have  been  made 
of  them.     On  their  return,  too,  all  these 
people  might,  according  to  the  evidence, 
have  been  disarmed  without  any  difficulty, 
but  no  steps  were  taken   to  effect  that 
objeet.     Such  was  the  conduct  of  the  au- 
thorities, and  the  House  would  now  be 
able  to  form  some  idea  how  it  was  that 
the  riots  lasted  so  many  days:     He  did 
not  know  that  further  bquiry  could  throw 
any  l^t  upon  the  conduct  of  the  mayor, 
flgainai  whom  no  absolute  charge  had  been 
made  ;  but  against  the  other  magistrates 
charges  had  l^n  recorded  which  he  should 
be  glad  to  see  disproved,  if  they  could  be 
so  ^iapoaed  of,  but  int^  which  a  due  regard 
to  the  eharaoter  of  English  justice  itself 
rendered  it  absolutely  necessary  that  some 
iDveetigation  should  be  made.     The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  his  Resolu- 
tion. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  seconded 
the  Motiow. 

If  etion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  iFhat  hi  tfae  opinion  of  this  Honse,  the  ovidenoe 
taken  hj  tbe  Commissi^BerB  appomted  to  inquire 
into  the  BeiAtet  ftiots,  and  laid  open  the  Table  </ 
this  House,  eontaii^  sUtemente  so  eeriauvly  im- 
pagniDg  die  ofScial  conduct  of  certain  magistrates 
named  therein,  that  equity  to  the  magistrates 
>o  aeensedf,  and  a  due  regard  to  the  Tmdioation  of 
the  MBpsvtiality  of  the  j^roioistralion  of  justice, 
feqnire  that  a  fall  inqnity  into  tile  truth  ef  ^eee 
idiarges  should  be  instituted  by  the  authorities 
^trusted  with  the  supervision  of  the  magistracy 
Of  Ireland."— (Jfn  (JTReiUy.) 

8n  BOBBRT  PEBL  said,  that  be  had 


no  fault  to  find  with  the  manner  in  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had.  brought  this 
question  before  the  House  ;  but  he  should 
have  thought  that  after  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place  upon  a  former  occa- 
sion he  would  not  have  deemed  it  desir- 
able, at  the  close  of  the  Session,  to  renew 
that  discussion  in  detail.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  his  observations  by  giving 
a  warning  to  the  Government  that  the 
season  of  the  year  was  approaching  when, 
perhnps,  the  recurrence  of  these  disturb- 
ances might  take  place,  and  said  that  the 
responsibility  of  maintaining  the  tranquil- 
lity of  the  town  of  Belfast  rested  mainly 
on  the  Govern  men  t«  in  consequence  of  the 
changes  which  they  had  undertaken  to 
make  in  the  police  arrangements.  He 
(Sir  Eobert  Peel)  quite  admitted  that  the 
main  responsibility  for  the  peace  of  the 
town  of  Belfast  rested  with  the  Govern- 
ment, and  they  were,  he  hoped,  prepared 
to  check  any  tendency  towards  the  renewol 
of  disorders,  such  as  those  which  occurred 
last  year.  The  hon.  If  ember  commenced 
his  observations  by  saying  that  he  should 
be  glad  that  the  occurrences  of  the  past 
year  should  be  forgotten  ;  and  he  (Sir 
Kobert  Peel)  thought  it  would  have  been 
better  if  the  hon.  Member  had  allowed 
bygones  to  be  bygones,  and  permitted 
those  events,  as  far  as  possible,  to  be 
buried  in  oblivion.  Both  parties  in  that 
town  appeared  now,  he  was  happy  to  say, 
to  manifest  towards  one  another  a  better 
spirit,  and  it  was  not  desirable  that  former 
animosities  should  again  be  raked  up  be- 
fore their  eyes.  It  was  true  that  soo^e 
delay  had,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated,  taken  place  in  laying  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  on  the  table  of  the 
House ;  but  the  Report  was  ready  long 
before  the  date  attached  to  it,  and  it  was 
simply  to  the  difficulty  which  there  was  in 
having  the  evidence  transcribed  andbrought 
together  in  one  complete  whole  that  the 
delay  was  to  be  attributed.  For  his  own 
part,  he  had  repeatedly  urged  on  the  Com- 
missioners the  expediency  of  producing 
their  Report  as  speedily  as  possible,  and 
the  House  would  therefore,  he  hoped,  be 
of  opinion  that  the  Government  were  not 
open  to  the  charge  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  made  against  them.  There  had, 
no  doubt,  as  the  hon.  Member  stated,  been 
similar  occurrences  to  those  which  he  had 
called  attention  to  in  Belfast  in  former 
years  ;  but  the  Bill  which  he  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  had  recently  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment wonldf  ho  thought,  exercise  a  mate- 
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rUl  inineiiee  is  checking  look  proceedings 
ID  future.  That  tlie  elementa  of  riot  still 
existed  in  the  town  there  eonid,  he  was 
•orrj  to  say,  he  no  douht,  and  it  was  in 
appealing  to  the  feelings  of  the  hotter 
classes  in  it,  that,  perhaps,  the  host  chance 
of  extinguishing  them  lay.  The  late  riots, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  remarked,  begun 
on  the  8th  of  August ;  but  it  was  the  fact 
that  at  the  close  of  the  first  week  the  im- 
pression very  generally  prerailed  that  they 
had  oome  to  an  end.  That,  indeed,  seemed 
to  have  been  the  opinion  of  eyerybody  on 
the  Friday,  and  it  was  not  until  the  fol- 
lowing Monday  that  they  burst  forth  with 
so  much  fury.  The  mayor  of  Belfast  was 
present  in  the  town  during  the  first  days 
of  the  riot ;  and  then  it  appeared  that, 
after  consulting  the  magistrates,  and  he 
as  well  as  they  having  arriTod  at  the  con* 
ciasion  that  the  riots  were  subsiding,  he 
absented  himself  from  Belfast,  in  accord- 
ance with  a  pre-arranged  plan,  for  the  pur* 
poses  of  health.  Now,  he  must  say  that  he 
thought  the  mayor  was  wrong  in  leaying 
the  town  at  such  a  time,  and  he  himself 
must  feel  that  he  had  not  adopted  a  wise 
course  in  doing  so,  placed  as  he  was  in 
the  responsible  position  of  chief  magistrate; 
but  he  belicYed  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  magistrates — he  knew  it  was  the  opi- 
nion of  one  magistrate^— that  there  was  no 
danger  in  his  learing.  He  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  was  not,  howerer,  surprised  that  the 
mayor  did  not  hear  of  the  renewed  out- 
break of  the  disturbances  immediately  at 
Harrogate,  for  the  first  intimation  which 
be  himself  had  upon  the  subject,  being 
absent  from  Ireland  at  the  time— -an  ab- 
sence which  he  deeply  regretted — was 
from  a  French  paper,  iH^ich  spoke  of  Bel- 
fast, ViUe  €rEeos$e,  being  flooded  by  a 
most  serious  riot.  No  more  could,  how- 
erer,  he  belieyed,  have  been  done  than 
had  actually  been  done  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  under  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  In  only  one  or  two 
inttances,  as  far  as  he  could  ascertain,  had 
the  military  or  constabulary  force  fired  on 
the  people ;  and  indeed  the  great  doeire  of 
the  Government  was  to  keep  their  hands 
clear  from  the  shedding  of  blood — they 
were  most  anxious  to  avoid  everything 
which  could  tend  to  the  exasperation  of 
the  feeling  which  already  prevailed,  and 
they  could  not  forget  that  there  were  at 
the  same  time  riots  both  at  Turin  and 
Geneva,  in  which  a  considerable  eflfusion 
of  blood  had  been  the  consequence  of  the 
discharge  of  shot  by  order  of  the  military 
Sir  Bohert  Peel 


authorities.  The  hon.^Member  said  that 
it  was  only  in  the  second  week  of  the  riots 
at  Belfast  that  a  stipendiary  magistrate 
was  sent  down  there  ;  but  he  believed 
that  more  than  one  was  sent  down  before 
the  close  of  the  first  week. 

Mr.  O'REILLTs  I  quoted  the  hon. 
Baronet's  own  words.  He  said  that  in  the 
second  week  of  the  disturbances  additional 
ma|i;istrates  were  sent  down. 

Sm  ROBBRT  PEEL  :  Tes  ;  bnt  two 
were  also  sent  down  the  first  week.  He 
might  further  observe  that  it  was  scarceTj 
fair  of  the  hon.  Member,  although  he  felt 
sure  that  he  had  no  wish  to  produce  an 
erroneous  impression,  to  allude,  as  he 
had  done,  to  an  expression  which  he  had 
used  on  a  former  occasion  in  reference  to 
an  ecclesiastical  dignitary  of  high  posi- 
tion in  Ireland.  It  was  not  through  any 
want  of  respect  for  that  personage  that  be 
had  used  that  expression.  He  had  done 
so  in  a  moment  of  haste.  He  admitted 
that  he  was  wrong,  and  the  circumstance 
was  one  which  he  regretted.  He  felt  sure 
he  might  add  that  the  dignitaries  and  olergj 
generally  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Cliurch 
would  admit  that  he  was  in  the  habit  of 
conducting  such  communications  as  he  had 
with  them  with  the  most  respectful  defe- 
rence to  their  position.  As  to  the  riots 
which  took  place  in  1857,  and  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred,  he  would 
observe  that  they  were  not  carried  on  with 
the  same  intensity  of  feeling  as  those  of 
last  year.  In  1857  Lord  Carlisle  did  not 
take  a  very  active  part  iu  the  transaction 
of  the  business  of  the  office,  beyond  giring 
advice  on  important  questions,  and  recom- 
mending the  course  which  he  thought  ought 
to  be  adopted;  and  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
did  not  think  that  any  blame  attached*  to 
the  Government  for  not  octing  in  1864  as 
they  acted  in  the  former  year.'  As  to  the 
attacks  on  schools  and  chapels,  they  had 
no  doubt  taken  place— the  Report  was  full 
of  such  details,  and  they  were  to  every- 
body a  subject  of  regret.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose the  House  was  desirous  that  he  should 
enter  at  any  length  into  an  examination 
of  the  evidence  contained  in  the  B^port; 
but  he  must  remark  that,  while  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was,  in  the 
main,  substantially  correct,  he  did  not  thhik 
ho  was  justified  in  seeking  to  cast  blotno 
on  the  magistrates.  The  Motion  had  re- 
ference chiefly  to  the  conduct  of  the  ma- 
gistracy and  of  the  authorities  intrusted 
with  the  supervision  of  the  magistracy  in 
Ireland.     Now,  they  had  first  to  consider 
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irhether  the  conduct  of  the  magistrates  of 
Belfast  had  been  such  as  to  expose  thetn 
to  the  judicial  censure  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. There  were  sereral  statements  in 
the  Report  before  them  as  to  the  conduct 
of  the  magistrates;  but  it  would  be  for  the 
House  to  judge  whether  they  thought  they 
had  sufficient  ground  for  any  very  strin- 
gent action  on  the  part  of  the  authorities. 
It  mi^ht  be  that  they  had  acted  with  want 
of  judgment — that  "  they  had  lost  their 
heads  on  the  occasion ;  but  great  allow- 
ance must  be  made  for  them,  and  the 
Commissioners  said  that,  in  their  opinion, 
the  existing  authorities  and  police  force  of 
Belfast  are  not  adequate  to  the  future 
maintenance  of  the  order  and  tranquillity 
of  the  borough.  He  did  not  think  they 
would  find  a  stronger  accusation  against 
the  magistrates  than  want  of  judgment. 
He  did  at  the  time  submit  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  whether  he  thought  it  desir- 
able that  any  action  should  be  taken  against 
the  magistrates  of  the  district.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  said  it  was  desirable  to  wait  till 
the  Commissioners  had  time  to  give  their 
opinion;  and  he  did  not  think  any  further 
inquiry  was  necessary  —  he  thought  the 
evidence  given  was  sufficient  to  show  that 
they  had  not  acted  with  that  prudence  they 
should  have  exhibited;  but  it  would  be  most 
unwise  and  even  dangorous  to  set  about 
an  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  magis- 
trates after  the  investigation  which  bad 
taken  place  before  the  Commission.  He 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  hoped  that  inquiry  would 
be  final.  Every  one  knew  what  was  the 
great  blot  of  the  town  —  namely,  the  in- 
adequacy of  the  local  police;  but  he  believed 
it  would  have  led  to  exasperation  if  further 
action  had  been  taken  by  the  Government 
in  consequence  of  these  disturbances.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  referred 
to  Mr,  Lyons  and  Mr.  Vomer.  Well,  the 
case  with  reference  to  these  gentlemen  had 
been  submitted  to  the  authorities,  and  it 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  Government,  looking  to  the  depositions, 
that  it  was  not  desirable  that  any  further 
action  should  be  taken  in  the  matter  be- 
yond passing  the  Bill  now  in  its  progress 
through  Parliament.  He  did  not  wish  to 
prolong  this  discussion.  His  belief  was 
that  a  better  feeling  would  spring  up  in  the 
town.  These  disturbances  had  been  the 
result  of  faction  fights  and  animosities,  the 
outbreak  of  which  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Government  to  foresee.  Every  one  would 
concur  in  tho  hope  that  in  the  future  they 
would  see  a  better  state  of  things  in  Bel- 


fkst.  Its  posttloii,  its  prosperity,  its  ciu^ 
racter  demanded  that.  If  there  was  to  be 
a  rivalry  in  Belfast,  for  God^s  sake  let  It 
not  be  a  rivalry  of  one  creed  against  another 
creed,  but  of  all  classes  in  acts  of  forbear- 
ance and  charity  one  towards  another ! 
Lookrog  to  the  progress  which  Belfast  had 
made  under  all  disi^vantagea  in  every  thhig 
tending  to  develop  trade  and  commeree, 
what  further  adtances  might  they  not  ex* 
pect  if  all  her  sons  and  citizens  united  in 
one  harmonious  effort  to  promote  her  pros- 
perity, bearing  and  forbearing  one  another! 
Sib  HUGH  CAIRNB  said,  that  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  some  observations  had 
been  made  on  indrvidaals,  many  of  whom 
were  intimate  friends  of  his,  and  he  was 
sure  the  House  would  extend  to  him  for  a 
limited  time  the  indulgence  which  #as 
always  shown  when  individoal  character 
and  reputation  had  been  assailed,  and  the 
defence  had  to  be  made  through  the 
mouth  of  a  Member  of  the  House,  He 
might  take  exception  to  the  course  pursued 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
0*Reilly),  inasmuch  as  in  his  speech  he 
had  gone  into  matters  much  wider  than 
was  covered  by  his  Notice  of  Motion  en 
the  paper.  He  had  given  a  history,  ac- 
cording to  his  own  version,  of  these  most 
melancholy  riots,  and  put  his  own  con- 
struction on  their  origin,  cause,  and  pro- 
gress, and  on  the  various  occurrences  that 
took  place  while  they  existed,  altogether 
irrespective  of  the  persons  whose  conduct 
he  was  assailing.  Now,  he  wished  at  the 
outset  to  say  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
follow  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  that  course. 
He  did  not  intend  at  present  to  resume 
the  discussion  as  to  the  real  cause  of  these 
most  Unfortunate  riots,  indefensible  as 
they  were,  whether  they  had  or  had  not  a 
cause  ;  nor  did  he  intend  to  follow  the  hon. 
Member  in  the  mode  in  which  he  dealt 
with  the  evidence  before  the  Commission. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  selected  such 
evidence  as  iti  his  opinion  made  out  his 
view  of  the  conduct  of  the  persons  engaged 
in  the  riots  during  the  time  they  prevailed. 
As  he  said  before,  no  person  could  deplore 
the  riots  more  than  he  did  ;  and  it  wss  no 
consolation  to  him  to  say  that  one  party 
more  than  another  was  to  blame.  He 
said  much  blame  lay  on  one  side  or  the 
other.  The  occurrence  of  these  events 
was  a  matter  they  had  all  to  deplore,  and 
he  certainly  would  not  endeavour  to  keep 
alive  passions  which  he  hoped  would  now 
go  to  rest,  by  entering  on  an  investigation 
which  could  do  no  possible  good.    But  tho 
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case  was  altogether  diflbrant  when  tl^y 
took  tho  Motion,  wbiob  dealt  witli  the 
eharaeter  aod  repatation  of  iodiTidaala, 
and  ahoTO  all  the  obaractar  aad  repatatton 
of  that  claae  of  men  of  all  otben  entitled 
to  seek  fair  oonsideratioii  both  from  Par- 
liament and  the  publio—- he  meant  the  un- 
paid magistraoj  of  the  eonntrj.  In  Eng- 
land thej  had  boroughs  where  loeal  magis- 
trates were  appointed.  Their  dntj  was  in 
the  borough.  There  w«s  nothing  of  the 
kind  in  Belfast.  There  were  no  magistrates 
appointed  for  Belfast^  eieept  the  stipen 
diary  resident  magistrate.  Ballast  was 
situated  partly  in  the  oonnty  of  Antrim 
and  partly  in  Down,  and  the  magistrates 
of  either  county  might  aet  magisterially  in 
that  part  of  Belfast  which  lay  in  their  re- 
speetire  county*  but  there  was  no  obliga- 
tion on  any  particular  magistrate  to  leave 
his  residence  in  the  county*  go  into  Belfast, 
and  act  in  his  magisterial  capacity  for  the 
town.  There  was  one  magistrate — a  resi- 
dent magistrate — who  revived  a  salary 
from  the  country  for  the  performance  of 
liis  duties.  It  was  his  dnty  to  perform 
magisterial  functions  in  ^e  town.  The 
name  of  the  Mayor  of  Belfast  had  been 
mentioned.  That  gentleman  had  filled  the 
office  of  mayor  for  two  successive  years, 
and  all  who  knew  him  must  admit  that  a 
more  upright,  estimable,  and  sagacious 
man  than  the  present  Mayor  of  Belfast  did 
not  live.  It  was  quite  true  that  during 
his  tenure  of  offioe  the  mayor  was  ets  oficio 
a  magistrate,  but  it  waa  not  usual  to  con- 
sider that  his  authority  superseded  that  of 
the  resident  magistrate.  No  doubt  he 
was  in  the  habit  of  rendering  as  much  as- 
sistance as  he  could*  but  it  was  the  resi- 
dent magistrate  who  discharged  the  bulk 
of  the  duties  connected  with  the  town. 
The  charge  made  against  the  mayor  was, 
in  the  first  place,  that  daring  the  earlier 
days  of  the  riots  he  slept  Out  of  the  town. 
Now,  Belfast  was  a  btisiness  town,  and 
there  was  not,  he  believed,  a  single  magis- 
trate who  did  not  sleep  out  of  it — indeed 
it  was  somewhat  remaikahle  that  the  per- 
son who  enioyed  the  name  of  '*  Resident 
Magistrate,  Mr.  Orme,  had  always  been 
permitted  by  the  Government  to  reside 
two  or  three  miles  from  the  town,  and  was 
so  residing  when  the  riots  took  place. 
And  that  was  the  eiplanation  of  part  of 
Mr.  Orme's  evidence  when  he  said  that 
upon  hearing  of  the  first  appearance  of  a 
riot  he  came  into  the  town,  hut  it  was  all 
over  when  he  arrived  there*  The  aecu- 
aation,  therefore*  that  the  mayor  dept  out 
Sir  Eugh  Catms 


of  the  town  during  the  first  days  of  the 
riot  had  nothing  it  it.  Tho  next  charge 
was  that  be  went  to  Harrogate,  where,  ac- 
cording to  the  hon.  Member,  he  heard 
nothing  about  the  riots  for  eight  days. 
He  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  did  not  know  what 
was  the  nature  ef  the  telegraphic  commu- 
nication between  Belfast  and  Harrogate, 
or  how  long  it  ought  to  take  to  communi- 
cate between  those  places,  but  they  had  a 
curious  instaaco  of  the  uncertain  way  in 
which  intelligence  travelled  in  what  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  stated — namely, 
that  the  first  information  he  had  of  the 
disturbances  was  from  a  French  newspaper. 
In  referring,  however,  to  that  point  he  did 
not  mean  to  attach  the  slightest  blame  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet;  and  he  at  once 
admitted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  the  most  satisfactory  reason  for 
his  absence  from  Ireland  at  the  time. 
But  to  return  to  the  mayor.  He  was 
in  ill-health,  and  had  been  ordered  to 
go  to  Harrogate;  he  had  made  his 
arrangements  for  going  some  days  be- 
fore, and  previous  to  setting  out  had 
consulted  the  resident  magistrate,  Mr. 
Orme,  who  told  him  he  might  safely 
leave  the  town,  and  he  went  on  the  night 
of  the  11th.  Now  let  hou.  Gentlemen  be 
just  in  the  position  in  which  they  stood. 
The  mayor  went  on  the  11th  ;  he  got  a 
telegram  on  the  evening  of  the  16th  ;  and 
he  started  by  the  first  train  next  morning 
for  Belfast,  where  he  arrived  on  the  morn- 
ing of  the  18th.  It  was  perfectly  idle, 
therefore,  with  the  knowledge  we  now 
possess  of  the  facts,  to  do  more  than  regret 
that  the  mayor  was  absent  during  those 
days.  It  was  but  fair  that  those  who 
wished  to  judge  his  conduct  should  put 
themselves  in  his  place.  But  in  the  mean- 
time the  Government  had  sent  down  to 
assist  Mr.  Orme  two  gentlemen,  whose 
names  he  desired  to  mention  as  being 
among  the  most  efficient  of  the  stipendisry 
magistrates  in  Ireland — Mr.  McCance  and 
Mr.  Coulson-^who  remained  in  Belfast  with 
the  usual  resident  magistrate  during  the 
whole  of  the  period  of  the  absence  <?  the 
mayor.  So  much  for  the  case  of  the  mayor, 
to  whom  no  impartial  man  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  prepared  to  assign  the  slightest 
blame  in  connection  with  those  events. 
He  would  next  pass  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Vemer.  He  should,  however,  first  of  all 
observe  that  the  resident  magistrate  did 
not  feel  it  his  doty  to  call  on  any  of  the 
county  magistrates  to  act  with  him  until 
after  the  12th,  although  the  riots  began  on 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


103 


Ireland-^ 


|Ju2^l3, 1865) 


BdfM  BioU. 


154 


th«  8tli,  and  tiiat  he  did  not  summon  «ny 
meetiDg  of  the  county    magUtrfttoB  until 
the  16tb.    But  what  was  the  case  of  Mr. 
Yerner?  Mr.  Yeroer  was  a  well  known 
geotleman,  a  relative  of  the  Lord^lieute* 
naDt  of  the  oounty,  and  be  was  happy  to 
say,  was  a  personal  friend  of  bifl  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns)»  and  he  could  state  that  a  more 
firm,  a  more  impartial,  or  a  more  prudent 
magittratei  and  more  humane  man  never 
lived ;  aod  even  if  he  had  not  discovered 
some  conflicting  evidence  in  the  Report — 
evidence  which  had  been  wholly    disre- 
garded by  the  Commissioners — he  should 
say  irith  as  much  confidence  as  he  ever 
felt  in  bis  life,  that  the  statement  which 
the  hoD.  Member  bad  taken  from  the  alle- 
gations of  one  or  two  witnesses  could  not 
be  true.     But  the  matter  did  not  rest  on 
Lis  mere  opinion,  he  was  in  a  position  to 
adduce  evidence  on  the  other  side,  which 
the   hen.   Gentleman   did  not    give,  and 
which  utterly  blew  into  the  air  the  idle 
and  malicious    statements  which  had  been 
made  with  regard  to  Mr.  Yerner.     There 
was  a  great  desire  on   the  part  of  some 
pereoDS  in  Belfast  to  throw  blame  upon  the 
local  magistrates  ;  but  it  was  a  very  curious 
thing  that  against  not  one  of  them,  with 
the  excepUou  of  Mr.  Yerner,  was  a  single 
accusation  broogbt.     But  it  so  happened 
that  ist  the  time  of  the  inquiry  Mr.  Yerner 
was  the  only  one  of  the  magistrates  who 
iras  absent ;    he  was  in    the    south    of 
Frauce  ;  he  did  not  hear  that  a  Commis- 
sion was  about  to  be  held,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  anything  would  be  done  in  tho 
matter  until  the  spring  aesixes.    Now  it 
vras  said  that  Mr.  Yerner  saw  two  women 
being  beaten  by  a  mob  of  men^  tliat  one  of 
them    came    and  begged  for  assistance, 
that  be  had  with  him  a  party  of  seventy  or 
<^igbty  soldiera»  and  that  he  declined  to 
interfere.     But  it  was  a  remarkable  thing 
that  though  there  were  seventy  or  eighty 
soldiersj  and  two  ofHoersi  with  Mr.  Yerner 
St  the  time*  the  witnesses  were  unable  to 
identify  any  either  of  the  oflScers  or  soldiers, 
though  the  officers  most  have  been  very 
generally  known  to  the  inhabitants  of  Bel- 
fast.   Sneh  a  circumstance  m«st  be  consi- 
dered £atal  to  the  credit  of  the  witnesses 
against  Mr.  Yerner.     But  two  men  of  re- 
speotability,  who  did  not  know  Mr.  Yerner, 
snd  had  no  kind  of  connection  with  him, 
the  day  after  this  evidence  was  published 
in  the  papers*  Tolunteered   to  oome  for- 
ward and  give  their  version  of  what  had 
occorred.     One  of  these  was  a  Mr.  James 
Fergusson*  a  Scotchman,  who  was  no  party 


man  and  had  never  been  in  a  witness-box 
before,  and  he  stated  that  be  saw  the  attack 
on  the  two  girls  :*  that  Captain  Yerner  waa 
not  near  where  the  assault  was  committed, 
that  no  appeal  was  made  to  him  in  wit** 
ness's  presence^  and  that  he  saw  the  wholer 
transaction.  Another  person,  Mr.  James 
Hilly  confirmed  what  Mr.  Fergnsson  had 
stated  ;  and  so  Uttle  weight  did  the  Com* 
missioners — having  heard  the  evidence  on 
the  one  ^ide  and  on  the  other— attach  to 
the  charge,  so  utterly  exploded  did  they 
conceive  it  to  have  been,  that  they  did  not 
deem  it  wortliy  of  notice  in  their  Report. 
With  that  explanation  he  would  leave  the 
case  of  Mr«  Yerner,  and  proceed  briefly  to 
notice  that  of  Shr£«  Coey.  The  charge 
against  him  was,  that  when  there  was  a 
riotous  mob  in  the  street,  and  he  was  the 
magistrate  leading  a  military  force  com« 
manded  by  Captain  HiUo,  he  did  not  order 
that  military  forte  to  disperse  the  mob  and 
to  take  prisoners*  Now  it  was  all  very 
vreM  for  the  bon.  and  gallant  Member, 
who  had  won  such  laurels  on  a  well-fought 
field,  to  imagine  that  cnce  they  had  soldiers 
they  must  have  extremely  easy  work,  and 
that  all  they  had  to  do  was  to  fight  and 
conquer.  But  the  House  would  remember 
the  position  of  U  magistrato  in  a  case  of 
that  kind.  The  magistrate  had  with  him 
a  certain  number  of  troops,  he  knew  that 
he  had  power  to  order  them  to  fire,  to  dis- 
perse the  mob,  and  take  the  prisoners  ;  bat 
he  also  knew  that  if  he  gave  those  orders, 
it  must  lead  to  the  shedding  of  blood  ;  and 
it  was  the  part  ol'  a  sagaotous  magistrate 
to  consider  whether  it  was  not  wiser  to 
allow  a  nkob  to  pass  off  at  a  moment  when 
he  supposed  it  was  not  likely  to  do  any  par- 
tionlar  harm,  rather  than  force  the  troops 
under  his  charge  into  collision  with  it, 
when  it  was  not  doing  actual  injury  to 
anybody.  Captain  Hale  and  Sir  £.  Coey 
were  at  issue  in  their  evidence  as  to  what 
then  took  place.  'He  felt  sure  that  they 
each  stated  exacdy  what  they  beheTed 
to  have  oocurredle  but  everybody  could 
easily  perceive  how  the  recelleotton  of 
two  persons  thrown  into  the  midst  of 
a  tumult  of  that  kind  might  differ  as 
to  what  had  happened.  Sir  Edward 
Coey  said  that  Captain  Hale  ai^ed  him 
whether  he  shoidd  ordet  the  troops  to  Are; 
and  Sir  Bdward  Coey  replied,  "By  no 
means  ;  nothing  of  the  sort ; ''  and  Cap- 
tain Hale  said  hia  question  related  to 
whether  the  troopashodld  disperse  the  mob 
and  take  prisoners,  and  that  Sir  Edward 
Coey  iisod  words  to  dissuade  him  frcm 
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doiag  that.  Could  anjtluiig  be  more  pa- 
i«ral  than  a  mUunderfttanding  of  that  kind 
between  a  magUtrate  and  an  officer  ?  and 
could  Buch  a  circumstance  juttifj  the  lan- 
guage of  the  hon.  Member's  Resolution — 
namely*  that  the  evidence  contained 
"statementa  ao  aeriooaly  impugning  the 
official  conduct  of  certain  magiatratea  " 
that  '^  a  due  regard  to  the  vindication  of 
the  impartialitj  of  the  administration  of 
jnatiee  requirea  that  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
truth  of  these  chargea  should  hd  inatituted  ?" 
It  waa  idle  to  aaaert  anything  ao  prepoa- 
teroua.  The  hon.  Member  alao  told  them 
that  on  a  particular  day  during  the  dia- 
turbaneea  there  were  some  three  or  four 
funerals  of  peraona  who  had  lost  their  lives 
in  the  courae  of  the  riots  ;  that  those 
funerals  were  largely  attended,  and  that 
they  became  the  cause  of  increasing  dis- 
orders. Now,  he  felt  sure  there  was  not 
a  Gentleman  in  that  House  who  would  not 
agree  with  him  in  aaying  that  it  was  a 
grave  error  of  judgment  to  have  permitted 
those  funerals  to  take  placOi  accompanied 
by  such  numbers  of  people.  But  the  hon. 
Member,  in  his  seal  iq  attack  what  he 
called  the  local  magistrates,  had  rather 
overshot  the  mark.  Anybody  who  desired 
to  know  what  occurred  in  connection  with 
(hose  funerals  would  find  it  in  the  Report 
of  the  Commission.  There  were  in  the 
town  at  least  six  stipendiary  magistrates. 
A  meeting  was  held  in  tbe  morning  of  the 
day  when  the  funeralfi  were  to  take  place, 
at  which  aix  atipendiary  and  three  or  four 
county  magistratea  were  preaent.  It  waa 
the  atipendiary  magiatratea  who  were  of 
opinion  that  ^e  funerala  ahould  proceed 
without  being  interrupted  ;  and  not  only 
were  they  of  that  opinion,  but  four  out  of 
the  aiz  were  told  off  to  accompany  each 
funeral  and  take  charge  of  it.  It  waa  a 
cnrioua  fact  that  at  that  meeting  the  only 
persons  who  suggested  that  the  funerals 
should  not  be  permitted  waa  a  county  ma- 
gistrate, and  he  was  that  very  Sir  Edward 
Coey  whom  the  hon.  Member  attacked  and 
accused  of  want  of  discretion  I  But  Sir 
Edward  Coey  was  overruled,  and  the  sti- 
pendiary magistrates  were  assigned  to  at- 
tend the  different  funerals,  with  the  con- 
aaquencea  which  the  Houae  had  heard. 
The  next  magistrate  who  liad  been  referred 
to  by  tlie  hon.  Member  was  Mr.  Lyona, 
a  gentleman  whose  reputation  waa  well 
known  in  Belfast.  The  owner  of  a  large 
property,  Mr.  Lyons  had  had  the  good 
fortune  early  in  liife  to  receive  a  legal  train- 
ing AS  a  member  of  the  Bar.  For  many 
Sir  Hugh  Oaims 


years  past  he  had,  aometimea  aingle- 
handed,  always  with  the  greatest  diligence* 
as  a  volunteer,  discharged  what  might  be 
thought  to  be  about  the  moat  disagreeable 
of  duties — namely,  those  of  a  police  ma- 
gistrate in  Belfast,  in  which  capacity  hia 
aervioea  had  been  of  the  greateat  advan- 
tage to  the  administration  of  justice.  A 
more  skilful  magistrate  from  long  expe- 
rience than  Mr.  Lyons  did  not  exist.  But 
it  did  not  at  all,  therefore,  follow  that  he 
was  necessarily  the  best  man  at  quelling  a 
riot  when  it  had  gained  considerable  head« 
The  charge  brought  against  him,  however, 
waa  that,  having  gone  to  one  of  the  funer- 
als, when  he  ^und  that  the  crowd  was 
armed  and  was  firing  shots,  he  did  not 
order  the  military  force  accompanying  him 
to  disarm  it.  And  the  hon.  Member,  in 
martial  ardour,  brought  forward  the  testi- 
mony of  Lieutenant  Kennedy  and  Colonel 
Lightfoot  to  show  that  the  disarmament 
might  have  been  easily  effected.  Now,  it 
80  happened  that  there  was  then  a  greater 
military  authority  in  Belfast  than  those 
two  officers  —  namely,  General  Haines — 
who  differed  toto  ccelo  from  them  on  that 
very  point ;  and  the  Commisaionera,  being 
a  little  more  impartial  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  their  Report,  after  mentioning  the 
evidence  of  Colonel  Lightfoot,  went  on  to 
aay — 

<'It  is  right  to  obserTo  that  "General  Haines 
seemed  to  doubt  whether  the  crowd  could  hare 
been  so  easily  dispersed  here." 

When  they  found  those  military  aothoritlea 
differing  whether  it  would  have  been  a  pro- 
per strategical  movement  to  have  endea- 
voured  to  disarm  a  mob  under  particnlar 
circumstances,  surely  it  was  rather  too 
much  to  say  that  an  unfortunate  peacefiil 
magistrate,  who  had  never  seen  fields  of 
battle,  like  the  boo.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
was  to  be  called  upon  at  the  spur  of  the 
moment  to  decide  that  ho  would  take  on 
himself  the  responsibility  of  ordering  such  a 
movement.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
also  remarked  that  on  a  particular  day — 
the  16th  — the  Lord-lieutenant  of  the 
county.  Lord  Donegall,  came  into  the  town, 
and  the  moment  he  appeared  everythii^ 
was  reduced  to  peace  and  quietness,  and  a 
search  for  arms  was  made.  But,  if  he 
recollected  rightly,  the  Lord-lieutenant 
was  in  the  town  during  the  whole  time, 
and  if  he  had  choseq  to  call  out  the  pos$^ 
comiiattUt  it  would  have  been  available  i 
and,  therefore,  the  very  witness  cited  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  went  against 
him.     He  had  pow  only  to  aay  a  few  word^ 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


U1 


Irdmi^ 


IJxmE  13,  1866) 


Belfast  RioU, 


158 


on  behalf  of  two  other  tnagistrates — Major 
Mackenzie   and   Mr.  Sinclair,  who  were 
mentioned  on  the  tesUmonj  of  a  witness 
about  which  he  would  say  no  more  than 
that  any  person  who  read  it  through  would 
see  what  kind  of  OTidence  it  was.     The 
witness  accused  Major  Mackenzie  of  neg- 
lect, and  of  refusing  to  perform  the  duties 
be  was  requested  to  discharge;  but  it  turned 
out  that,  although  Major  Mackenzie  was 
an  officer  in  a  militia  regiment,  and  hap- 
pened at  the  same  time  to  be  a  magistrate 
for  the  county  of  Antrim,  he  had  never  in 
his  life  acted  as  one  of  the  borough  magis- 
trates, his  name  not  even  being  on  the  list 
of  borough  magistrates.     Under  such  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  justified  iu  saying  that 
he  was  not  the  proper  person  to  act  in  the 
matter,  and  that  one  of  the  regular  borough 
magiatrates  had  better  be  applied  to  in 
order  to  secure  the  peace   of  the  town. 
Mr,  Sinclair,  another  magistrate,  was  ac- 
cused by  the  same  witness  of  neglect  of 
duty.     Kow,  that  gentlemen  was  one  of 
the  leading  merchants  in  the  town,  as  well 
as  one  of  its  most  efficient  magistrates, 
hayiBg  been  appointed  by  the  present  Lord- 
lieutenant   of  the  county.     It  appeared 
that,  at  the  time  spoken  of,  districts  were 
assigned  to  different  magistrates,  and  they 
most  naturally  and   properly  declined  to 
act  out  of  the  districts  assigned  to  them, 
and  when  a  man  came  up  in  breathless 
baste  to  him  to  summon  him  to  a  remote 
part  of  the  town,  he  properly  refused  to 
comply,  saying  that  as  it  was  not  his  dis- 
trict he  would  not  go  there.     And  so  little 
did    the  Commissioners  think  of  it  that 
when  Mr.  Sinclair  offered  himself  for  ex- 
amination, as  OTOry  other  magistrate  had 
done*  the  Commissioners  did  not  thmk  it 
necessary  to  put  a  single  question  to  him 
upon  the  subject  of  this  accusation.     He 
thanked  the  House  for  permitting  him,  on 
the   part  of  those    absent  gentlemen,  to 
make  die  observa^ons  he  had  done  in  their 
behalf ;  and  he  would  only  in  conclusion 
remind  the  House  of  what  the  Commis- 
tioners  said  with  regard  to  the  charges 
that  had  been  made  in  the  press  and  else- 
where against  the  local  magistrates  in  re- 
spect of  what  was  called  their  want  of 
firmneas  during  the  riots.     They  stated  in 
their  Beport  that  there  were  some  errors 
in  judgment  which  the  magistrates  might 
baye  made  ;  but  beyond  that  they  stated, 
in  the  Words  of  one  of  the  most  sensible 
and  ezperieneed  of  the  mafl;istrates,  that 
thej  were  most  anxious  to  do  their  duty  ; 
but  where  a  large  number  of  gentlemen 


were  armed  with  the  same  power  a  direr- 
sity  of  opinion  aiid  contradictory  orders 
were  likely  to  preyail,  and  iu  consequence 
the  military^and  the  police  were  crowded 
together  in  some  places,  \vhiUt  others  were 
not  attended  to  as  they  ought  to  have  been^ 
which,  no  doubt,  was  the  consequence  of 
having  no  head  over  them  ;  it  was,  there- 
fore, hardly  fair  to  criticise  too  closely  the 
course  that  they  pursued.  They  also  atated 
that  the  prevailing  idea  was  (and  that  idea 
he  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  thought  seemed  to 
prefail  in  the  hon.  Member's  mind)  that 
from  the  8th  to  the  18th  of  August  there 
was  a  series  of  iMreasing  disorders  going 
on  m  the  town  owing  to  the  apathy  of  the 
magistrates.  But  the  Commissioners  stated 
that  this  wa»  a  mistake,  and  that  whilst 
they  felt  their  proceedings  were  open  to 
strong '  disapproTal  in  some  respects,  and 
two  or  three  committed  serious  errors,  they 
were  not  chargeable  with  such  a  negleot 
of  duty,  and  that  the  subsequent  riots  were 
wholly  unexpected.  He  concurred  in  the 
hope  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  the 
measure  which  had  been  passed  that  Ses- 
sion with  regard  to  the  constabulary  force 
would  be  useful  on  future  occasions ;  but 
he  did  not  augur  that  quite  so  much  good 
would  result  from  it  as  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet did.  He,  however,  hoped  and  trusted 
that  the  ^ood  sense  of  the  people  of  Bel- 
fast would  see,  as  no  doubt  they  did,  that 
these  riots  brought  discredit  on  the  town, 
and  great  affliction  and  injury  to  the  peo- 
ple ;  and  he  agreed  with  the  right  hon, 
Baronet  in  hoping  that  for  the  future  a 
better  state  of  things  would  prevail,  and 
that  such  scenes  would  not  recur  in  Bel- 
fast. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.had  found  fault  with  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  O'Reilly)  for  bringing  forward  this 
Motion  on  the  present  occasion,  on  tlie 
ground  that  the  subject  had  been  already 
discussed,  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Belfast,  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session.  He  thought  he  re- 
membered, however,  that  when  the.  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hngh  Cairns) 
brought  the  matter  forward  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  said  that  the 
House  could  not  then  properly  entertain  it, 
and  thai;  the  debate  ought  to  be  deferred 
until  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners, 
and  the  evidence  they  had  taken,  were  in 
tlie  hands  of  hon.  Members ;  and  it  was 
that  plea,  and  the  fediiig  that  the  debate 
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WM  in  that  respect  prematare,  which  in- 
duced many  hon.  Friends  of  his  to  abstain 
from  taking  part  in  it,  especiallj  as  the 
debate  on  that  occasion  did  not  run  Tcrj 
much  on  the  occurrences  which  took  place 
in  Belfast,  but  was  rather  confined  to  the 
question  of  the  adyiaabilitj  of  appointing  a 
Royal  Oommission  of  inquiry.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  "  let  bygones  be  by- 
gones," and  deprecated  anything  calculated 
to  reviTO  ill-feeling  and  animosity.  He  could 
not  see  anything  in  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend  of  this  character.  The  hon,  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  said 
he  would  not  go  into  the  CTidenoe  taken 
before  the  Commissioners,  because  he  had, 
on  a  former  occasion,  introduced  a  Motion 
on  this  subject.  Yet  upon  that  occasion 
he  declared  that  he  had  nothing  to  say  to 
the  causes  of  the  riots,  but  only  as  to  the 
expediency  of  appointing  the  Commission 
of  Inquiry.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
did  not  by  his  Motion  make  any  charge 
against  the  magistrates,  but  merely  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  in  public  docu- 
ments there  were  certain  grare  statements 
affecting  the  conduct  of  those  gentlemen 
which  ought  either  to  be  proved  or  dis- 
proved. The  right  hon.  Baronet  defended 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  in  the 
course  it  took  to  quell  the  riots,  and  said 
that  troops  and  police  were  sent  in  force  to 
Belfast  sufficient  to  put  down  the  riots. 
But  the  magisti^ates  did  not  use  that  force, 
and  that  statement  was,  therefore,  no  an- 
swer to  this  Motion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Belfast  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns), 
who  had  refused  to  go  into  the  case  before 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  Commissioners 
was  before  the  House,  now  quoted  the 
testimony  of  two  amateur  witnesses  in  de- 
fence of  the  magistrates,  and  particularly 
of  Mr.  Yemer ;  but  that  evidence  appeared 
to  him  strongly  to  inculpate  Mr.  Yemer. 
These  witness  said  they  were  within  fifty 
yards  of  the  spot  at  a  time  when  a  woman  was 
ill-treated — and  the  fSsct  that  they  themselves 
did  not  interfere  to  prevent  the  outrage  no 
doubt  greatly  invalidated  their  testimony  ; 
bnt  they  also  said  that  Mr.  Yerner,  with 
forty  or  fifty  soldiers,  was  almost  as  near. 
The  charge  against  Major  Mackeniie  and 
Mr.  Sinclair  was,  not  that  Uiey  refused  to 
go  outside  the  particular  districts  allotted 
to  them,  but  that  they  refused  to  interfere 
at  ail,  because  they  said  '*  theyVere  so 
much  mixed  up  with  the  people  that  they 
could  not  do  so."  These  were  grave  charges 
against  any  gentleman,  especially  grave 
against  any  persons  in  the  position  of  ma- 
TheO'ConorDon 


gistrates,  and  he  had  not  yet  heard  anj 
answer  given  to  them. 

Captain  Y£RNE£  said,  he  would  not 
have  risen  to  address  the  House  on  tliii 
painful  aubiect  but  for  the  personal  tone 
the  debate  had  assumed,  and  the  muDer 
in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Longfori 
(Mr.  O'Eeilly)  and  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat    down   (the   O'Conor  Don) 
had   spoken  of  a  relative  of  hit.     The 
magistrates  of  Belfast  might  have  bekaied 
with  indecision,  or  might  not  have  beeo 
equal  to  the  occasion  ;  but  they  had  oerer 
heard  of  riots  where  magistrates  had  a^ 
quitted  themselyes  otherwise,  and  he  did 
not  see  why  greater  sins  on  that  account 
should  be  laid  to  the  charge  of  the  Belfait 
magistrates  than  any  others.     His  cousin 
(Mr.  Yemer)   had  been  attacked  bj  efi- 
dence  not  received  upon  oath.     There  wu 
a  Commission  sent  down  to  Belfast  which 
received   evidence    from    witneases  upon 
whom  no  reliance  could   be  placed,  and 
some  of  them  attacked  his  cousin,  who. 
they  knew,  was  absent  from  the  town  at 
the  time.    The  hon.  Member  (the  0*Conor 
Don)  said  that  two  volunteer  witneaaea  had 
been  put  forward  iu  defence  of  the  Dsgie- 
trates  ;  but  his  cousin  had  gone  abroad 
before  he  knew  of  the  Commission,  and 
never  heard  of  these  witneases  until  he 
saw  it  mentioned  in  the  newspapers.    Hii 
cousin,  *  therefore,  was  not  responsible  for 
anythmg    they   might    adduce;    but  he 
(Captain  Yemer)  begged  to  say,  on  the  part 
of  his  cousin,  that   he  gave   the  fullest 
denial  to  all  the  charges  brought  against 
him,  and  treated  them  with  the  greatest 
contempt.     Those  charges,  however,  and 
the  eviaence  by  which  they  were  supported, 
showed  an  ammui  which,  he  was  sorrj  to 
say,  had  been  only  too  rife  iu  Bdfiaat  of 
late,  causing  the   worst  feeling  between 
different  classes.    He  ascribed  the  troubles 
which  Belfast  had  experienced  of  late  years 
entirely  to  the  existence  of  a  newspaper, 
the  editor  of  which  was  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal accusers  of  his  cousin.     Agre^g 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  bygones  should  be  bygooes, 
he  should  be  sorry  to  retort   on  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  by  alluding  to  transac- 
tions in  whbh  magistrates  of  opinions  akin 
to  his  own  had  exposed   tbenselves  to 
censure  ;  but  he  put  it  to  the  House  who- 
tlier  Motions  such  as  the  present  were 
likely  to  bring  peace  to  Belfaat.     The  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  was  only  actuated  by  a 
feeling  of  justice  towards  the  magistrates. 
The  magistrates,  no  doubt,  were  very  much 
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obliged  to  him  ;  bul  he  thought  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleuau  was  the  last  person 
whom  thej  would  have  chosen  as  their 
spokerman  and  defender. 

Mb.  M'MAHON  said,  that  while  the 
Speaker  went  out  to  tea  he  had  looked  at 
The  Freeman*i  Journal  of  the  previous 
night,  and  tbere  found  an  account  of  riot- 
ing at  Lisbtrm,  where  an  Orange  mob  had 
paraded  the  town  with  the  usual  insignia. 
The  fact  was  that  rioting  was,  and  had 
long  been,  a  permanent  institution  in  the 
North — it  was  no  accidental  occurrence— 
and  that  no  steps  were  taken  for  its  pre- 
tentioii.  At  Belfast,  where  the  riots  at- 
tained to  the  dimensions  of  a  civil  war, 
fte  police  were  composed  of  young  Orange 
ladi,  appointed  hj  those  most  just  and 
Stnpartial  gentlemen  the  Belfast  magis- 
trates. {An  hon.  MSMBBft :  Not  at  all ; 
hjr  the  Corporation.]  He  was  told  that  the 
joong  Orangemen  of  the  surrounding  dis- 
trict looked  regularly  for  appointments  in 
the  Belfast  police,  and  that  the  Oorporation 
employed  Orangemen  and  nobody  else.  The 
result  was  that  these  riots  were  continually 
occurring,  until  at  last  they  reached  such 
m  cKmaz  that  the  Qoyenimetti  had  been 
obliged  to  supersede  the  local  aad  substi- 
tute the  general  police.  In  thus  removing, 
hcwerer,  the  humblest  instruments  of  the 
riot,  the  Government  had  not  done  enough, 
for  thes<s  Bien  would  not  have  acted  as  they 
did  if  their  conduct  had  not  been  connived 
at  oreneonraffod  by  the  magistrates.  Two 
iDStanoee  had  been  given.  The  poUce  in 
one  of  the  affrays  had  captured  only  navvies 
who  wore  Boman  Oatholics ;  and  in  search- 
hg  for  avms  they  had  found  arms  only 
in  the  Ca4holie  district.  This  showed  a 
bias  OB  ihe  part  of  the  superior  authorities 
of  tiie  horongh  inr  favour  of  the  Orangia- 
men.  He  contended,  theretbre,  that  the 
House  should  go^  further,  and  instead  of 
liaitiag  tiie  inqutry  to  the  condoot  of  par- 
tiddar  magtstraitea  should  inquire  into  the 
whole  system  of  government  in  Belfast. 
Bid  ibe  oorporation  of  Beltet  represent 
thetoleralioa  and  inielligenoe  of  the  whole 
ttmateji  As  ta  any  hope  that  riotinf^ 
would  eease,  it  was  idle  to  expect  such  a 
result  until  yon  dieoked  tiie  diominance  of 
the  Orange  oligarchy  in  Belfsat  and  the 
Beighbonrhood*  The  bsorbarons  bigotry  of 
'  tiuit  fertrof  Ireland  was  perfeetly  shocking. 
There  mm  nothing  like  it  in  any  other  part 
of  Ireland  er  in  Bng^and.  A  dkthiguisbed 
writer  bed  spokoB  of  the  barbarous  bigotry 
of  Sootknd,  and  bad  compared  it  with  that 
of  Sp«B  {  and  perhaps  some  of  the  in* 
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habitants  of  the  North  of  Ireland  bad 
brought  their  bigotry  from  Scotland.  At 
aH  events,  ho  was  sure  that  until  some- 
thing was  done  to  check  the  present  system 
of  local  government  in  Belfast  there  would 
never  be  anything  Hke  order  and  content- 
ment. 

Mb.  WHALLBY  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  M'Mahon)  had 
raised  the  question  from  one  of  details  to 
one  of  much  general  importance.  When 
he  characterised  the  peculiar  feelings  of 
the  people  of  the  North  of  Ireland  by  the 
term  "  bigotry,"  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  have  given  some  defini- 
tion of  the  term.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  the  in- 
quiry should  be  somewhat  more  extensive 
than  was  proposed;  in  his  opinion,  it  ought 
to  extend  to  the  nature  of  the  influence 
exercised  by  the  Roman  Catholic  priest- 
hood at  Belfast,  and  in  what  particular 
direction  it  had  been  exercised.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  stated  that  riots 
had  taken  place  at  Lisbum— but  had  no 
riots  taken  place  in  London  and  Birken- 
head ?  The  difference  between  Orangemen 
and  Roman  Catholics  was  this  -—  that 
Orangemen  only  thought  themselves  ag- 
grieved when  thesr  heads  were  broken  or 
they  were  otherwise  maltreated;  but  Ro- 
man CathoKcs  had  such  sensitive  feelings 
that  they  could  not  bear  a  particular  song, 
and  they  could 'not  bear  to  see  certain  ban- 
ners, or  to  hear  certain  tunes.  There  had 
been  that  evening  a  manifestation  of  singu- 
lar humility  by  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
who  had  apologised  to  a  dignitary  of  the 
Irish  Roman  CathoHo  Church  for  the  ex- 
pression '' twH)  rows  of  pina,"  said  he  had 
regretted  this  expression  ever  since,  and 
professed  the  greatest  possible  respect  and 
deference  for  the  heads  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priesthood.  What  did  this  mean  ? 
It  must  be  because  Roman  Catholics  were 
supposed  to  control  the  minds  and  feelings 
ef  the  people  under  their  charge;  and,  in 
point  of  fact,  tiiey  received  from  the  State 
some  hundreds  of  thousands  a  yeanr  for  no 
other  purposo  that  he  could  conceive,  ex- 
cept that  of  influencing  the  population  on 
the  side  of  order  and  good  government. 
Well,  then,  it' was  too  much  to  demand 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  magistrates 
who  dieeharged  their  difficult,  and  respon- 
sible fuBCtions  vohmtarily  uid  gratuitously, 
and  yet  not  call  in  question  the  conduct  of 
men  whom  we  thus  subaicfised  to  the  extent 
of  something  like  a  milHon  a  year«  The 
Orangemen  in  Irriand  chaUenged  inquiry 
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into  the  fttaieanent  tluit  never  upon  abj 
^me  oooatioD  within  liTing  memorj  ooiild 
<hej  he  accused  of  hegtnning  an  attaek 
«pon  the  Roman  Catholios.  He  contended 
that  the  J  were  entitled  to  keep  in  mind  the 
traditions  connected  with  snch  tones  as 
"'  Bojne  Water ; "  and  this  was  very  often 
the  beginning  and  the  end  of  their  offence. 
This  was  called  rioting.  The  suggestion 
that  the  inquiry  shooTd  be  extended  was 
«n  excellent  one  ;  the  Go?ernment  should 
inYestigate  how  far  the  Roman  Catholic 
priestliood  acquiesced  in  or  stimulated,  or 
ought  to  have  interfered  to  prevent,  the 
xioto  at  Belfast. 

Mo.  TORRENS  said,  the  sUtement  of 
the  hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
M'Mahon)  that  the  Belfast  police  had  been 
unirersallj  recruited  from  Orangemen  was 
utterly  erroneous,  and  was  not  borne  out 
by  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners,  who 
«aid — 

"  A  reason  analogous  to  that  which  we  have 
lieen  jost  coasidaring,  assigned  for  the  distrust  in 
the  local  police,  is  Uiat  Orangeism  preyails  to  a 
•considerable  extent  among  its  members.  Of  the 
fact  that  it  does  so  prevail  no  proof  was  offered 
«8,  and  the  witnesses  connected  In  anj  waj  with 
the  force  declared  their  ignorance  of  its  eiistence 
^imong  them ;  and  generally  expressed  a  belief 
that  men  who  are,  or  hare  been,  members  of  the 
Orange  Society  are  not  to  be  found  in  the  police." 

With  respect  to  another  point  touched  on 
^y  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  he  might 
mention  that  of  the  twenty-two  magis- 
trates at  Belfast,  thirteen  magistrates  were 
Roman  Catholios  or  Liberals  and  nine  were 
Protestants,  and  he  was  sorry  that  the  hon. 
«nd  learned  Member  had  not  been  a  little 
4nore  accurate  in  his  statements. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  proposed  the 
Ifotion  would  be  satisfied  with  the  discus- 
sion which  had  taken  place,  and  would  not 
press  his  Motion  to  a  division.  It  was 
impossible  to  read  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mission without  deeply  regretting  the 
-eTcnts  which  had  taken  place  at  Belfast, 
4ind,  no  doubt,  errors  of  judgment  had 
been  committed  by  Tarious  persons ;  but 
lie  did  not  think  that  the  proposed  inquiry 
-would  be  productive  of  any  other  effect 
^han  that  of  promoting  dissension.  If 
nothing  had  been  done  it  might  be  proper 
that  inquiry  should  take  place,  but  there 
^as  before  the  House  a  Bill|  the  principle 
•of  which  had  met  with  general  concurrence, 
■and  the  effect  of  which,  he  hoped,  would 
be  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  such  dis- 
-orders  in  future.  He  conceived  that  no 
4practical  benefit  could  result  from  the 
Mr.  WhdUey 


adoptiOQ  of  the  present  Motion  except  ilie 
remal  of  animosities  which  it  was  to  ba 
hoped  were  now  allayed,  and  he  tmstod  it 
would  not  be  pressed  to  a  diTisioa. 

Mb.  MAGUIRB  wished  to  make  only 
one  obaenration*  He  admired  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Lisbom  (Captain  Yemer) 
when  he  stood  up  to  defend  hb  abaont 
relatiTe,  but  he  did  not  admire  him  vrbea 
he  attacked  a  man  who  could  not  dofuid 
himself  in  that  House— a  man  who  waa 
worthy  of  the  respect  of  all  who  knew  him. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  the 
morbid  and  wicked  feeling  which  ezistod 
in  Belfast  had  been  int^uced  by  ona 
gentleman,  the  editor  of  a  newsnap^  in 
that  town.  He  had  the  henoor  of  knowia^ 
Mr.  M'Eenna,  and  he  assured  the  hon. 
Member  that  Mr.  M*Eenna  could  not  be 
the  author  of  the  bad  feeling  that  existed 
in  Belfast  in  1857,  as  he  only  went  there 
two  or  three  years  ago.  He  appealed  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Belfast 
(Sir  Hugh  Gaums) — the  temper  and  mode- 
ration  of  whose  speech  that  CTcning  did 
him  great  credit — whether  the  manner  in 
which  Mr.  M'Eenna  had  conducted  hina- 
solf  before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  was  not  such  as  entitled  him  to  tbe 
good  opinion  of  all  who  had  read  his  eri- 
dence.  If  Mr.  M'Eenna  was  placed  in  a 
position  which  called  upon  him  to  defend 
his  co-religionists,  and  to  expose  abnaas 
which  eyery  Irishman  deplored,  that  wsm 
not  a  reason  for  attacking  him  for  having 
instigated  riots  the  causes  of  which  he  had 
laboured  to  vindicate. 

Mb.  O'REILLY,  in  reply,  stated  that 
he  had  himself  made  no  attack  on  the  ma* 
gistrates  of  Belfast,  and  declined  to  take 
upon  himself  the  ontc#  of  proving  thechama 
made  against  them.  All  he  said  was,  that 
certain  all^ations  stood  in  record  against 
them  in  Uie  evidence  taken  before  tbe 
Commission,  and  that  those  statements 
required  investigation.  He  expressed  his 
determination  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  di- 
vision. 

Question  put :— The  House  divided :— 
Ayes  39  ;  IToes  132 :  Majority  93. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE. 
BBSOLimON. 

Sm  FREDERIC  SMITH  said,  he  rose 
to  move— 

•*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  should  now  adopt  msasares  Ibr 
the  oonstmction  of  some  of  the  fiarbours  of  Rs- 
fage  on  the  ooast  of  Grest  Britain  and  IreUad  re- 
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eooUMnMI  bgr »  OeiniiitU«of  iUfl  Houd  in  18^8, 
and  ligr  a  Rogral  OomiuBsion  in  18dQ." 

Mnob  as  lie  faftd  regretted  tbe  abeenee  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Banderland 
(Mr.  Lindsaj)  from  tbe  House,  be  nerer 
regretted  it  more  tban  on  tbe  preseni  oo* 
eaeion,  for  if  bis  bon.  Friesd  bad  been 
there  be  wonld^  no  doubt,  bare  brought  the 
■abjeet  before  tbe  Hofise,  and  be  (Sir 
Frederio  Smith)  wonld  bare  liked  to  have 
tbe  bononr  of  seoondtng  him.  His  bon. 
Friend  bad  deroted  himself  for  years  to 
this  great  question,  and  he  (Sir  Frederic 
Smith)  was  a  bomble  follower.  It  was 
within  the  knowledge  of  manj  Members  of 
tbe  Honse  that  in  consequence  of  the  great 
nanber  of  casoalties  on  onr  coast  a  Com- 
miitee  of  the  House  of  Commons  investi- 
gated the  subject  in  1857-8.  Tbe  Commit- 
tee was  presided  orer  bj  tbe  late  Mr.  James 
Wilson,  and  the  Chairman  and  nearly  ererj 
Member  of  the  Committee  were  of  opinion 
tbat  harbours  of  refuge  ought  to  be  con- 
structed, and  tbat  their  construction  would 
result  in  the  saving  of  one-third  of  the  num- 
ber of  lives  and  the  same  proportion  of 
property  that  were  now  annually  lost,  and 
they  recoomiended  that  a  Royal  Com- 
mission should  be  issued,  as  being  more 
able  to  investigate  the  subject  than  a 
Committee  of  that  House.  A  Commis- 
sion was  accordingly  appointed,  composed 
of  men  well  qualifiea  to  conduct  such 
an  inquiry.  Sir  James  Hope,  one  of  the 
best  officers  in  the  naval  service,  pre- 
sided; and  the  late  Admiral  Washington, 
Ilydrographer  of  tbe  Navy,  Admiral  Bul- 
tivan,  and  other  men  of  ability  and  expe- 
rience, as  naval  officers  and  engineers, 
and  the  Member  for  Sunderland  and  himself 
were  Members  of  the  Commission.  They 
examined  witnesses  at  every  port  in  the 
kingdom,  and  they  reported  in  favour  of 
the  formation  of  various  harbours  of  refuge, 
giving  estimates  for  the  works  which  they 
recommended,  and  in  short  coming  to  con- 
doaions  not  very  different  from  those  of 
the  Committee.  As  showing  the  accuracy 
of  the  calculations  made  by  the  Commis- 
aioners,  he  might  observe  that  contractors 
were  to  be  found  who  would  undertake  the 
coiiBtruotion  of  those  harbours  of  refuge  at 
the  estimated  cost.  Unfortunately  the  Re- 
port of  tbe  Commissioners  was  followed 
up  by  a  document  emanating  fk-om  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  1861— the  work  of  a 
(RTilian,  though  of  great  talent,  yet  totally 
nnlSt,  Arom  bis  want  of  knowledge  of 
iiAUtioal  affiiirs,  for  tbe  task.  If  his  right 
lion.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Board 


of  Trade,  with  bis  great  nautieal  skill,  bad 
drawn  up  tbat  document  of  course  tbe  re- 
sult would,  no  doubt,  have  been  different. 
The  document  of  1861  attacked  the  Oonfr- 
misstoners'  Report  as  to  tbe  estioaates  and 
the  probable  saring  of  Fife  and  property, 
and  the  Commnsioners  were  accused  of 
speaking  of  tbe  foundering  of  vessels  as  if 
such  foundering  could  be  avoided  by  har- 
bours of  refuge.  But  was  not  the  cause 
of  these  disasters  the  very  fact  that 
harbours  of  refuge  did  not  exist?  Tbe 
harbours  on  the  East  coast  were  tidal 
harbours,  and  could  only  be  entered  at 
or  nearly  at  the  top  of  the  tide.  It 
was  well  known  that  tbe  very  wind  which 
stopped  the  laden  vessels  coming  from 
tbe  north  was  the  wind  which  took  the 
light  vessels  down  from  the  south,  and 
tbat  at  Flamborough  Head  collisions  took 
place,  and  that  these  collisions  would 
not  take  place  if  harbours  of  refuge 
were  provided,  as  tbe  laden  vessels  would 
put  in  there,  and  the  light  vessels  would 
pass  on  to  their  destination.  They  were 
told  by  the  document  in  question  that  the 
age  of  vessels  was  a  fruitful  cause  of  de* 
struction  and  wreck.  What  said  the  Wreck 
Report  of  1863  ?  Why»  that  the  great  ma- 
jority of  vessels  lost  did  not  in  age  exceed 
seven  years.  Another  cause  assigned  by  the 
document  of  1861  for  this  loss  of  vessels 
was  bad  seamanship.  How  could  this  be 
proved  when,  in  most  cases,  all  hands  were 
lost?  The  statistics  of  the  Wreck  Chart 
of  1863  gave  some  extraordinary  facts.  The 
annual  average  of  wrecks  for  eight  years  to 
1862,  inclusive,  amounted  to  1,298;  in  1863 
they  were  no  less  than  1,664 — and  no  won- 
der, looking  at  the-  vast  increase  that  had 
taken  place  in  our  shipping.  In  the  year 
1843  the  total  tonnage  of  the  United  King- 
dom was  7,000,000  odd  British,  and  the 
foreign  2,600,000,  or  an  aggregate  of  more 
than  9,000,000  tons.  At  the  present  moment 
the  aggregate  was  not  9,000,000,  but  actu- 
ally 26,000,000  tons— 17,000,000  British, 
in  and  out — 9,000,000  foreign,  in  and  out ; 
showing  an  increase  quite  marvellous.  But 
this  great  increase  in  tonnage  made  the 
necessity  for  harbours  of  refuge  still  greater. 
No  sailor  would  get  up  in  that  House  or 
elsewhere  and  say  that  harbours  of  refuge 
were  not  needed  for  our  coasting  trade,  for 
it  was  in  that  trade  that  the  casualties  chiefly 
occurred.  Notwithstanding  tbat  the  coal 
trade  was  now  chiefly  carried  on  by  means 
of  steamers,  yet  the  casualties  in  that 
branch  were  still  increasing.  The  total 
number  for  the  five  years  ending  1858  was 
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to  consider.  He  was  one  of  a  deputation 
of  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
who  waited  on  the  Prime  Minister ;  and 
the  noble  Lord»  baring  listened  for  two 
hours  to  their  tale  of  sorrow,  gave  them 
reason  to  believe  that  his  sympathies  were 
with  the  sailors,  and  that  he  would  turn 
his  attention  to  the  subject.  He  (Sir 
Frederic  Smith)  hoped  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  dcTote  a  portion 
of  his  surplus  to  the  relief  of  the  sailors, 
tbe  onlj  class  for  which  he  bad  as  yet 
done  nothing.  Of  the  wrecks  and  casual- 
ties for  five  years,  which  amounted  to 
1,971,  there  were  1,200  from  stress  of 
weather,  and  the  men  lost  in  the  ten  jears 
would  have  been  enough  to  man  fifteen  or 
twenty  line-of-battle  ships.  The  scope  of 
the  Motion  did  not  point  out  what  was  to 
be  done,  but  left  to  the  Government  to 
consider  what  most  required  assistance.  In 
1863  he  brought  forward  a  much  narrower 
Motion,  in  which  he  specified  the  harbours 
of  Wick,  Carlingford,  and  Waterford ;  but 
it  was  raised  as  an  objection  that,  in  thus 
selecting  harbours,  he  was  taking  the  mat- 
ter out  of  the  hands  of  the  Government ; 
but  that  could  not  be  said  upon  the  present 
occasion.  He  only  wished  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  had  been  present 
with  bis  manly  eloquence  and  practical 
knowledge  to  support  him  upon  this  occa- 
sion. It  was  said  that  shipowners  did  not 
care  for  those  harbours;  but  it  was  natural 
that  in  the  case  of  large  vessels  they  would 
not,  for  these  were  sent  out  to  sea,  and 
avoided  the  dangers  of  the  coast.  It  was 
in  behalf  of  the  coasters,  which  were  liable 
to  be  dashed  on  a  rock-bound  coast,  that 
he  spoke.  But  it  was  objected  that  these 
were  too  fully  laden.  If  they  did  not  take 
heavy  cargoes  they  could  not  compete  with 
tbe  railways,  and  the  trade  would  leave 
them,  and  thus  the  best  school  for  the 
navy  would  be  lost  to  the  country.  Then 
it  was  said  that  harbours  of  refuge  would 
tempt  men  to  go  to  shore  when  they  ought 
to  keep  out  at  sea;  but  this  was  absurd. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  estimates  for 
this  subject  could  not  be  relied  on.  He 
admitted  that  the  estimates  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  not  sufficiently  detailed  and 
carefully  prepared  ;  but  those  prepared 
by  the  Commission  were  made  by  com- 
petent men,  who  would  be  responsible 
that  the  works  would  be  done  for  the 
money  ;  and  although  Holyhead  and  Port- 
land were  given  as  instances  of  harbours 
the  construction  of  which  exceeded  the 
estimates  for  them,  it  was  to  be  recollected 


5,594,  but  in  the  five  yean  which  followed 
it  had  risen  to  7,441,  being  an  increase  of 
1,847  in  five  years.  This  was  a  question 
of  humanity.  We  were  spending  money 
in  all  directions  on  objects  which  were  not 
necessary,  and  yet  in  a  matter  of  this  sort^ 
where  lives  were  to  be  saved,  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  spend  a  single  farthing. 
Much  stress  had  been  laid  upon  the  adop- 
tion of  one  of  the  recommendations  of 
the  Commissioners  to  lend  money  to  in- 
habitants  of  places  willing  to  construct 
harbours  of  refuge  on  their  own  account ; 
but  where  were  the  Government  them- 
selves forming  such  harbours  ?  700  or 
800  of  our  sailors  and  marines  were  lost 
every  year,  and  in  1863  there  were  lost 
2,001  ships,  of  these  1,600  were  known 
to  be  British,  and  of  them  443  were 
foreign  going  ships ;  and  therefore  the 
large  proportion  of  the  entire  must  have 
been  coasters;  533  were  total  wrecks,  332 
owing  to  stress  of  weather,  and  only  31 
from  defects  of  ship.  These  were  facts 
which  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
ought  to  take  into  account.  With  regard 
to  the  cost  there  had  been  great  exag- 
geration, and  some  stress  had  been  laid 
on  the  different  estimates  made  by  the 
Committee  and  the  Commission.  The 
Committee  only  recommended  an  expendi- 
ture of  £2,000,000,  but  when  the  Com- 
missioners went  about  and  inspected  the 
various  sites  they  found  it  necessary  to 
increase  the  number  of  harbours  and  tbe 
expenditure.  Certainly,  as  one  of  the 
Commissioners,  he  could  say  that  they  had 
entered  on  their  task  with  an  anxious 
desire  to  do  their  duty  to  the  country. 
For  himself,  he  could  say  that  he  had 
never  undertaken  any  duty  with  more 
anxiety,  and  while  desirous  not  to  impose 
any  unnecessary  charge  on  the  taxpayers, 
he  was  also  desirous  to  provide  places  of 
safety  for  these  poor  mariners.  In  the 
report  to  which  he  had  alluded  it  was  said 
that  so  much  was  not  needed  for  the  East 
coast,  but  the  Returns  showed  that  it  was 
on  the  East  coast  that  the  casualties  chiefly 
occurred.  The  value  of  property  lost  in 
tbe  last  five  years  amounted  to  £4,292,812, 
and  that,  without  taking  into  account  the 
loss  of  life,  was  a  matter  of  some  import- 
ance to  a  commercial  country.  Tbe  Re- 
turns showed  that  8,114  sailors  were  lost 
in  the  same  period,  a  great  portion  of 
whom  would  have  been  saved  had  there 
been  harbours  of  refuge.  That  was  surely 
a  matter  of  national  importance,  and  one 
which  the  Government  might  well  be  asked 
Sir  Fredmc  Smith 
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tbat  tbe  change  was  the  cause  of  the 
increase  in  the  plans  made  by  successiye 
Governments.  If  an  action  took  place 
between  the  Humber  and  the  Firth  of 
Forth  there  was  no  harbour  into  which  a 
disabled  man-of-war  could  betdce  itself, 
and  it  would  be  liable  to  be  dashed  ashore 
not  being  able  to  weather  the  headland. 
All  that  was  wanted  was  a  sum  of 
£1»340,000  to  be  spread  over  a  period  of 
ten  years,  or  an  annual  outlay  of  £134,000, 
which  would  be  sufficient  for  the  construe^ 
tion  of  harbours  along  the  most  important 
points  on  our  coast— harbours  that  would 
lead  to  the  sa?ing  of  a  vast  amount  of  life  ; 
and  it' would  be  niggardly,  on  the  part  of 
this  great  country,  to  refuse  so  moderate 
an  expenditure  for  the  accomplishment  of 
so  desirable  an  object.  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  concluded  by  moving  the  Re- 
solution. 

Mb.  BLAKE,  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
said,    that  although   Waterford   Harbour 
was    one  of   those  recommended    for   a 
refuge,    it   was   not    altogether  on   that 
account  he  desired  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  to  pass,  as   the   en- 
trance to   the  port  was  deep  enough  for 
the  local  shipping  ;  but  many  of  his  con- 
stituents were  shipowners,   and   a   large 
number  of  the  inhabitants  followed  mari- 
time pursuits  ;  both  classes  were  therefore 
interested  in  having    proper  precautions 
.taken    round   the   coasts  of   the  United 
Kingdom  for  the  preservation  of  life  and 
property  from  shipwreck.      In  selecting 
Waterford  as  an  instance  of  the  good  that 
might  be  done   in  that  way  for  a  small 
outlay,   he  only  did  so  because  he  was 
better  acquainted  with  it  than  with  any  of 
the  other  harbours  of  refuge  recommended. 
He  must  express  his  regret  that  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  and  of 
tbe  Commission  had  not  been  carried  into 
effect.     The  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Lindsay),  who  had  rendered  such  im* 
portant  services  in  reference  to  this  ques- 
tion,  had   shown  that  during   ten   years 
the  average  loss  of  life  on  the  coast  had 
been  800,  and  of  property  £1,500,000 ; 
and   he  had  expressed  his  opinion  that 
from  the  increase  of  trade   these   losses 
would  probably  be  increased  during  the 
next  ten  years  unless  harbours  of  refuge 
were  constructed.     His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Sir  Frederic  Smith)  had  appealed 
to  the  humanity  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Milner  Gibson) ;    but  he  (Mr. 
Blake)  was  not  sanguine  as  to  the  success 
of  the  appeal,  because  he  feared  that  the 


holding  of  office  had  rather  hardened  than 
softened  the  heart  of  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. It  would  be  interesting  to  con- 
trast the  sentiments  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  expressed  by  him  five  years 
since  with  those  to  which  he  gave  utter- 
ance the  previous  Session.  In  1860  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  admitfed  the  neces- 
sity which  existed  for  the  construction  of 
those  harbours  of  refuge,  and  repudiated 
any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  attempting  to  shuffle  out  of  the 
Resolution  which  the  House  had  arrived 
at  upon  this  subject.  The  noble  Lord  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  on  the  same 
occasion  admitted  the  absolute  necessity 
which  existed  for  the  construction  of 
these  works.  A  year  or  so  afterwards  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  introduced  the  Har- 
bours Improvement  Bill,  a  very  useful  mea« 
sure,  undoubtedly,  but  not  calculated  to 
a£f6rd  any  compensation  for  the  absence 
of  those  harbours  of  refuge.  As  he  had 
said,  his  (Mr.  Blake's)  constituents  did  not 
personally  suffer  from  the  want  of  a  har- 
bour of  refuge  at  Waterford,  because  the 
harbour  was  at  present  sufficiently  deep  for 
tbe  purposes  of  the  local  trade ;  but 
nine-tenths  of  the  English  ships  going  to 
America  passed  close  to  the  harbour,  and 
those  large  ships  could  only  enter  it  at 
particular  states  of  the  tide.  In  1861 
eight,  and  between  1850  and  1860  forty- 
two  large  vessels  were  lost  close  upon  the 
coast  of  Waterford,  and  not  one  of  those 
vessels  intended  entering  the  harbour. 
Between  1850  and  1860,  673  lives  were 
lost  in  the  same  neighbourhood.  No 
doubt  it  might  be  urged  that  a  good  many 
of  these  vessels  would  still  have  been  lost 
even  if  the  harbour  had  been  improved, 
and  he  was  not  disposed  to  deny  that  this 
would  have  been  the  case ;  but  still  the 
benefit  would  be  incalculable  if  only  the 
small  sum  of  £50,000,  which  was  all  they 
asked  for,  were  expended.  Harbours  of 
refuge  were  also  very  much  wanted  for 
our  new  iron-clad  fleet,  which,  though  very 
well  suited  for  attack  and  defence,  were 
not  so  well  qualified  to  contend  with  a 
tempestuous  sea.  It  had  been  said  that 
most  of  the  vessels  lost  were  insured,  but 
the  loss  of  property  was  still  the  same, 
although  it  was  shifted  on  to  other  should- 
ers ;  and,  in  addition,  there  was  heavy 
loss  of  life.  It  might  also  be  said  that  a 
great  many  of  the  vessels  would  still  be 
lost  even  if  there  were  harbours  of  refuge; 
but  if  only  one-sixth  of  the  loss  were  pre- 
vented this  would  be  amply  sufficient  to 
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justify  the  proposed  expenditure.  He 
earnestly  joined  in  the  appeal  made  to  the 
House  hy  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 
helie^ingy  as  he  did,  that  the  interests  of 
eommerce  and  the  claims  of  humanity  were 
alike  affected. 

Motion  made^  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That,  in  the  opiDion  of  this  HouBe,  Her  M»- 
jeBtj'fl  MioUtera  should  now  adopt  meaBures  for 
the  construction  of  some  of  the  Harbours  of 
Refuge  on  the  coast  of  Great  Britain  and  Irehtnd, 
recommended  by  a  Committee  of  this  House  in 
1858,  and  bj  a  Royal  Commission  in  1859." — {Sir 
Frederie  Smith.) 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  I  do  not  rise  to 
adTOcate  the  claims  of  any  particular  port, 
for  this  seems  to  me  hardly  a  fitting  time 
to  do  so.  I  cannot,  howoTer,  help  ex- 
pressing my  regret  at  the  apathy  which 
the  Government  has  shown  with  respect 
to  this  Question  since  the  departure  ^om 
England  of  that  most  able  public  serrant, 
Mr.  James  Wilson,  who  had  it  so  much  at 
heart,  and  whose  premature  death  in  a 
distant  portion  of  the  empire  was  not  the 
least  of  the  misfortunes  which  have  fallen 
upon  the  Liberal  party  during  the  continu- 
ance of  the  Parliament  that  is  now  draw- 
ing to  a  close.  That  nothing  should  have 
been  done  during  the  earlier  years  of  that 
Parliament  towards  carrying  out  even  the 
schemes  of  the  Royal  Commission,  is  in- 
telligible enough,  for  vast  and  immediate 
national  exigencies  had  to  be  satisfied, 
which  left  no  sufficient  surplus  in  the  hands 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  I  do 
trust,  however,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  presides  over  the  Board  of  Trade 
will  give  us  to-night  some  brighter  hopes 
for  the  future.  Making  due  allowance  for 
the  unseaworthy  state  in  which  vessels  are 
too  often  sent  out,  and  for  those  chances 
and  changes  of  the  seas  which  harbours  of 
refuge  could  not  remedy,  I  do  think  that 
such  harbours  would,  if  judiciously  placed, 
be  of  great  benefit.  Before  I  sit  down,  I 
wish  to  say  a  few  words  on  another  sub- 
ject. It  seems  to  mo  that  the  nation 
would  find  its  advantage  in  aiding  the 
seafaring  population  of  Scotland,  and  pro- 
bably of  other  parts  of  the  United  King- 
dom, in  obtaining  better  boat  refuges  than 
are  at  present  at  their  command.  The 
size  of  fishing  boats  has  much  increased 
of  late  years  upon  our  north-eastern  coast, 
and  harbours  which  might  once  have  an- 
swered very  well,  are  now  quite  inade- 
quate. In  the  long  nights  of  summer  as 
many  as  10,000  men  are  often  at  sea  in 
the  Moray  Firth,  and  if  a  sudden  gale 
Mr.  £kk^ 


comes  on  are  placed  in  the  greatest  danger. 
I  should  like  to  see  the  Government  ^kke 
this  matter  seriously  in  hand,  and  whether 
by  a  Commission  or  otherwise  inveatigate 
the  question,  whether-^as  was  suggested 
by  my  hen.  Friend  the  Member  for  Banff- 
shire—some  additional  small  portion  of  the 
taxation  which  Scotland  pays  to  the  Im- 
perial Treasury  might  not  be  applied  to 
making  boat  refuges  at  various  points  on 
the  south  side  of  the  Moray  Firth,  as  well 
as  at  whatever  other  points  in  other  parts 
of  Scotland  there  may  be  proved  to  he 
an  equally  pressing  need. 

Mb.  MILNBR  GIBSON  observed,  that 
the  Resolution  they  were  called  on  to  affirm 
was  in  these  words  :*- 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  should  now  adopt  measures  for 
the  eonstruotion  of  some  of  the  Harbours  of  Re- 
fuge on  the  Coast  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
reoommended  by  a  Committee  of  this  House  in 
1857,  and  by  a  Royal  Commission  in  1859." 

Now,  he  begged  to  remind  the  Honse  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  not 
advised  them  to  really  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee.     What  was 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee  ower 
which  the  lamented   James  Wilson  pre- 
sided ?     The  recommendation  was  to  spend 
£2,000,000  on  harbours  of  refuge  ;    but, 
looking  to  the  considerable  benefit  which 
was  to  be  conferred  on  the  shipping  interest 
by  the  saving  of  their  property,  the  Com- 
mittee also  recommended  that  three-fourths 
of  the  cost  of  those  harbours  of  refuge 
and  three-fourths  of  the  expenses  of  their 
maintenance,  should  be  defrayed  by  the 
shipping  interest  to  be  benefited   by  the 
outlay.     Now,  the  shipping  interest   ob- 
jected altogether  to  pay  for  harbours  of 
refuge.     They  had  never  so  appreciated 
the  benefit  to  their  property  by  the  con- 
struction of  these  harbours  as  to  be  willing 
to  submit  to  any  toll  or  tax  for  their  con- 
struction and  maintenance.    Then  as  to  the 
Commission,  it  was  not  authorized  to  make 
any  recommendation  to  Parliament  on  the 
question  of  finanoe.     All  it  was  authorised 
to  do  was  to  point  out  what  were  the  sites 
on  which  harbours  of  refuge  might  be  most 
advantageously  constructed  by  the  outlay  of 
£2,000,000,  which  the  Committee  had  re- 
commended should  be  expended     It  must 
strike  every  one  as  most  extraordinary,  if  all 
those  millions  of  property  were  to  be  saved 
by  so  small  an  expenditure,  that  the  great 
shipping  interest  of   England   should  be 
unwilling  to  contribute  to  that  outlay.     If 
the  benefit  was  so  indisputable,  why  was 
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tbit  case  to  be  an  exaeptioii  to  all  raletf 
why  were  thej  to  find  that  a  mat  interest 
eoald  Bot  be  made  aeniible  of  the  benefitB 
whiefa  harbo«ra  of  rofiige  were  to  eoofior 
<m   it  and  wiHtng  to  eontribnte  to  tbeir 
eooatrttetioB  f      He  teeeited  a  few  days 
aioee  a  depstation  from  shipowners  urging 
the  ereetion   of  a  lighthouse   QfM)n    the 
eaatem  ooast  of  England  in  order  to  faei- 
litate  the  navigation.     He  asked  at  onee 
whether  they  were  willing  to  pay  the  re- 
qaisite  toils.     The  reply  was,  oertainly ; 
they  were  ^ite  willing  to  pay  the  additionid 
tell  that  would  be  east  on  them»  beeause 
they  were  oenrinoed  of  its  utility  ;  but  he 
eould  truly  say  that  sinoe  he  had  been 
eennected  with  the  Board  of  Trade  he  had 
nefer  had,  to  his  reeolleotion,  any  repre- 
sentation from  any  shipowners  on  the  sub- 
jeet  of  these  harbours  of  refoge.     On  the 
eontrarj,  so  far  as  his  eommunications  had 
gone  with  them,  they  had  shown  in  some 
eases,  if   not   opposition^  at   least  great 
ladifferenee.     He  had  not  found  the  same 
indifference    in    the    persons    inhabiting 
the  particular  localities  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  expend  these  large  sums  of 
money.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
mroposed  as  the  best  sites  Filey,  Wick, 
Waterford,  and  Oarlingford.    [Sir  Faede- 
Bio  Smtth  :    That  was  in  1863  \  now  he 
kit  the  matter  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government.]  He  must  decline  the  respon- 
sibility of  agreeing  to  such  a  Resolution. 
It  would  be  very  unwise  and  imprudent  for 
the  House  to  bind  itself  by  a  proposition  so 
rery  indefinite  as  this.     He  did  net  deny 
that  it  was  a  great  adyantage  when  a  ship 
was  in  difficulties  to  ha?e  a  good  port  under 
her  lee,  but  he  entirely  denied  that  there 
was  any  eridenoe  to  show,  if  the  larger 
expenditure   recommended    on    particular 
harbours  of  refuge  on  the  coasts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  took  place,  it  would  have 
any  perceptible  effect  on  the  less  of  life 
which    unfortunately  took  place  annually 
on  our  coast  and  in  seas  adjacent  to  the 
coast.     He  held  in  his  hand  a  statement  of 
the  number  of  lives  lost  in  certain  districts 
on  the  coast  of  the  United  Kingdom.    In 
1863  the  whole  number  of  lives  Tost  on  the 
eoast  of  the  United  Kingdom  was  620. 
That  was  considerably  less  than  the  ave- 
rage of  the  last  five  years— the  average 
being  875.    But  if  they  took  the  lives  lost 
actually  on  the  coast,  in  order  to  see  what 
benefit   harbours  of   refuge   would  give, 
they  must  to  a  great  extent  confine  them- 
selves to  ships  lost  along  the  coast  and  in 
a  situation  to  avail  themselves  of  harbours 


of   ref^ige.    The  total  less  en  the  ceast 
during  1863  was  830,  which  was  nearly 
400  ^ow  the  average  of  the  previous  five 
years.      There   were    many    losses   dur- 
ing the    last   year>  but   they  were   not 
attributable  to  the  absence  of  harbours  of 
refuge  in  this  country,  but  rather  to  those 
violent  westerly  gAles  which  drove  many 
vessels  on  the  coast  of  Holland.    Taking 
the  year  1863,  he  fbund  that  between  the 
Fam  Islands  and  Flamborongh  Head  there 
w««  in  all  only  three  lives  lost ;  so  that  if 
a  harbour  of  refuge  had  been  constructed 
at  Filey  that  was  the  highest  amount  of 
life  whioh  could  by  its  means  have^  during 
the  year,  possibly  been  saved.     But  it  was 
not  on  the  eait  coast  that  the  ^eatest 
loss  of  life  occurred*^it  was  between  the 
Skerries,   Lambay,  and   Fair  Head ;   it 
was  where  lesser  sacrifice  of   life  took 
place  that  the  hen.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man   wanted    to    have   harbours  of   re- 
fuge constrncted.     Be  that  as  it  might, 
he  would  venture  to  say  that  any  hon. 
Gentleman  who  took  the  trouble  to  enter 
into  the  statistioi  on  the  subject  which  had 
been  laid  before  the  House,  in  a  fair  and 
impartial  spirit,  eould  not  fail  to  arrive  at 
the  conclusion  that  the  harbours  of  refuge 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  recom- 
mended would  have  but  a  very  small  offset 
in  reducing  the  lossef  life  on  the  coasts  of 
these  kingdoms.    There  was*  he  might  add, 
a  gradually  increasing  saving  of  life  on  our 
coasts.    By  a  judicious  and,  he  was  happy 
to  say,  successful  expenditui^  on  lifsboats, 
rocket  apparatus,  and  such  other  appliances 
as  could  with  facility  be  made  available  at 
the  spot  required,  much  had  been  effbcted  in 
the  saving  of  lives.     In  the  case  of  a  ship  in 
danger,    there   was    comparatively  small 
chance  of  her  being  in  such  a  position 
as   to   be  able   to   avail  herself   of  the 
shelter  of  a  single  harbour  on  a   ooa- 
siderable  extent  of  ooast ;  but  if  the  ap- 
pliances which  he  had  just  mentioned  were 
placed  along  the  whole  coast,  ships,  when 
stranded,  would  almost  invariably  find  that 
aid  eould  be  afforded  and  life  saved.    There 
had,  he  might  observe,  of  late  years  been 
many  important  changes  in  the  law,  all  tend- 
ing to  the  saving  of  lif^  from  shipwreck. 
At  the  present  moment,  under  the  operation 
of  a  Bill  which  had  been  introduced  \f^ 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the   Secretary  for 
the  Ooloniee,  there  was   a  salvage  daim 
on  ships  for  the  rescue  of  lives  therefrom^ 
which  had  been  recently  extended  to  the 
cargoes,  so  that  an  inducement  was  held 
out  to  persons  to  exert  themselves  for  the 
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parpose  of  saTing  life  as  well  ai  property. 
Bounties  for  the  saving  of  life  were  also 
giyen  out  of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund, 
and  his  helief  was  that  such  means  tended 
to  secure  the  end  which  they  who  advo- 
cated the  construction  of  harbours  of  re- 
fuge professed  to  have  in  view.  He,  at 
all  events*  felt  satisfied  that  the  construc- 
tion of  one  or  two  such  harbours  would  not 
be  followed  by  the  results  which  they  seemed 
to  imagine.  While  these  were  the  views 
which  he  entertained  on  the  subject, 
he  retained  the  opinion  that  it  was  de- 
sirable to  aid  voluntary  efforts  in  im- 
proving the  harbours  which  were  al- 
ready in  existence,  and  which  were  the 
natural  places  of  resort  for  large  numbers  of 
vessels.  That  had  been  done  to  a  consi- 
derable extent  under  the  Harbours  Act.  Up 
to  the  present  time,  under  the  Harbours 
Act,  money  to  the  amount  of  £1,000,000 
had  been  advanced,  or  promised  to  be 
advanced  at  a  low  rate  of  interest.  The 
money  so  advanced  had  been  laid  out 
in  many  cases  in  the  actual  improve- 
ment of  the  entrances  to  harbours,  where 
formerly  vessels  were  compelled  to  lie 
outside  during  the  long  nights  under 
circumstances  of  great  danger ;  and  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  found  that  sailors 
preferred  bearing  up  for  their  own  port, 
though  it  might  be  more  distant,  to  putting 
into  a  strange  harbour,  where  they,  per- 
haps, had  no  friends  or  connections.  In 
the  case  of  the  Tyne  £100,000  had  been 
advanced.  At  Wick,  too,  the  people  had 
set  to  work  themselves,  and  were  receiving 
under  the  Harbours  Act,  something  like 
£60.000.  They  had  applied  for  £20,000, 
and  their  request  was  under  consideration. 
Other  harbours,  the  names  of  which  he 
could  mention,  had  also  received  sums  of 
money.  Carlingford,  he  believed,  had  ob- 
tained a  provisional  order,  and  was  applying 
for  an  advance  from  the  Public  Works 
Loan  Commissioners.  Now,  that  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  more  wholesome  system 
than  the  giving  the  grants  to  places  through 
the  operation  of  Parliamentary  influence  in 
that  House.  The  grants  were  made  at  a 
lower  rate  of  interest  than  that  at  which 
the  money  could  be  obtained  in  the  market, 
and  were  therefore  so  far  in  favour  of  the 
particular  localities  which  received  them  ; 
but  they  were  advanced,  on  good  security, 
to  persons  who  were  desirous  of  helping 
themselves,  and  who  were  engaged  in  many 
cases  in  the  improvement  of  harbours  which 
were  likely  to  contribute  to  the  saving 
of  ships  and  life.  He  hoped,  under  all 
Ur.  Milner  CHb$on 


these  circumstances,  the  question  hsTing 
repeatedly  been  discussed  before,  that  the 
House  would  not  assent  to  the  Resolation 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite. 

Mb.  EBNDALL  thought  that  the  Pro- 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  desH 
unfairly  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man (Sir  Frederic  Smith),  who  stated 
distinctly  that  he  did  not  wish  to  name  anj 
specific  harbour  on  which  that  money  shoold 
be  expended.  A  Committee  and  a  Rojal 
Commission  had  reported  on  this  subject ; 
the  House  of  Commons  had  voted  in  favour 
of  harbours  of  refuge ;  hopes  bad  been 
held  out  that  something  would  be  done ; 
and  what  they  asked  the  Ckvemment  to 
do,  was  to  do  something  in  accordsnoe 
with  the  recommendations  that  had  been 
made. 

Mr.  LIDDELL  said,  the  House  was 
placed  in  some  difficulty  with  regard  to  the 
question  before  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Sir  Frederic  Smith)  had  not 
specified  any  particular  harbour  to  whidi 
he  wished  money  to  be  applied,  but  left  it 
to  the  choice  of  the  Government  to  select 
the  harbours  which  should  be  assisted; 
and  the  Qovemmenc  absolately  refused  to 
assist  any  harbour.  This  was  a  matter 
which  had  attracted  public  attention,  lo 
much  so  that  a  Committee,  of  which  be 
(Mr.  Liddell)  was  a  Member,  sat  for  three 
years  ;  a  Royal  Commission  had  been 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and 
Parliament  had  discussed  it  over  and  over 
again.  The  claims  of  the  coast  with  which 
he  was  connected  had  been  repeatedly  ad- 
mitted. It  was  the  most  defenceless,  both 
for  purposes  of  war  and  trade,  of  any 
coast  in  the  world.  The  loss  of  life  and 
property  was  augmenting  annually.  The 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  said 
that  great  e£fbrts  were  made  to  save  life ; 
but  he  wanted  to  know  how  the  Govern- 
ment aided  those  efforts,  which  were  the 
result  of  the  voluntary  subscriptions  from 
private  individuals.  [Mr.  Milneb  Gibsok: 
We  give  a  subsidy  to  lifeboats.]  He  was 
glad  that  the  Government  at  last  did 
something.  But  he  wanted  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  this  really  na- 
tional question.  The  Government  had 
been  for  years  apathetic  on  this  subject. 
What  was  now  asked  for  was,  not  that 
public  money  should  be  expended  on  any 
particular  port,  but  for  the  benefit  gene- 
rally of  the  commerce  of  the  world,  in  soch 
places  as  the  Government  might  consider 
best.  He  objected  to  a  Minister  of  the 
Crown  forcing  figures  on  the  attention  of 
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the  HoiiBe,  beeause  that  was  •asilj  to  be 
done  m  a  ease  of  this  kind.  If  the  money 
was  not  forthcoming  let  the  question  be 
deferred,  because  it  was  probably  not  a 
fitting  time  to  bring  it  forward  in  an  ex- 
piring Parliament ;  but  it  was  the  bounden 
duty  of  ^e  Government  to  promise  to  do 
something. 

Sm  JOHN  HAY  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  j;nade  a  mistake  in  stating  that 
the  GoTornment  made  a  contribution  to- 
wards lifeboats.     There  was  one  from  the 
Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  but  he  was  not 
awsrethat  any  public  money  was  TOted  by 
the  House  for  that  purpose.  He  quiteagreed 
wHh  lushon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Goremment  to  do  something  to  alleviate 
the  dangers  to  which  our  shipping  were 
exposed  ;  and  he  must  say  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  Government  in  this  respect 
was  not  creditable  to  them.     He  had  re- 
cently visited  Harwich,  and  he  found  that 
the  Government  in  getting  rid  of  Felix- 
stow  Point  had  diverted  the  course  of  the 
tide  to  such  an  extent  that  it  had  narrowed 
the  harbour  from  400  yards  to  100  yards, 
80  that  they  had  considerably  damaged 
that  harbour.    It  had  been  suggested  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Public 
Works  Loan  Commission  could  advance 
money  for  these  improvements ;  but  as  one 
of  the  Commissioners,  he  (Sir  John  Hay) 
was  able  to  state  that  at  many  of  the 
places  where  harbours  of  refuge  were  re- 
quired, there  was  no  property  upon  which 
BQch  loan  could  be  satisfactorily  granted, 
and  those  places  were  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance to  the  commerce  of  this  country. 
Take  Filey,  for  instance,  and  there  was 
iio  local  property  upon  which  they  could 
grant  loans.     And  yet  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance   that  contributions  should  be 
made  in  the  very  way  that  had  been  sug- 
gested by  the  Royal   Commission.     The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  had  said  that  the 
loss  by  gales  on  the  eastern  coast  would  be 
very  little  lessened  if  harbours  of  refuge 
existed  ;  but  he  would  venture  to  say  that 
if  there  had  heen  such  harbours  the  vessels 
that  had   been  wrecked  on  the  coast  of 
Holland  would  have  been  at  anchor  in  the 
harbours  and   the  losses  would  not  have 
occurred. 

SiE  FREDERIC  SMITH  reminded  the 
House  that  it  was  the  Govomment  and  not 
the  localities  who  first  instituted  this  move- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  stated 
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that  vessels  would  bear  up  for  their  own 
ports  instead  of  going  into  harbours  of 
refuge.  No  doubt  they  would  do  so  if  they 
could  ;  but  what  he  wanted  was  harbours 
of  refuge  for  them  when  they  could  not 
bear  up  to  their  own  ports. 

Question  put :— «The  House  ditided  : — 
Ayes  99;  Noes  111 :  Majority  12. 

THEATRES,  Ao.,  BILL-{Bill  64.] 
SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  LOCKE,  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  explained  that  such 
a  measure  had  been  rendered  necessary 
in  consequence  of  the  action  taken  by  the 
managers  of  certain  theatres.  Having 
obtained  a  monopoly^  they  wished  to  pre- 
vent all  other  persons  who  did  not  possess 
the  Lord  Chamberlain's  licence  from  giv- 
ing any  stage  performances  which  inter- 
fered with  such  licence.  These  powers 
were  claimed  under  the  6  &  7  Vkt,  c. 
61,  caHed  the  Dramatic  Licensing  Act, 
which  empowered  the  Lord  Chamberlain  to 
license  theatres  (not  being  patent  theatres) 
in  certain  districts  of  the  metropolis  — 
namely,  in  London  and  Westminster,-Fins- 
bury,  the  Tower  Hamlets,  Southwark, 
Lambeth,  and  Marylebone.  Theatres  situ- 
ate in  other  parts  of  the  metropolis 
and  the  country  generally  were  licensed 
by  the  magistrates —^  with  the  exception 
of  certain  places  in  which  there  were 
Royal  residences,  concerning  which  there 
was  some  dispute.  Previous  to  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act  the  patent  theatres — Drury 
Lane,  Covent  Garden,  and  the  Haymarket 
— possessed  the  exclusive  right  of  per- 
forming the  legitimate  drama-^although 
what  that  was  it  was  difficult  to  dis- 
cover, for,  with  the  exception  of  Sadler's 
Wells  and  one  or  two  other  theatres,  the 
performances  were  by  no  means  legitimate. 
Besides  the  Dramatic  Licensing  Act,  the 
6  &  7  Vici.  c.  61,  there  was  the  Act  of  the 
25  Geo.  II.  c.  36,  which  was  commonly 
called  the  Music  and  Dancing  Act,  and  was 
passed  to  restrain  persons  from  having  pub- 
lic music  or  dancing  on  their  premises  with- 
out the  licence  of  the  magistrates  granted  at 
quarter  sessions,  the  object  being  mainly 
to  restrain  what  were  called  disorderly 
houses.  By  section  2  of  that  Act,  the 
Justices  in  London  and  Westminster,  or 
within  twenty  miles  thereof,  after  the  1st 
of  December,  1752,  were  empowered  •'  to 
grant  licences  for  public  dancing,  music,  or 
other  entertainments  of  the  like  kind.'' 
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Under  that  'Aet  tlM  nittor  thaiitres,  m 
distiDgmBhed  from  Dmrj  Lane,  Coreat 
Garden,  and  the  Hajmarkety  were  In 
the  habit  of  playmg  what  were  called 
hnrlettas  and  melodramaa,  which  were  net 
prohibited  under  the  10  0«9.  II.  c.  38,  the 
Act  whidi  established  the  licensing  of 
plays  bj  the  Lord  Chamberlain  aa  at  the 
time  of  the  passing  of  that  Act,  this  de- 
scription of  performances  was  unknown, 
the  words  in  that  Act  were  "any  interlude 
tradegy,  comedy,  opera,  play,  farce,  or 
other  entertainments  of  the  stage,  or  any 
part  or  parts  therein/'  It  was  also  the 
custom  to  keep  the  piano  going,  so  aa  to 
bring  the  performance  within  the  25 
Oeo.  11.  c.  36.  It  was,  however,  decided 
by  iJie  cases  of  Rei  «.  Nerille,  1  B  and 
Ad.  489,  in  the  year  1830,  and  Lefy  9. 
JaleB»  8  A  A»  B  129.  that  the  licence  for 
music  and  dancing  did  not  authorise  the 
actbg  of  plays,  and  tha  Victoria  Theatre 
was  held  not  to  be  a  licensed  theatre.  This 
being  the  state  of  things  in  1831-2  a 
Select  Committee  of  that  House  was 
appointed  to  consider  the  subject  of  dra- 
matic literature.  The  Committee  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  trade  in 
theatres  ought  to  he  thrown  open,  that 
Ae  peculiar  pririleges  of  the  three  prin- 
cipal theatres  should  be  done  away  with, 
and  that  all  the  theatres  ought  to  have 
the  power  of  performing  any  jpiays  they 
thought  proper.  The  Report  of  this  Com- 
mittee gave  rise  to  the  present  Dramatic 
Licensing  Act,  under  which  Act  the 
term  "  stage  plays  "  was  taken  to  include 
"erery  tragedy,  comedy,  farce,  burlet- 
ta,  interlude,  melodrama,  pantomime,  or 
other  entertainment  of  the  stage,  or  any 
part  thereof."  The  words  burletta,  melo- 
drama, and  pantomime,  being  for  the  first 
time  introduced  into  the  definition  of  '*  stage 
play."  What  was  the  course  which  the 
grasping  managers  of  these  theatres  had 
taken  on  the  present  occasion  f  A  ballet  had 
been  performed  at  the  Alfaambra  and  other 
places.  The  managers  of  the  theatres  laid 
an  information  against  Mr.  Strange,  the 
proprietor  of  the  Alhambra.  The  case  came 
before  Mr.  Tyrwhitt,  at  the  Marylebone 
Police  Court,  and  he  decided  that  the 
performance  was  within  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament. Mr.  Strange  appealed  to  the 
Middlesex  magistrates,  and  they  quashed 
the  conviction.  The  th^trical  managers 
were  not  satisfied,  and  Mr.  Tyrwhitt  had 
since  granted  a  case  for  the  opinion  of  the 
Queen's  Bench.  It  was  not  only  in  London 
that  a  crusade  had  been  commenced  against 
Mt.LocU 


the  misac-halls,  for  pressedinga  had  been 
taken  in  Birmingfaaas  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter. There  was  not  a  Klerary  malitn- 
tion  in  the  country,  if  these  managers  of 
theatres  had  their  way,  that  wouU  be 
permitted  to  perform  a  scene  ont  of  Shakes- 


peare's plays  or  a  portion  of  an  c^pera. 


Under  these  circumstances  the 
was,  he  thought,  caDed  upon  to  interfere 
by  legislation.  The  managers  fomeriy 
complained  that  they  had  n^  the  name 
prifileges  as  the  patent  theatres;  they  tbes 
cried  out  for  free  trade;  but  they  were 
now  monopolists.  They  claimed  to  go 
further  than  the  proprietors  of  the  patent 
theatres,  and  wanted  to  hare  a  monopely 
of  erery  species  of  stage  perfbraaanee. 
Such  a  state  of  things  ought  not  to  be 
permitted.  The  theatrimd  maiuigert 
alleged  that  they  were  actuated  by  the 
desire  to  uphold  the  true  drama«-b«it»  in 
fact,  they  hardly  erer  performed  a  piecs 
that  came  within  the  definition  of  the 
legitimate  drama.  It  was  said  that  in 
some  of  those  music-halls  eating  and 
drinking  and  smoking  were  allowed.  WeH, 
was  the  House  aware  that  a  licence  to  a 
theatre  to  perform  stage  plays  carried  with 
it  a  wine,  beer,  and  spint  licence  ?  Thk 
was  in  consequoiee  of  a  clajise  baring  been 
introduced  into  an  Act,  the  5  4  6  Wul.  lY. 
e.  39,  the  7th  section  of  which  A^ 
anthoiiied  the  Commissioners  of  Bxeiae  Is 
grant  retail  licences  to  sell  beer,  spirits,  \ 
and  wine,  in  any  theatre  established  under 
a  royal  patent,  or  licensed  by  the  Lord 
Chamberlain,  or  by  the  Justices.  Until 
the  year  1858  this  section  of  the  Act  had 
been  considered  as  making  it  optionid  with 
the  Excise  to  grant  such  licence,  but  a  case 
was  submitted  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  and  Sir  FitiRoy  Kelly  ga?e  it  aa 
his  opinion  that  the  Commissioners  had 
no  option  whatcTcr,  and  that  the  produc- 
tion of  the  Theatrical  Licence  entitled  the 
holder  of  it  to  demand  the  licence  to  sell 
beer,  wine,  and  spirits  in  the  theatra  as  a 
matter  of  right  It  appeared  that  there 
was  no  doubt  that  the  opinion  given  by  Sir 
FitiRoy  Kelly,  was  a  correct  opinion,  at 
all  CTcnts  it  had  been  acted  upon  ever  since, 
and  it  was  the  custom  for  the  oflioers  of 
Szcise  to  bring  the  beer,  spirits,  and  wise 
licences  to  erery  new  lessee  of  a  theatre 
as  a  matter  of  course,  and  receive  paymeni 
for  them.  He  (Mr.  Locke)  had  eades- 
voured,  when  the  Refreshment  House  li- 
cences Fill  was  in  Committee,  to  introdoee 
a  clause  repealing  the  7th  secUon  of  the 
5  kQ  W«L  lY.  c.  39,  bet  he  was  met 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


Tketdm,  ife.,  BiO^        (Jvini  18,  18651 


181 

wM  ^  objeetioii  tbftt  vwAl  a  ekute  was 
not  germaDQ  to  the  suWect  of  tbeBill  then 
before  the  House*  ThU  Bill  provided 
that  altboygb  the  lieenee  to  be  ohtaiiied 
nader  the  2$  Cho.  II.  o.  86,  should  extend 
to  die  public  performaDce  of  stage  i^js, 
Btiil  that  lioeace  sbonld  not,  any  more  than 
ifc  did  at  present,  authorize  the  sale  of  beer, 
wine,  or  spirits,  and  that  the  7th  section 
of  the  ff  &  6  Witt.  IT.  e.  39,  should 
not  apply  t9  any  plaee  so  licensed.  In 
many  theatres  there  was  a  beer*engine  in 
the  pit,  gin  and  cordials  were  sold  there, 
and  so  in  the  gallery  and  at  the  back  of 
tb^  boxes;  but  the  managers  were  not 
content  with  this,  for  between  the  acta  cans 
of  beer  were  oarried  through  the  theatre, 
greatly  interfering  with  the  knees  and 
backs  of  the  audience.  Was  it  not  better  to 
sit  in  a  chair  before  a  little  table  and  drink 
joor  sherbet  or  what  nott  But  then, 
forsooth,  the  theatre  managers  said,  "  Oh, 
you  degrade  the  drama  by  allowing  its 
perlormaoce  in  these  music-halls  I  **  After 
what  he  had  told  the  House  about  the  sale 
of  liquor  in  theatres,  he  thought  they 
would  not  be  of  opinion  that  the  dignity 
of  the  drama  had  much  to  do  with  the 

Question.  And  now  what  had  been  the 
edsiona  upon  the  music-hall  perform- 
ances? In  the  Birmingham  case  there 
was  what  appeared  to  be  dancing  and 
talking  apon  the  stage;  but,  in  point  of 
fact,  nobody  was  on  tlie  stage  at  all,  the 
figures  of  the  actors  being  reflected  on  the 
stage  from  a  looking-glass  placed  out  of 
sight  of  the  audience.  The  manager 
thought  he  was  safe,  but  the  case  was 
brought  before  the  Common  Pleas,  which 
held  thai,  nader  the  Dramatic  Licences 
Aet,  this  was  a  stage  performance.  In 
the  ease  of  the  Canterbury  Hall  perform- 
soce,  which  he  iuTited  bon.  Members  to 
go  and  see,  shadows  were  also  thrown  upon 
the  stage,  and  Mr.  Norton  went  to  Canter- 
bury Hall,  and  haftng  seen  the  perform- 
ances said  that,  though  Tery  unwillingly, 
be  was  obliged  to  give  judgment  against 
the  proprietor,  expressing  bis  opinion,  at 
the  same  time,  that  it  was  an  admirable 
one,  and  was  more  amusing  than  most  of 
the  performances  he  saw  at  the  theatre. 
For  MS  own  part  he  could  not  understand 
bow  the  reflection  of  a  person  dancing 
seen  in  a  mirror  was  anything  improper  so 
long  as  that  person  was  decently  garbed. 
Why  should  the  stage  be  the  only  place 
where  there  was  not  free  trade  ?  No  less 
a  sam  than  £1,667,000  had  been  spent 
in  baikKag  and  fitting  the  London  ooncert 
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halls,  mnste-halls,  and  entertainment  galle- 
ries. These  places  would  accommodate 
179,000  people,  and  he  beliofed  that  they 
were  conducted  with  the  greatest  pro- 
priety. The  number  of  theatres  in  Lon- 
don wae  twenty-three;  the  number  of 
these  places  of  entertainment  forty-fire. 
Stated  shortly,  the  object  of  the  BUI  was  to 
legalise  the  performance  of  stage  plays  at 
any  place  for  which  the  magistrates'  music 
and  dancing  licence  had  been  obtained. 
But  if  the  House  thought  that  the  per- 
formance of  erery  species  of  stage  playa 
ought  not  to  be  sanctioned  at  any  but 
licensed  theatres,  could  there  be  any  ob- 
jection to  the  music-halls  haring  the  same 
prifilege  which  the  minor  theatres  pos- 
sessed before  the  monopoly  was  broken 
up — namely,  the  performance  of  burlettas, 
interludes,  and  melodramas  ?  It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  Lord  Chamberlain's 
surfeillance  would  still  apply  to  the  per- 
formance at  these  places,  as  the  Bill  re- 
senred  to  the  Lord  Chamberlain  the 
licensing  of  the  plays  performed ;  and 
he  proposed  certain  prorisions  to  insure 
the  safety  of  the  audience.  He  re- 
gretted that  at  that  late  hour  (fife  mi- 
nutes past  ene  o'clock)  be  had  net  the 
opportunity  of  expUining  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  as  he  should  desire  to  do.  Al- 
though he  could  scarcely  expect  that  the 
measure  would  become  law  this  Session, 
he  hoped  the  House,  by  reading  it  a  second 
time,  would  affirm  the  principle  that  alte- 
rations ought  to  take  place  in  the  present 
system,  and  that  the  unseemly  struggles 
which  now  took  place  between  managers 
ought  no  longer  to  continue. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."-(ifr.  Loeh$.) 

Mb.  NBWDBGATE  said,  it  was  eyi- 
dent  from  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  subject  was  a  ?ery 
wide  one.  He  therefore  mored  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Amendment  proposed,  **  That  the  de- 
bate be  BOW  adjourned." 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  said,  if  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  meant  to  press  the 
Bill,  it  was  oulte  necessary  that  the  debate 
should  be  adjourned.  Considering  the  rery 
late  hour  to  which  the  House  had  sat  that 
morning,  that  there  had  since  been  both 
a  day  and  an  e?entng  sitting,  and  that 
the  House  would  again  assemble  a  few 
hours  hence,  he  should  not  attempt  to 
enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  detaiLi  of 
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the  measure.  He  suggested  for  the  ecu- 
sideratioD  of  his  hou.  and  learned  Friend 
whether,  havmg  called  attention  to  defects 
existing  in  the  present  law,  it  would  not 
he  well  to  withdraw  the  Bill  for  the  present, 
and  re-introduce  it  in  a  new  Parliament, 
where  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  he 
hoped,  would  find  a  place.  In  the  state 
of  puhlic  business,  an  adjournment,  more- 
orer,  really  implied  a  relinquishment  of 
the  Bill  for  the  present  Session. 

Mb.  H.  BERKELEY  belioTed  that  if 
this  Bill  became  law  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  turning  every  pothouse  into  a 
theatre,  and  every  theatre  into  a  pothouse. 

Mb.  BRADY  also  thought  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  would  reduce  the  drama  to  the 
lowest  pitch  it  had  ever  stood  at  in  the 
country. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  was  not  disposed 
to  accept  mere  assertions  as  an  answer  to 
his  arguments.  As  for  the  comment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bristol  (Mr.  Berkeley), 
he  had  heard  it  before  ;  it  was  not  original, 
and  he  knew  where  it  came  from.  Being 
anxious  that  the  subject  should  be  fully 
discussed,  he  would  not  oppose  the  Motion 
for  adjournment. 

Question,  "That  the  debate  be  now 
adjourned,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

ROADS   AND  BRIDGES  (SCOTLAND) 
(re-^mmiUed)  BILIr-{BiLL  165.] 
OOMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  KINNAIRD  suggested  that  this 
Order  should  be  discharg^.  The  Bill  was 
one  of  140  clauses,  and  there  was  not  the 
least  likelihood  of  its  passing  this  Session. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  said,  they 
never  could  pass  any  Bill  unless  they  tried 
to  do  so.  It  was  only  fair  towards  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington- 
shire (Lord  Elcho),  who  had  taken  such 
pains  with  this  important  measure,  that 
the  Government  should  afford  him  all  the 
assistance  in  their  power. 

Committee  deferred  till  Thursday, 

EXPIBINO  LAWS. 
Select  Committee  appointed,  <^to  inquire  what 
temporary  Laws  of  a  public  and  general  nature 
are  now  in  force,  and  what  Laws  of  the  like 
nature  have  expired  since  the  last  Report  on  the 
subject ;  and  also  what  Laws  of  the  like  nature 
are  about  to  expire  at  particular  periods  or  in 
consequence  of  any  contingent  public  event,  and 
to  report  the  same,  with  their  Observations  there- 
upon, to  the  House :— Mr.  Peel,  Mr.  Dodbon,  Sir 
Sir  George  Orey 


SziTFOBD  NoBfHooTB,  Mr.  Arorhxt  Gaanau, 
Mr.  Solicitor  Gbnbkal,  Mr.  Addxblxt,  Mr.  Cow- 
PXR,  Sir  William  Jolliffx,  Colonel  Fbxhch,  Mr. 
Bariko,  Mr.  Brahd,  Mr.  Duhlop,  and  Lord  Johx 
Maitnbrs  : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records;  Three  to  be  the  quorum. — (J<r. 
Peel.) 

LOCAL  OOYEBNICENT  SUPPLEMENTAL  (HO.  5) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bariho,  Bill  to  confirm  cer- 
tain ProTisional  Orders  under  *'  The  Local  6o- 
yemment  Act,  1858/'  relating  to  the  districU  of 
Nottingham,  Rusholme,  Plymouth,  Redoar,  Ca^ 
diff,  Kingston-upon-Hidl,  Qoildford,  Raxoi^gate, 
Ryde,  Workington,  and  Oxford ;  and  for  other 
purooses  relative  to  certain  districts  under  the 
said  Act,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hf  Mr.  Babztc 
and  SirGsoROB  Qbmt, 

Bm  preseiUed,  and  read  I"".  [BiU  209.] 

PIEB  Ain>  HABBOUB  OBDEBS  00NFIB1CATI05. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  te 
move  the  House,  That  leaye  be  given  to  bring  ia 
a  Bill  for  confirming  certain  ProTisional  Orden 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  *<The  Genenl 
Pier  and  Harbour  Act,  1861,"  relating  to  Girrao, 
Mevagissey,  and  Stomoway. 

Resolution  reported. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Miuns 
Gibson,  and  Mr.  Huit. 

BmpreserUed,  and  read  l^  [Bill  210.] 

UL8TEB  CAKAL  TBAKSFBB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pjiel,  Bill  for  tramfemng 
the  Ulster  Canal  to  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Mr.  PxxL  and  Mr.  Lvkb  Whitx. 

BUlpretenUd,  and  read  1°.  [Bill  211.] 

FORTIFIOATIONS   AND  WORKS. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

1.  Resolved,  That  towards  providing  a  further 
sum  for  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  oonttme- 
tion  of  works  for  the  defence  of  the  Royal  Dock- 
yards  and  Arsenals,  and  of  the  Ports  of  Dover 
and  Portland,  and  for  the  creation  of  a  Central 
Arsenal,  a  sum  not  exceeding  £650,000  be  charged 
upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;  and  that  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Treasury  be  authorized  and  empowered  to 
raise  the  said  sum  by  Annuities,  for  such  a  term 
not  exceeding  thirty  years;  and  that  such  Aa- 
nuities  shall  be  charged  upon  and  payable  oat  of 
the  said  Consolidated  Fund. 

2.  Resolved,  That  the  said  Commisdonert  of 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorised  to  direct 
the  payment  to  the  Governor  and  Company  of 
the  Bank  of  England,  out  of  the  said  Consolidated 
Fund,  of  the  sum  of  £600,  for  the  management 
of  the  contributions  to  be  received  by  the  said 
Governor  and  Company  in  respect  of  the  said 
Annuities. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  One  oVock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  14,  1865. 

MINUTES.}— PuBuo  Bius^ResolutUms  [Jane 
13]  reported —Reoord  of  Title  (Ireland) 
[Stamps]  ;  Fortifications  and  Works.* 

Ordered — ^Fortifications  and  Works ;  *  Harbours 
Transfer* 

iVrrtiStfcuft'n^— Fortifications  (ProTision  for  Ex* 
penaes)*  [315] ;  Harbours  Transfer*  [2161. 

iSecond  i^^o^tn^  ~  Tests  Abolition  (Oxford) 
[85];  Arrest  for  Debt  Abolition  (Ireland)* 
[126;|;  Pheasants  (Ireland)*  [193]. 

(7oBMtttt«d— Penalties  Law  Amendment  *  [202]. 

Report  —  Penalties   Law  Amendment  *   [202] ; 

Harwich  Harbour*  [137]. 
Third  Reading -^Fier  and  Harbour  Orders  Con- 
firmation* [195];  Colonial  Laws  Validity* 
[183];  Colonial  Marriages  VaUdity*  [184]; 
Lnoatio  Asylum  Act  (1853)  4c.  Amendment* 
[196]. 

TESTS  ABOLITION  (OXFORD)  BILL. 
[bill  85.]      SECOND  READme. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  60SCHBN  :*  Sir,  two  oppoaite 
critici'snis  hare  been  passed  upon  the  mea- 
sure Doir  before  the  House.  Some  hare 
called  it  too  small,  and  some  have  called  it 
too  large*  It  has  been  called  too  small  by 
those  wbo  assumed  that  the  privileges 
which,  under  the  present  Bill,  are  to  be 
acquired  bj  a  Master  of  Arts  without  a 
theological  test  might,  and  probably  would, 
be  cut  down  in  Committee,  and  not  ex- 
tended to  the  enjoyment  of  a  share  in  the 
government  of  the  University.  It  has  been 
called  too  large  by  those  who  assumed  that 
the  privileges  would  he  granted  in  their 
entirety.  A  measure  which  would  confer 
the  barren  privilege  of  Master  of  Arts 
upon  those  candidates  for  that  degree,  who 
are  not  prepared  to  comply  with  existing 
regulations,  was  thought  not  to  be  worth 
the  time  and  attention  of  this  House.  A 
measure  which  bestowed  not  a  barren  pri- 
vilege, but  a  substantial  privilege,  a  privi- 
lege carrying  with  itself  all  the  rights 
which  belong  to  the  Master  of  Arts  under 
the  present  system,  was  accused  of  tending 
to  revolutionise  the  University  and  revolu- 
tionise the  Church.  I  could  not  agree  in 
either  of  those  positions.  Any  progress 
made  in  the  relaxation  of  tests  and  sub- 
Bcriptions — and  I  need  hardly  remind  this 
House  that  by  tests  and  subscriptions  I 
mean  not  creeds,  not  formularies  of  faith, 
but  forma  of  inquisition  —  any  progress 
made  in  the  relaxation  of  tests  and  sub- 
Bcriptions  I  consider  to  be  most  worthy  of 
oa^  time  and  attention  ;   and  if,  on  the 


other  band,  all  tests  and  subscriptions  at 
the  University  were  relaxed  or  abolished, 
I  do  not  believe  that  the  University  would 
be  revolutionised  or  the  Church  destroyed. 
If  the  dilemma  is  forced  upon  me,  that  the 
change  we  advocate  is  either  small,  and 
not  worth  making,  or,  if  large,  then  dan- 
gerous, I  will  fnunkly  accept  the  premise 
of  the  latter  horn,  while  I  repudiate  the 
conclusion.  The  change,  I  admit,  vrill  be 
large  and  substantial.  So  far  from  being 
dangerous,  it  is  in  our  eyes  not  only  safe, 
but  expedient,  vrise,  and  even  necessary, 
in  the  interest  of  the  University,  in  the 
interest  of  the  country,  and,  I  would  ven- 
ture to  say,  in  the  interests  of  the  Church 
itself.  Were  I  prepared  to  allow  that  the 
Bill  admitted  of  being  so  cut  down  in  Com- 
mittee as  to  give  a  fresh  legislative  sanc- 
tion to  the  exclusion  of  Dissenters  from 
the  most  important  privileges  of  an  aca« 
domical  degree  —  for  instance,  if  I  were 
prepared  to  accept  what  is  called  the  Cam- 
bridge compromise  —  I  should  indeed  lay 
myself  open  to  the  criticism  of  having  in- 
troduced for  the  second  time  a  measure 
of  no  urgent  importance.  But  after  the 
Liberal  party  has  decided  once  for  all  to 
accept  the  larger  issue,  and  bestow  the 
privileges  of  a  degree  without  limitation, 
independently  of  a  theological  test — if  we 
remember  that  the  Bill  was  read  a  third 
time  last  year,  and  only  lost  in  the  final 
stage,  after  three  divisions,  by  a  majority 
of  two  in  a  full  House — I  am  sure  no  one 
will  be  surprised  if  I  say  that  I  feel  abso- 
lutely precluded  from  holding  out  any  hope 
that  limitations  such  as  I  have  indicated 
could  be  admitted  in  Committee,  at  least 
with  the  consent  of  the  friends  of  the  Bill, 
or,  I  think  I  may  say,  of  the  great  bulk  of 
the  Liberal  party.  The  Bill  must  stand 
and  fall  upon  the  broader  issue,  whether 
the  pririleges  can  be  bestowed  in  their 
entirety,  if  a  degree  is  given  at  all.  It 
was  said  last  year  that  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  was  to  admit  Dissenters  to  the  govern- 
ing body  of  the  University.  This  I  must 
take  leave  emphatically  to  deny.  It  is 
not  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  although 
unquestionably  one  of  its  results.  The 
removal  of  the  evils  attending  subscrip- 
tion is  another  result.  What,  then,  it 
may  be  asked,  is  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  ?  The  principle  of  the  Bill  is  what 
the  title  indicates,  and  what  the  pre- 
amble expands  —  namely,  the  principle 
that  academical  degrees  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Oxford  should  for  the  future  be 
independent  of  religious  tests.    Of  course 
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it  U  open  to  hoik  Uombera  to  take  ex- 
option  to  the  principle  of  the  Biil,  or 
to  take  ezoeptbn  to  the  FOBults  of  the 
Bill,  or  to  oppose  both  the  prineiple  on 
its  own  aecoant,  and  its  reeults,  direct 
and  indirect.  But  let  it  not  be  eaid  bj 
hon.  Members,  as  it  was  said  last  year^ 
that  under  oorer  of  a  speciens  principle  we 
are  trying  by  underhand  means  to  bring  in 
larger  results  which  we  should  be  afraid  to 
hring  in  nakedly*  We  contend  for  the 
principle  for  its  own  sake.  We  a?ow  tbe 
results,  and  are  prepared  to  defend  them. 
Our  position  is — that  our  Universities,  hia- 
torically,  for  all  general  purposes,  are  na- 
tional institutions,  and  legally,  lay  cor- 
porations. That  their  exclusive  oonnection 
with  the  Church  of  England  is,  if  I  may 
use  a  technical  term,  '^accidental,  not 
essential."  That  our  clergy  merely  happen 
to  be  educated  there,  as  they  are  educated 
at  our  schools,  for  purposes  of  general 
training,  before  their  own  special  studies 
begin.  That  theology  is  taught  at  Oxford, 
like  history,  or  philosophy,  simply  as  a 
part,  and,  it  must  be  confessed,  a  very 
small  part,  of  the  general  curriculum. 
That  edacation,  not  professional,  but  gene- 
ral, and  general  in  its  widest  sense,  is  in 
{>ractice  the  education  given  at  Oxford, 
ooked  for  in  Oxford,  and  I  hope  to  be 
maintained  in  Oxford.  That  to  this  gene- 
ral education  it  is  in  the  general  interest 
of  the  country  to  attract  the  greatest  possible 
number  of  Englishmen.  That  no  class  of 
Englishmen  can,  as  a  class,  be  attracted  so 
long  as  they  are  placed  under  humiliating 
restrictions,  or  invited  to  occupy  a  position 
of  legal,  social,  and  academical  inferiority. 
That  any  regulations  which  exclude  from 
academical  degrees,  and  all  the  privileges 
connected  with  these  degrees,  are  a  badge 
of  that  inferiority  and  that  humiliation. 
That  the  imposition  of  religious  tests  falls 
under  the  head  of  such  regulations,  exclud- 
ing those  ivhom  it  is  for  the  general  good 
to  inclade,  humiliating  those  who  ought  to 
be  attracted,  and  running  counter  to  the 
national  and  unprofessional  character  of 
our  Universities.  This,  Sir,  is  our  posi- 
tion. These  are  the  principles  upon  which 
the  Bill  is  founded,  leading  to  results  by 
which  we  are  prepared  to  stand.  And,  in- 
dependently of  the  character  of  oui:  Uni- 
versities and  their  history,  independently 
of  law,  independently  of  the  expediency  of 
making  the  area  of  tbe  University  co-ex- 
tensive with  the  area  of  the  nation  ;  as  a 
general  principle,  we  contend  that  it  is  a 
solecism  in  science  to  connect  academical 
Mr.  Owhm 


degrees  with  compulsory  profesBioDB  of 
faith,  and  worse  than  a  solecism  in  rdigioo 
to  secure  a  regulation  orthodoxy  by  the 
temptation  of  secular  rewards.  I  do  not 
say  that  there  is  no  other  line  of  argument 
by  whieh  tbe  present  syetem  may  m  effK- 
tt;ia11y  condemned.  If  I  could  even  grant 
that  the  policy  of  exclusion  wereexpedleot 
and  just,  I  should  still  call  tbe  preseit 
syateoi,  bgr  which  thai  policy  is  ansnyled 
to  be  earned  out,  a  short-s^hted  Bjitem, 
an  ineffectual  system,  an  immoral  vjiim. 
And,  unquestioBi^ly,  it  wiU  be  a  great 
gain  if,  while  we  carry  out  tbe  priMple 
^  making  academical  diegrees  independent 
of  theological  tests,  we  sweep  awaj  i 
system  which,  in  its  very  appKcation,  ilui^ 
pendently  of  its  objects,  involves  so  gveit 
an  amount  of  evil.  Bui  for  the  presest  I 
will  confine  myself  to  the  arguments  «)ii^ 
I  have  stated. 

I  have  said.  Sir,  that  our  Univenitiei 
are  lay  corporations  by  the  law  of  tbe 
land.  And  when  I  say  this  I  am  not  speek- 
ing  at  random  ;  indeed,  I  fear,  tbat  to 
some  hon.  Uembers  I  may  seem  to  be  iIb- 
ply  stating  a  truism.  It  is,  however,  i 
truism  so  often  forgotten  that  I  mij  be 
excused  if  I  insist  upon  it.  The  doetiine 
that  our  Universities  are  lay  corporatiom 
is  laid  down  as  the  established  law  in  oar 
text  books.  Stephen,  in  his  Cornnrnian^^ 
speaking  of  lay  corporations,  dirides  tlieB 
into  civil  and  eleemosynary,  and  sajs  tbit 
civil  corporations  are  eetablished  for  i 
variety  of  purposes,  "  and  among  tiieie 
corporations,"  he  tells  ua— > 

'*  Tho  general  corporate  bodies  of  Oxfbrdm' 
Cambridge  must  be  ranked ;  Ant  it  in  <dear,'*bB 
says,  "  t£at  these  corporati<ms — namely,  Ow 
and  Cambridge,  are  not  spiritual  or  eooleiiaitial* 
for  thej  are  composed  of  more  laymen  than  elergTi 
neiUier  are  they  eleemosynary  foundations,  tlioogb 
stipends  are  annexed  to  certain  magististM  tfd 
professors,  any  more  than  other  corpontioii 
where  the  acting  ofBoers  have  standing  ultfie'i 
for  these  are  rewards  pro  opere  €t  laborer  »^ 
charitable  donations  only,  since  every  stipesd  u 
preceded  by  service  and  daty.-" 
This  applies,  of  course,  to  the  Umverriti* 
in  their  collective  capacity.  But  even  the 
colleges  which  might,  without  impainnS 
the  strength  of  my  argument,  be  eocleii- 
astical  foundations,  this  tezi*book  of  Eog- 
lish  Law  asserts  to  be— 

"Lay,  and  not  eoclesiastioal,  ftUing  hd^ 
the  head  of  eleemosynary  corporations  fytoM 
for  the  promotion  of  piety  and  learning.  ^ 
these  eleemosynary  colorations,  thoo^^  in  t^ 
things  partaking  of  the  nature  of  eeolesisstietl 
bodies,  are,  strictly  speaking,  lay,  andnoteod«- 
siastical,  even  though  composed  of  eoeleeisitN*^ 
persons." 
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**  Thm  Popish  Clergy/'  w«  are  told, ''  did, 
it  is  tr«e,  tonsidor  them  as  Eceleuasticsl 
eorporatioBs."  Bui  it  is  emphatically 
added — 

**  Whftl«f«r  might  be  ibnMrij  the  opiniQii  o^ 
the  dergj,  it  is  now  held  as  aBtabUtbed  Uw»  that 
oollMpei  are  lay  corporations,  though  they  msj  be 
tota^  oompoMd  oreccleaiastioal  persons." 

Or  if  anj  hon.  UemberSi  learned  io  Eccle:- 
sisstioal  Law,  should  appeal  to  collateral 
evidence,  and  cite  yarious  ancient  practices 
to  prore  the  ecclesiastical  character  of  the 
University — if,  for  instance,  they  wish  to 
appeal  to  the  right  of  visitation  claimed  by 
the  Ordinary  of  the  diocese — I  would  ask 
them  whether  they  are  not  aware  that 
the  same  OTidence  may  be  brought,  and 
the  existence  of  the  same  claims  may  be 
prored,  in  the  case  of  many  other  in- 
stitutions of  which  the  warmest  Anglican 
would  not  Tonture  to  assert  that  they  are 
ecclesiastical  corporations.  Hospitals  were 
under  the  same  laws  of  Tisitation  as 
Universities.      They,    as    well  as  many 


dental  fact  that  secular  knowlege,  profes- 
uonal  knowledge*  political  knowledge,  all 
practically  lay  concentrated  in  the  hands 
of  the  clergy.  It  is  true  that  the  Catholic 
religion  claimed  the  education  of  the  people 
as  one  of  its  special  functions.  Could  that 
claim  have  been  graated,  it  would  by  ne 
means  follow  that  the  Protestant  successors 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  might  assert 
the  same  pretensions.  The  tery  essence 
of  the  Reformatiou  was  surely  the  emanci* 
nation  of  the  lay  mtellect.  But  the  curious 
teature  is  this  —  that  while  abroad  the 
ultimate  effect  of  the  Reformation  has  beea 
to  secularise  the  Roman  Catholic  Univer- 
sities, our  Protestant  Universities  (Oxford 
will  forgiye  me  for  Qsmg  this  offcBsire 
epithet)  claim  to  maintain  a  character 
exclusive^  ecclesiastical.  So  little  are 
the  Roman  Catholic  UniTorsities  abroad 
afraid  of  admitting  heretics,  that  I  hare 
been  informed,  and  I  confess  I  heard  il 
with  surprise,  that — 
"  No  creed,  or  dogma,  or  con^Msion  of  fidih. 


other  institutions,  were  under  the  control  [  has  been  imposed  in  anj  of  the  Roman  Catholic 


of  the  eJergj,  precisely  in  the  same  man 
ner  as  the  seats  of  learning,  and  that 
which  is  called,  with  suggestive  ragueness, 
the  conaection  of  the  Church  with  the 
University,  is  historically  nothing  more 
than  the  tie  which  bound  the  priesthood 
of  the  middle  ages  to  the  whole  of  the 
charitable,  educational,  and  OTon  profes- 
sional institutions  of  the  country. 

It  is  thus.  Sir,  that  I  haTO  rentured  to 
assert  that  the  UniTorsities  are  not  only 
legally  but  historically  national  institutions. 
The  Universities  were  connected  with  the 
Church,  not  as  a  corporation,  but  simply 
with  the  priests  as  the  depositaries  of 
learning.  The  union  between  the  Univer- 
sities and  the  Church  was  not  an  inten- 
tional and  historical  alliance,  for  offence 
and  defence,  between  secular  education 
and  ecclesiastical  dominion.  It  arose 
simply  and  unintentionally,  ex  necessitate 
rei,  from  the  fact  that  out  of  the  priest- 
bood  secular  knowledge  was  scarcely  to  be 
found.  The  Popish  clergy  were  sufficiently 
Qsurpinff  in  their  claim  to  supremacy  over 
every  department  to  which  ecclesiastical 
infloence  could  in  any  way  be  applied.  But 
DO  rational  advocate  of  Church  influence 
in  the  present  day  ever  ventures  to  assert 
tluU  the  sphere  of  clerical  domination  in 
present  times  should  be  coincident  with  the 
sphere  occupied  by  the  priests  in  old  times. 
The  exdusire  connection  of  the  University 
with  the  Church  was,  as  I  have  said,  a 
matter  of  accident— the  result  of  the  acci- 


Univeraities  of  Austria  since  1782." 
Take  the  University  of  Prague  as  an 
illustration.  I  hold  m  my  hand  a  letter 
from  a  verr  excellent  authority,  who 
informs  me  that — 

<*  After  the  preolamation  of  the  Patent  of 
Tolerance  (1781,  bj  the  Emperor  Joseph  II.) 
many  of  the  formulas  still  then  in  use,  b/  which 
the  Uniyersity  was  designated  as  exdusiTel/  Ro- 
man Catholic,  were  likewise  abrogated.  At  the 
*  promotions'  to  doctorship  ^corresponding  to  our 
higher  degrees)  the  profession  of  fidth,  till  then 
used,  was  abolished.  The  Jews  were  admitted 
to  the  academical  degrees." 

Of  Austria  and  Bavaria  it  may  be  said, 
without  exaggeration,  that  they  are  far 
more  Roman  Catholic  than  England  is 
Anglican,  and  yet  only  a  short  time  ago 
the  Rector  of  the  University  of  Munich 
— an  office  corresponding  partly  to  the 
Vice  Chancellor  and  partly  to  the  Master 
of  a  College  in  our  Universities  —  was 
a  Protestant.  What  do  we  find,  then, 
to  be  the  case  f  The  Church  of  Rome, 
with  her  traditional  hatred  of  the  progress 
of  human  thought,  with  her  confessed 
aversion  to  the  pursuit  of  truth,  and  her 
avowed  hostility  to  scientific  inquiry,  has 
been  compelled  to  surrender  to  the  State 
the  keys  of  Continental  Universities,  where 
no  thfclogical  tests  bar  the  way  to  acade- 
mical  distinction,  where  degrees  and  emolu- 
ments are  bestowed  without  enforced  decla- 
rations of  theological  conformity  ;  and  the 
Church  of  England,  placed  in  the  midst  of 
the  most    liberal  country  in  the  world, 
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boasting  its  hold  over  the  most  enlightened 
portion  of  that  country,  claims,  with  the 
Church  of  Spain  alone,  the  unentiable 
pririlege  of  intolerant  exclusion,  the  right 
to  a  monopoly  o?er  the  academical  educa- 
tion of  the  country,  a  monopoly,  which  in 
England  excludes  half  the  population  from 
the  traditional  seats  of  the  country's  learn- 
ing. Sir,  1  could  almost  imagine  that 
many  persons,  both  here  and  out  of  doors, 
may  think  that  1  am  fighting  with  a 
shadow,  when  I  so  strenuously  deny  the 
ecclesiastical  character  of  our  Univer- 
sities. But,  strange  as  it  may  appear,  if 
petitions  are  realities  and  not  shadows,  the 
ecclesiastical  character  of  our  Universities 
is  held  to  be,  not  only  a  fact,  but  a  fact  for 
which  the  petitioners  are  prepared  to  sacri- 
fice, I  will  not  say  their  lives,  I  will  not 
say  their  endowments,  but  unquestionably 
their  reputation  for  charity  and  discretion. 
Here  is  what  I  may  call  the  typical  peti- 
tion of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill : — 

**  Tour  PetitioDers  would  represent  to  your 
honourable  House  that  the  Unirersitj  of  Oxford 
is  essentially  (observe  the  word  **e$ienti<dly") 
essentiallj  a  Unirersity  in  coimeotion  with  the 
Church  of  England,  haying  been  originally 
founded  and  subsequently  endowed  and  main- 
tained, and  even  at  the  present  time  is  mainly 
supported  by  members  of  the  Church  of  England." 

"  Mainly  supported !  '^  There  is  an  un- 
conscious candour  about  that  word.  And 
observe  the  contrast.  It  is  stated  broadly, 
without  any  qualification,  or  any  such  can- 
did word  as  ** mainly,"  (hat  the  University 
was  originally  founded  and  endowed  by 
members  of  the  Church  of  England.  (Ro- 
man Catholic  members,  I  presume.)  Ac- 
cording to  this  view,  then,  the  University 
was  exclusively  maintained  by  the  Church 
of  England  when  the  Church  of  England 
was  Papist,  and  is  only  mainly  supported 
by  the  Church  of  England  now  that  the 
Church  of  England  is  Protestant.  But 
let  me  just  say  here  quite  incidentally  that, 
on  the  showing  of  these  orthodox  and 
candid  petitioners  it  would  be  enough  to 
answer,  that  as  the  University  is  mainly 
supported  by  members  of  the  Church, 
justice  will  be  satisfied  if  her  academical 
degrees  are  mainly  given  to  members  of 
the  Church  ;  and  that  as  they  clearly  con- 
templated a  margin  of  support  coming 
from  other  quarters,  so  a  margin  of  acade- 
mical degrees,  with  all  their  privileges, 
would  be  due,  on  their  own  showing,  to  the 
various  quarters  (whatever  they  may  be) 
whence,  according  to  the  petitioners,  that 
support  is  derived.  But  I  lay  no  stress  on 
this  petition  myself.  Far  from  it.  And  I 
Mr,  Ooschen 


have  only  quoted  it  as  a  sample  of  the 
vague  and  even  inconsistent  character  of 
the  claims  put  forward.  But  the  impor- 
tant point  of  the  petition  I  have  quoted  is 
that  it  takes  the  bull  by  the  homfty  and 
bluntly  declares  that-^ 

'*  Tests  are  necessary  for  the  proteotioii  of  the 
ecclesiastical  character  of  the  nniTerslty." 

And  this  petition  is  the  petition  of  the 
English  Church  Union.  The  clergy  of  the 
rural  deanery  of  Bamburgh  are  a  little 
more  diplomatic,  and  the  petitioners  confine 
themselves  to  "feeling^'  that  the  Bill 
would  '*  do  injury  to  the  distinctive  Church 
character  of  the  University."  Well,  this 
sounds  a  little  better  than  the  "  ecclesiastical 
character  "  of  the  University.  But  I  pre- 
sume the  sense  and  the  drift  are  the  same. 
The  University  is  claimed  as  the  exclusive 
property  of  one  creed.  The  real  truth,  no 
douDt  is,  that  in  the  early  days  of  the 
University,  its  founders  did  not  foresee  the 
national  diversities  which  have  since  arisen. 
The  colleges  were  founded  when  the 
nation  was  of  one  belief,  not  for  the  be- 
nefit of  one  special  creed  independently 
of  the  nation.  If  diversities  had  not 
arisen,  and  all  England  were  Anglican 
(or  rather  Roman  Catholic,  as  it  would 
be  if  no  diversities  had  arisen),  then 
a  University  which  admitted  only  Catholics 
(or,  if  you  prefer  it,  only  Anglicans)  would 
still  be  a  national  University.  But  the 
diversities  have  arisen.  You  have  recog- 
nised them  in  this  House.  And  it  is  a 
strong  assumption  to  make,  that  because, 
when  the  Universities  were  founded,  the 
nation  and  the  Roman  Catholic  religion 
were  co-extensive,  now,  when  that  co- 
extension  no  longer  exists,  a  claim  to  the 
exclusive  possession  of  the  University  ean 
hold  good,  not  in  favour  of  the  Roman 
CathoVios,  but  in  favour  of  their  episcopa- 
lian successors.  In  this  assumption  there 
is  a  double  fallacy — the  fallacy  that  the 
UniTcrsities  were  founded  for  one  creed, 
and  the  fallacy  that  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land has  now  become  the  natural  heir  to 
the  privileges  granted  to  the  favoured 
creed,  although  that  creed  is  still  alive. 
Nay,  Sir,  there  is  another  fallacy,  the  fal- 
lacy of  supposing  that  if  the  Anglican 
Church  were  in  possession  of  such  privi- 
leges, and  the  Roman  Catholic  Church, 
the  original  claimant,  were  defunct,  the 
inheritance  would  have  come  to  the 
Church  of  England  through  a  natural  law 
of  succession,  instead  of  through  the  ac- 
tion of  the  State.  With  the  first  of  these 
fallacies  I  have  already  dealt.    I^  for  my 
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part,  in  oommoD,  I  thiDk,  with  the  fast 
roajoritj  of  this  House  and  of  the  country, 
do  not  believe  that  the  Universities  ever 
were  ecclesiastical  "  property/'  because  I 
hold  that  they  belong  to  the  State.  Sup- 
posing, however,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  they  did  not  belong  to  the  State,  and 
belonged  originally  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
Charch,  then  we  come  to  the  second  fal- 
lacy, that  the  Church  of  England  is  the 
natural  heir  to  Roman  Catholic  founda- 
tions. But,  Sir,  let  me  ask,  is  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  extinct  ?  Can  the  Church 
of  England  inherit  from  a  Church  which 
Btill  lives  amongst  us  ?  And  especially  I 
aak,  how  comes  it  that,  under  this  theory, 
the  Roman  Catholics  are  at  this  moment 
deluded  from  the  foundations  which  were 
created  out  of  the  funds  of  their  co-reli- 
gionists ?  How  came  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, if  it  ever  came,  by  their  property  ? 
By  natural  descent,  or  by  a  transfer  made 
by  the  State  ?  I  am  well  aware  of  the 
ingenions  theory  which  loves  to  represent 
the  present  State  Church  of  England  as 
the  original  Church  of  the  land,  and  the 
Roman  Catholics  as  a  species  of  Dissenters. 
Could  this  theory  be  admitted  we  should 
only  come  to  the  awkward  fact  that  the 
UniversiCiea  were  founded  by  those  very 
Dissenters.  But  if  the  Roman  Catholics 
in  England  had  died  out,  how  could  the 
Church  of  England  claim  to  be  their  heir  ? 
Surely  the  endowments  would  escheat  to 
the  State.  We,  Sir,  are  in  no  such  diffi- 
culty. We  maintain  that  the  Universities 
necessarily  belong  to  the  State.  The  State 
assumed  the  right  to  deal  with  the  TJui- 
rersities  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation, 
ousted  the  Roman  Catholics,  closed  the 
gates  upon  those  who  had  been  their 
founders,  barred  them  with  theological 
tests,  and  to  this  day  excludes  the  very 
men  who,  if  any  man  ever  had,  would  have 
the  only  semblance  of  a  title  derived  from 
history  and  law. 

I  cannot  conceal  from  myself,  Sir,  that 
the  arguments  which  I  have  answered 
hitherto  woald  only  be  important  if  I  had 
left  them  oDanswered.  The  strongest  ar- 
guments are  those  which  rely  on  the  con- 
nection between  the  Church  and  the  State. 
The  State,  it  will  be  said,  has  founded  a 
State  Church,  and  handed  over  the  State 
Universities  to  that  State  Church.  Our 
answer  is  simple — What  the  State  trans- 
ferred for  the  good  of  the  country  once,  the 
State,  on  your  own  admission,  can  transfer 
again  for  the  good  of  the  country.  But 
we  ask  for  no  transfer.  What  we  ask  for 
VOL.  CLXXX.  [thibd  sebies.] 


is  a  simple  extension,  an  extension  which 
will  not  impair,  nay,  we  honestly  and 
firmly  believe,  will  enhance  the  welfare  of 
the  Charch,  while  it  benefits  the  country 
at  large.  To  this  our  opponents  reply. 
No,  the  State  may  have  given  the  State 
Universities  to  the  State  Church,  but  what 
the  State  has  given  it  cannot  take  away. 
The  Church  has  a  claim  to  those  Univer- 
sities. This  claim,  strong  as  it  may  appear 
at  first  sight,  again  rests  on  a  double  fal- 
lacy. It  is  assumed,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  Church  has  a  monopoly  of  the 
education  of  the  country.  That  is  a  claim 
which  has  never  been  allowed  in  this 
House.  The  Church  might  as  well  set 
up  a  claim  to  a  monopoly  of  Parliament 
itself,  as  set  up  a  claim  to  a  monopoly  of 
the  national  education.  But  it  is  assumed, 
in  the  second  place,  that  education,  in  the 
limited  sense  in  which  the  word  is  applicable 
to  school  training,  is  the  sole  function  of 
the  University.  Sir,  I  cannot  agree  m 
this  view.  Education,  properly  so  called, 
is  only  a  part  of  University  life.  Another, 
and  even  a  higher  function  of  a  University, 
properly  so  called,  is  the  pursuit  of  truth. 
It  has  been  said,  on  very  high  authority, 
from  which,  however,  I  beg  respectfully  to 
dissent,  that  free  inquiry  can  only  be  con- 
ducted by  free  inquirers,  and  that,  accord- 
ingly, such  free  inquiry  cannot  be  loyally 
conducted  in  the  Church.  But,  Sir.  if 
this  were  true,  which  it  is  not,  would  it 
not  prove  conclusirely  that  there  can  be  no 
exclusive  connection  between  the  Charch 
and  the  University  ?  For  if  free  inquiry 
cannot  be  conducted  in  the  Church,  where 
is  it  to  be  conducted  ?  Why,  of  course, 
in  our  Universities.  To  our  Universities 
we  must  look,  not  only  for  the  education 
of  our  youth,  but  for  the  unimpeded  pur- 
suit of  free  inquiry.  If,  then,  it  were 
truly  contended  that  free  inquiry  cannot 
loyally  be  conducted  iu  the  Church,  whereas 
it  is  evidently  an  organic  function  of  the 
University,  this  argument  alone  would  ef- 
fectually disprove  the  essential  connection 
between  the  University  and  the  Church. 

I  have  attempted.  Sir,  to  dispose  of  the 
essential  connection  between  the  Church 
and  the  University.  A  connection  no  doubt 
exists,  but  not  an  essential  connection,  not 
an  exclusive  connection.  The  next  argu- 
ment, however,  which  is  put  forward  is 
that  the  Universities  belong  to  the  Church 
of  England,  because  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England  are  educated  there. 
The  Universities,  it  is  said,  are  the  train- 
ing schools  of  the  English  clergy.     To 
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thit  I  repljy  in  Bimilar  termt»  that  although 
the  elergy  of  the  Church  of  Enffland  hap- 
pen to  he  edaoated  there,  and  I  trust  will 
long  continue  to  he  educated  there,  no  es- 
■ential  and  no  ezclnaive  connection  exists 
hetween  the  clerical  profession  and  the 
Unifersities,  any  more  than  hetween  the 
TJnifersities  and  other  liberal  professions. 
To  represent  Oxford  as  a  clerical  seminary 
is  to  rob  Oxford .  of  its  title  to  be  a  Uni- 
Torsity  at  all.  It  is,  indeed,  true  enough, 
or  it  was  until  lately  true  enough,  that  the 
majoritr  of  those  who  take  holy  orders 
were  educated  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
But  what  was  the  education  they  reeei? ed 
there?  Why,  Sir,  the  common  education 
of  every  English  gentleman,  and  the  ho- 
nours and  distinctions,  which  were  the 
best  passports  to  the  Church,  were  also 
the  best  passports  to  the  bar.  A  small 
.class  of  men,  it  is  true,  may  wish  to  giTo 
a  more  professional  and  one-sided  educa- 
(ation  to  our  clergy,  but  the  country  at 
large,  I  am  sure,  recognises  the  immense 
advantage  of  educating  laity  and  clergy 
together,  and  developing  rather  a  lay  ele- 
ment in  the  clergy  than  a  clerical  element 
in  onr  laity.  And  here  I  may  say  that 
strange  and  inconsistent  views  are  no  doubt 
very  frequently  put  forth  by  the  champions 
of  the  cleri(^  character  of  the  Universi- 
ties. On  the  one  hand,  to  hear  them  speak, 
one  might  almost  suppose  that  the  laity 
were  admitted  to  the  Universities  on  suffer- 
ance, and  that  it  is  a  high  privilege  to  be 
allowed,  as  a  simple  layman,  present  and 
future,  to  associate  with  sucking  curates 
in  pone.  To  the  fact  of  this  association 
they  point  as  the  main  safeguard  for  our 
future  piety  and  principles.  On  the  other 
hand,  still  under  the  hallucination  that  the 
Universities  are  the  monopoly  of  the 
Church,  they  degrade  them  in  their  theory 
to  a  place  where  young  curates  are  to  sow 
their  wild  oats,  and  where  the  laity  may 
be  invited  in,  as  the  children  of  darkness, 
to  supplement  the  learning,  and  lend  a 
worldly  grace  to  the  children  of  light. 
Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  whatever,  that  it  is 
of  infinitely  greater  advantage  to  the  clergy 
to  sow  their  wild  oats  among  the  laity  than 
in  a  special  theological  locality  devised  for 
that  purpose.  But  I  would  lay  it  down  in 
the  strongest  terms  that  the  education  of 
the  country  is  not  to  be  sacrificed  to  the 
exigencies  of  the  clergy,  present  or  future. 
There  are  many  arguments  in  connection 
with  this  subject  which  deserve  to  be 
treated  with  respect;  but  the  argument 
that  in  legislating  for  Oxford  we  are  simply 
Mr.  Ooeehm 


to  consider  the  education  of  our  elergy  ii 
an  argument  which,  stated  m  its  naked 
form,  no  one  of  us  would  be  prepared  to 
admit.     A  fair  share  in  that  education  in 
common  with  other  professions  the  eler;gj 
may  legitimately  demand.     Thej  cannot 
demand    to   monopolise  that   edoeation; 
they  cannot  even  claim  to  render  it  lest 
effectual  to  others,  in  order  to  render  it 
more  effectual  to  themselves.  But  some  peo- 
ple may  fear  that  the  admiasion  of  Diuea- 
tera  to  the  University  might  discourage  tbe 
study  of  theology  altogether.    Those  who 
entertain  this    fear  evidently  think  tbit 
theology  enters  as  a  large  part  into  Uoi- 
veraity  education.     But  I  may  confidently 
appeal  to  those  who  are  at  all  converttot 
either  with  the  studies  or  the  life  atOzM 
whether,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  from  the 
practical  and  common-aense  point  of  viev. 
theology  enters  as  an  important  element 
into   University  training   at  alL    I  veH 
remember  the  theological  studies  to  whidi 
undergraduates  were  subjected  as  a  matter 
of  form.     One  hour  a  week  was  cot  off 
from  our  secular  studies  for  a  leetare  on 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles ;  and  in  the  col- 
lege to  which  I  had  the  privilege  to  belong 
we  had   the   further  advantage  of  being 
called  upon  every  week  for  an  abstract  of 
a  University  sermon.     Jt  was  a  current 
libel  in  the  town  that  a  pastrycook  fur- 
nished these  abstracts  at  a  few  ahilliogi 
apiece.     I  do  not  wish  to  deny  that  at  A 
times  there  are  to  be  found  at  Oxford  mon 
who  devote  themselves  xealoualy  to  eccl^ 
siastical  learning.      There  is  scarcely  any 
branch  of  science  that  has  not  some  entho- 
siastic  votaries  at  Oxford.     But  I  repo*^ 
that,  as  a  matter  of  practical  experieDoe, 
every  one  must  admit  that  theologji  to 
the  great  body  of  Oxford  men  who  seek 
an  academical  degree,  is  hut  a  part,  and  ^ 
very  small  part,  of  the  studies  prescribed, 
and  a  still  smaller  part  of  the  actuiJ  studies 
undertaken.    The  education  which  ia  giten. 
that  which  ought  to  be  given,  at  Oxford, 
and  given  to  clergy  and  laity  alike,  is  ^ 
general  education.      And  we  have  to  ask 
whether  it  is  wise,  expedient,  or  just,  to 
connect  this  general  education  and  its  1^' 
timalo  rewards,  not  indeed  with  religio" 
and  that  piety  which,  together  with  learn- 
ing, appears  in  the  phraseology  of  so  mwy 
University  grants,  but  with  the  enforced 
acceptance  of  dogmatic  formulas  not  con- 
templated in  those  grants,  and  the  enforced 
assent  to  hundreds  of  propositions,  wbicu 
no  two  men  interpret  alike,  much  less  on* 
derstand  alike,   and   which,  so  far  from 
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bftTing  promoted  thfti  unity  and  spirit  of 
eoDOord  which  we  are  conjured  in  etery 
tone  of  entreaty  not  to  diBturh,  hare  been 
a  Boorce  of  more  Tinilence»  more  bitterness, 
more  malignity,  than  any  one  of  those  poor 
secular  subjects,  the  study  of  which  we  are 
told  would  be  demoralised  if  withdrawn 
from  the  hallowing  influence  of  enforced 
theological  unanimity. 

Bat,  independently  of  the  wisdom  and 
expediency,  as  an  abstract  question  of 
policy,  of  connecting  academical  degrees 
with  theological  tests,  the  House  is  bound 
to  consider,  whether,  if  we  believe  the  ge- 
neral education  given  at  Oxford  to  be  of 
Bach  infinite  importance,  and  to  have  con- 
ferred such  inestimable  benefits  upon  those 
who  have  been  admitted  there  hitherto, 
whether,  I  say,  in  the  interest  of  thecountry, 
we  should  not  desire,  nay,  insist,  that  the 
foil  priTileges  of  that  general  education 
should  be  extended  beyond  the  area  of  the 
Church  to  the  nation  at  large.  It  is  the 
boast,  Sir,  and  privilege  of  our  Universities 
to  give  the  highest  and  most  general  edu- 
cation of  which  this  country  is  capable. 
Oxford  aspires  to  give  a  certain  tone  and 
character  to  the  intellect  and  feeling  of 
the  nation,  and  the  establishment  of  her 
middle-alass  examinations,  and  the  success 
which  hfts  attended  them,  show  a  growing 
bond  of  sympathy  between  herself  and  the 
country.  There  was  a  time  when  a  gulf 
seemed  to  He  between  academical  education 
and  the  practical  self-culture  of  the  coun- 
trj.  Oxford  looked  upon  the  unprivileged 
with  arrogance,  and  the  unprivileged  looked 
upon  Oxford  with  suspicion.  I  regret  to  say 
that  this  separation  is  a  matter  almost  of 
congratulation  to  many  friends  of  the  Uni* 
versity.  I  met  with  a  curious  proof  of  this 
the  other  day,  and  one  I  think  well  worth 
the  attention  of  tho  House.  An  Oxford 
friend  said  to  me,  "  So  you  are  going  to 
make  a  manufacturing  college  of  Oxford." 
I  asked  him  "How?"  "  Why,  of  course," 
he  said,  **  by  tho  abolition  of  tests."  I 
think,  Sir,  this  candid  friend  of  mine  has 
let  the  eat  out  of  the  bag.  Theological 
tests  are,  you  observe  valued  as  Social 
tests.  Whether  this  curious  theory  is 
founded  on  the  assumption  that  country 
gentlemen  and  other  classes,  whoever 
they  may  be,  who  are  not  manufacturers, 
csn  digest  tests  which  a  manufacturer 
cannot  even  swallow,  or  whether  there  is 
a  vague  idea  in  the  minds  of  Oxford  men, 
ihat  manufaeturers  are  all  Dissenters,  I 
cannot  tell.  Probably  my  friend  never 
thought  about  the  matter.     But  his  remark 


conveys  the  general  idea  of  social  exelu- 
siveness    which    underlies    the    cloak   of 
theological  tenderness.    It  is  not  too  much 
to  say  that  the  exdusiveness  of  the  Univer- 
sity,  more  than  any  other   circumstance 
perhaps,  has  imperilled  the  cause  of  classical 
learning  in  this  country,  that  cause  which 
next  to  clerical  ascendancy  over  the  na- 
tional intellect,  lies  nearest  to  the  heart 
of  the  Conservative  party.     And,  sympa- 
thising as  I  do,  with  classical  educatiout 
I  lament  that  ecclesiastical  usurpation  and 
theological  intolerance  should  seriously  have 
endangered  the   popularity  of   a  system 
which,  I  may  confidently  say,  is  quite  as 
dear  to  me  as  it  is  to  them.     It  is  a  de- 
plorable coincidence  that  classical  and  cleri- 
cal, when  applied  to  educatioui  should,  ia 
the  mind  of  half  the  country,  have  come 
to  be  considered  as  convertible  terms.  This, 
Sir,  ia  the  true  historical  key  to  the  aver- 
sion in  this  country  of  the  Dissenters  to  a 
classical  education.     The  utilitarian  view 
is  little  more  than  a  pretext.     And  if  that 
utilitarian  view  in  matters  of  education  is 
to  be  successfully  combated,    you   must 
separate  academical  degrees  from  theolo- 
gical prejudices,  and  hold  them  out  as  the 
highest  prizes  and  patents  of  refinement 
to  the  nation  at  large.     If  the  Universitiee 
are  really  thrown  open,  if  they  are  freely 
recognised  as  national  institutions,  if  they 
are  made  to  feel  responsible  for  the  edu- 
cation of  the  country  at  large,  if  they 
recognise  the  duty  of  supplying  candidates, 
not  only  for  the  Bar  and  the  Church,  but 
for  every  department  of  national  life,  the 
Universities  will  not  have  been  lowered  in 
character,  their  tone  will  not  have  become, 
as  hon.  Members  are  not  ashamed  to  in- 
sinuate, more  vulgar,  but  they  will  have 
established  a  fresher  and  a  surer  hold,  not 
only  upon  the  intellect,  but  upon  the  affec- 
tions and  reverence  of  the  nation.  Surely, 
Sir,  Churchmen  least  of  all  can  deny  that 
it  would  be  of  immense  advantage  to  the 
Dissenters  themselves  to  be  admitted  to 
the  University.     But  probably  they  will 
continue  to  assert  that  it  involves  danger 
to  the  Church.    Now,  if  there  is  one  line 
of  argument  which  is,  if  I  may  use  the 
term,  irritating  to  liberal  Churchmen,  it  is 
the  constant   assumption  which  underlies 
the  views  of  hon.   Members  opposite  — 
namely,  that  not  only  in  every  intellectual 
confiict,  but  even  m  all  friendly  intellectual 
interoourse,  our  Church   must    certainly 
succumb  to  every  other  creed.^    Pushing 
its  missionary  labours  abroad  into  eveij 
quarter  with  almost  indiscreet  energy,  it 
H  2 
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were  engaged  in  local  legislation  within 
the  pale  of  a  UniTerBitj  in  which  thej 
were  included.  There,  as  here,  they  would 
be  in  a  minoritj — probably  in  a  much 
smaller,  certainly  in  a  much  less  bitter, 
minority — in  proportion  as  Oxford  softened 
and  disarmed  by  admission  those  whom 
now  she  professes  to  fear. 

And  now.  Sir,  I  may  ask — if  there  is 
any  force  in  the  arguments  which  I  have 
urged,  if  there  is  any  truth  in  the  assertion 
that  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the  country  to 
attract  the  greatest  possible  Tariety  of 
Englishmen  to  the  University — can  we  ex« 
pect  to  attain  this  desirable  consummatioa 
so  long  as  whole  classes  are  subjected  to 
humiliating  restrictions  and  distinctions? 
It  is  all  Tory  well  to  say  that  you  are  willing 
to  educate  them,  willing  to  admit  them  on 
sufferance,  willing  to  allow  them  to  tres- 
pass within  the  sacred  precincts  of  a 
clerical  University.  You  know  very  weH 
that  they  will  not  come  in  the  character  of 
interlopers  to  '*  sit  below  the  salt.*'  Call 
it  sentimental,  call  it  by  whatever  name 
you  please,  the  fact  remains.  To  be 
excluded  from  academical  degrees  is  a 
penalty,  a  penalty  on  nonconformity  staring 
the  Nonconformist  in  the  face  from  tfa« 
first  instant  when  he  enters  the  UniTorsity. 
Nor  are  Dissenters  alone  liable  to  fall 
under  the  weight  of  this  penalty.  Every- 
one who  in  the  pursuit  of  truth  stumbles 
on  an  unexpected  difficulty,  or  whose  theo- 
logical studies,  studies  theoretically  en- 
couraged at  Oxford,  have  awakened  instead 
of  blunting  his  conscience,  may  at  any 
moment  see  the  blank  wall  of  theological 
uniformity  barring  his  progress  to  academi- 
cal distinction.  Probably  half  the  men 
who  are  excluded  by  theological  testa  are 
the  very  men  who  would  most  value  and 
most  be  benefited  by  an  academical  degree. 
There  are  men  to  whom  to  be  a  gradu- 
ate of  Oxford  means  only  to  write  M.A. 
after  their  names,  and  to  be  canvassed  at  a 
University  election.  There  are  numbers 
of  others  to  whom  to  be  a  Master  of  Arts 
at  Oxford  conveys  more  substantial  and 
nobler  advantages.  What  they  value  is 
the  acquisition  of  a  position  in  the  Uni- 
versity itself.  But  to  remain  permanentlj 
at  Oxford,  and  to  take  part  in  that  Oxford 
life  which  begins,  strictly  speaking,  after 
the  career  of  the  undergraduate  is  past,  it 
is  necessary  either  to  proceed  to  the  higher 
academical  degree,  or  to  incur  that  odium 
of  nonconformity  or  eccentricity  so  often 
fatal  to  later  prospects  no  less  than  to 
present  comfort.     I  know  a  case  in  point 


pretends  at  home  to  shrink  from  all  con- 
tact with  other  denominations.  Dissenters 
and  Catholics,  if  admitted  to  Oxford,  would, 
it  is  feared,  leaven  the  mass  of  orthodox 
Churchmen  instead  of  being  leavened  by 
them.  I  am  sure  hon.  Members  will  for- 
give me  if  I  have  no  great  confidence  in 
the  candour  of  that  argument.  A  want 
of  courage  is  the  last  charge  that  I  feel 
I  could  bring  against  the  great  Oxford 
party  who  resist  the  abolition  of  tests  and 
subscriptions.  I  think  it  is  rather  aversion 
than  fear  on  which  the  policy  of  exclusion 
rests.  And,  indeed,  it  appears  to  me  merely 
idle  to  suppose  that  if  this  Bill  were  to  pass 
there  would  be  such  a  rush  of  heretics  into 
Oxford  as  to  swamp  its  Anglican  element. 
Under  what  circumstances,  and  how  could 
that  element  be  swamped  ?  Intellectually 
or  numerically?  The  first  alternative  I, 
as  a  Churchman,  cannot  for  a  moment 
admit,  nor  can  I  see  how  any  Churchman 
can  admit  it.  The  second  alternative  runs 
exactly  parallel  with  the  admission  of  Jews 
and  Dissenters  to  this  House.  Have  the 
Jews  and  Dissenters  in  this  House  swamped 
every  other  element  ?  Are  they  likely  to 
swamp  it  ?  And  on  what  conceivable  prin- 
ciple would  they  swamp  the  University  ? 
Both  in  Oxford,  and  in  this  House,  they 
will  obtain  that  influence,  and  that  influence 
only,  which,  as  citizens  of  this  country, 
they  would  in  free  competition  for  power 
and  position  naturally  secure,  were  they 
not  unequally  weighted  by  the  arbitrary 
legislation  which  the  Bill  before  us  is  in- 
tended to  remove.  Sir,  the  argument  of 
swamping  the  Universities  does  not  deserve 
one  moment's  consideration.  It  is  not  only 
improbable,  but,  I  venture  to  say,  impos- 
sible, at  all  events  only  possible  if  the  in- 
tellectual supremacy  of  the  Church  and  her 
own  predominance  at  Oxford  wero  lost  by 
her  own  default.  I  know  it  is  said,  *<  Let 
Dissenters  come  to  the  Universities,  but 
do  not  admit  them  to  the  governing  body 
of  the  University." 

Sir,  a  very  great  fuss  is  made  about  ad- 
mitting Dissenters  to  the  government  of 
the  University.  I  say  we  haye  admitted 
them.  We  have  admitted  Jews,  Catholics, 
Dissenters,  to  Parliament.  Here  they  are, 
sitting  and  legislating  for  the  University 
at  this  moment — legislating  with  infinitely 
greater  effect,  than  if  they  themselves  in 
cap  and  gown  were  sitting  in  Convocation, 
making  speeches  in  Latin.  Is  it  not  per- 
fectly clear  that  they  are  infinitely  more 
powerful  here,  legislating  for  a  University 
from  which  they  are  excluded,  and  if  they 
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itself,  hon.  Members  ought  to  know  its 
exact  nature.  I  assume  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers, especially  those  who  have  been  at 
the  University,  are  minutely  acquainted 
with  each  of  the  600,  some  say  900  pro- 
positions, contained  in  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles.  But  perhaps  the  36th  Canon 
may  not  be  so  familiar  to  them.  I  spoke 
to  a  distinguished  Oxford  graduate  the 
other  day,  who  actually  did  not  know  that 
he  had  signed  it.  Let  me  read  this  Canon. 
It  contain^  three  articles.  The  first  con- 
tains the  usual  oath  of  supremacy.  The 
second  and  third  are  as  follows  : — 

«'  Art.  II.  That  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer 
and  of  ordering  of  Bishops,  Priests,  and  Deaoons, 
containeth  in  it  nothing  oontrary  to  the  Word  of 
God,  and  that  it  may  lawfully  so  be  used  ;  and 
that  he  himself  will  use  the  Form  in  the  said 
Book  presoribed,  in  pnblio  Prayer  and  admini- 
stration of  the  Sacraments,  and  none  other. 

«  Art.  III.  That  he  alloweth  the  Book  of  Ar- 
ticles of  Religion  agreed  upon  by  the  Archbishops 
and  Bishops  of  both  proTinoes,  and  the  whole 
Clergy  in  the  ConTocation  holden  at  London  in 
the  year  of  our  Lord  God  one  thousand  five  hun- 
dred sixty  and  two :  and  that  he  acknowledgeth 
all  and  every  the  Articles  therein  contained,  being 
in  number  nine  and  thirty,  besides  the  ratification, 
to  be  agreeable  to  the  Word  of  God." 

And  what  is  this  ratification  ?  Are  hon. 
Members  acquainted  with  this  ratification  ? 
I  may  say  that  it  is  not  only  a  surprising 
document — ^it  is  an  astounding  document. 
I  will  only  read  a  few  lines.  This  ratifi- 
cation, which  OTcry  graduate  has  signed 
as  agreeable  to  the  Word  of  God,  runs 
thus — 

**  RiTnnoATioK. — ^This  Book  of  Artioles,  before 
rehearsed,  is  again  approved  and  allowed  to  be 
holden  and  executed  within  the  Realm  by  the 
assent  and  consent  of  our  Sovereign  Lady  Eliza- 
beth, by  the  Grace  of  God,  of  England,  France, 
and  Ireland,  (^ueen.  Defender  of  the  Faith," 
Ao.  Ao. 

So,  then,  it  is  agreeable  to  the  Word  of 
God  that  our  Sovereign  Lady  Elisabeth 
was  Queen  of  France.  So  mueh  for  the 
36th  Canon.  Well,  Sir,  the  Bill  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  introduce  will  abolish 
subscription  to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles, 
and  to  this  wonderful  36th  Canon,  as  a 
qualification  for  all  but  clerical  degrees, 
and  grant  the  privileges  involved  in  such 
degrees  without  theological  tests.  And 
these  privileges  are,  besides  the  vote  in 
Convocation,  the  right  to  open  private 
halls  under  certain  regulations,  and  the 
possibility  of  holding  fellowships  in  col« 
leges  where  the  statutes  requhre  the  fellows 
to  proceed  to  higher  degrees.  The  re- 
quirement  that   those    who    have    been 


at  this  moment.  A  Scotch  Presbyterian, 
highly  distinguished  in  Oxford  examina- 
tions, who  as  a  Bachelor  of  Arts  has  been 
most  useful  to  his  college,  must,  by  the 
rules  of  that  college,  proceed  to  the  higher 
degree  of  Master  of  Arts.  He  holds  a 
fellowship  now,  but  this  fellowship  must 
be  vacated,  and  his  position  in  the  Uni- 
versity be  abandoned,  if  he  does  not  sign  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles  and  the  36th  Canon, 
now,  after  being  a  fellow  of  his  college  for 
several  years.  1  ask  the  House,  is  this  a 
grievance,  or  is  it  not  ?  And  is  it  a  griev- 
ance to  that  individual  only,  and  not  rather 
to  that  important  section  of  the  country 
to  which  he  belongs  ?  Sir,  I  cannot  un- 
derstand how  the  grievance  can  be  denied. 
I  cannot  understand  how  it  can  be  said 
that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  before  the  House 
consists  simply  in  the  removal  of  a  senti- 
mental difficulty.  But  if,  Sir,  I  were  even 
to  admit  that  the  difficulty  is  purely  senti- 
mental, let  me  ask,  what  is  it  that  is 
chiefly  encouraged  at  Oxford  ?  Is  it  not 
the  sentiment  of  honour,  and  the  feeling  of 
a  gentleman  ?  Only  the  other  day,  in  an 
admirable  pamphlet  upon  this  subject,  I  saw 
it  stated  that  an  Anglican  paper,  in  con- 
cluding the  notice  of  a  book  written  bv  a 
Dissenter,  said,  **  It  was  a  great  pity  that 
no  Dissenter  could  write  like  a  gentle- 
man." I  call  it  a  national  outrage  upon 
Dissenters,  first  to  exclude  them  from  the 
Universities,  and  then  to  flout  them  for 
not  having  that  style  and  manner  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  boast  are  only  to 
be  acquired  there.  If  the  Bill  before  us 
did  no  more  than  remove  such  a  griev- 
ance, it  would  amply  repay  the  attention 
of  the  House.  But  it  does  more  ;  and 
here,  as  some  misapprehension  exists  as  to 
the  precise  effect  and  scope  of  the  Bill,  I 
will  ask  leave  to  state  distinctly  what  it 
proposes  to  do.  It  will  allow  eveiy  degree 
which  is  given  at  Oxford  except  theological 
decrees,  to  be  taken  without  subscription 
to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  and  the  36th 
Canon.  And  these  degrees  will  not  be 
nere  complimentary  distinctions.  That 
hop.  Members  opposite  would  have  no 
ohjeetion  to  grant.  They  will  carry 
^ith  them  Totes  in  Convocation,  which 
is  called  the  governing  body  of  the  Uni- 
versity. A  further  effect  will  be,  that 
certain  other  privileges  and  emoluments 
for  the  tenure  of  which  a  degree  of  M.A., 
involving,  as  it  does,  subscription,  has 
hitherto  constituted  a  qualification,  will  be 
entirely  thrown  open.  Such  is  briefly  the 
eifeet  of  the  Bill    As  for  the  subscription 
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elected  fellows,  must  proceed  after  a 
limited  time  to  take  higher  degrees,  exisU 
ID  most  of  the  colleges,  and  involfing,  as 
we  have  seen,  snbscription  to  the  Articles 
and  the  36th  Canon,  contriTes,  by  a  side 
wind,  to  introduce  a  theological  element 
where  the  object  avowed  is  clearly  to  give 
the  necessary  academical  status.  In  some 
colleges  fellowships  are  confined  to  mem- 


bers of  the  Church  of  England  by  express 
stipulations.  But  in  the  majority  the  lay 
fellows  are  only  incidentally  confined  to 
the  Church  by  the  statute  which  requires 
them  to  proceed  to  the  higher  degrees. 
The  number  of  fellowships  invohed  is 
large.  Let  me  read  to  the  House  the  po- 
sition of  the  fellowships  in  the  different 
colleges — 


OoUegtt. 

Cm 

University. 

12 

BaUiol 

11 

Merton    ... 

18 

Exeter 

15 

Oriel    

Queen's  ... 
New  Coll. 

18 
10 
80 

Lincoln    ... 

12 

All  Seal's... 
Magdalen.. 

30 
30 

B.  N.  0. ... 

C.  0.  C.  ... 
Ch.  Cb.   ... 
Trinity    ... 

15 
20 
28 
12 

Jesas   

Wadbam  ... 
Pembroke  . 

18 
14 
10 

Clerical  Fellows. 


Worcester 
St.  John's 

Total 


15 
18 


840 


0  must  take  orders  within 
Ave  years. 

All  to  take  mders  unles  ex- 
cused for  certain  lerrioes 
as  tutors. 

5  ...  .•• 

All  seem  to  be  required  to 
take  orders,  but  the  Col- 
lege has  power  to  grant 
exemptions. 

Ditto  within  ten  years,  with 
power  to  mnt  exemptions. 

All  seem  to  be  open 

20 

Must  take  orders  hi  ten  years. 

11  H  H 

.1*  >f  i» 


Seems  to  be  no  limitation 

*  M  »» 


Restrictions  on  Fellowships  in  &voar 
of  Church  of  England. 


10 
12 


Forbidden  to  maintain  doctrines  contruy  to 
Church  of  England,  on  pain  of  forfeiton. 

Liable  to  be  deprived  &r  coDtumsoiou 
Nonconformity. 

No  rettriotion,  but  Act  of  Unifonnity  U 
used. 

Must  all  proceed  to  higher  degrees. 


Ditto. 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 


Ditto  (and  must  be  members  of  theGunb 

of  England). 
Ditto. 
All  liable  to  be  deprived  for  oontumsoiooi 

Nonconformity. 
Ditto. 

Must  proceed  to  higher  degrees. 
Ditto. 
All  liable  to  be  deprived  for  contumaoiooi 

Nonconformity. 
Ditto. 
Ditto. 
Forbidden  to  nuUntain  doctrines  ccntraiy  to 

Church  of  England,  on  pain  of  forfeiture. 
Must  proceed  to  higher  degrees. 

Ditto. 


It  will  be  seen  that  in  one  ooUegOt  Mor- 
ton, Nonconformists  are  excluded  from 
fellowships  by  the  Act  of  Uniformity  alone. 
In  others  they  are  excluded  by  a  distinct 
college  statute  requiring  all  fellows  to  be 
members  of  the  Church  of  England.  But 
in  the  majority  they  are  only  shut  out  by 
the  side  wind  of  a  compulsory  higher 
degree,  clogged  with  subscriptions  and 
tests.  Practically,  as  matters  stand  now, 
if  the  present  Bill  were  to  become  law,  and 
present  regulations  should  remain  in  force, 
some  eighty  fellowships  out  of  340  would 
be  thrown  open  to  the  competition  of  Dis- 
senters (not  *'  handed  over  to  Dissenters, 
as  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stam- 
ford would  say),  but  at  least  be  open  to 
this  competition,  which  is  a  yery  di^erent 
Mr.  Oosohm 


- 


ftffair.  I  admit  that  I  fear  this  foil  reiolt 
might  not  be  obtained.  No  doubt,  if  tbe 
higher  academical  degrees  are  conferred 
without  theological  tests,  most  of  the  col- 
leges may,  if  they  choose,  fall  back  upon 
the  Act  of  Uniformity,  which  is  now 
almost  dormant,  and  require  the  deolsrt- 
tion  of  conformity  from  their  fellows,  wbion 
Ihey  do  not  now  require.  But  even  tb« 
would  be  great  progress  as  compared  with 
the  present  system,  inasmuch  as  the  de- 
claration of  conformity  is  infinitely  Jew 
stringent  than  the  signing  of  the  Thirty- 
nine  Articles  and  36th  Canon,  since  mete 
eonformity  would  retain  numbers  of  men 
whom  the  Thirty-nine  Articles  keep  out. 

Sir,  there  is  a  proviso  in  the  Bill  which, 
in  one  ease^  seems  to  limit  the  privilege  of 
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a  Master  of  Arts.  I  mean  the  elanse  by 
which,  in  the  case  of  certain  offices* 
hitherto  exclusively  tenable  by  members  of 
the  Church  of  Bngland,  the  retention  of  a 
test  is  admitted.  These  offices  are  the 
masterships  of  certain  grammar  schools 
and  other  similar  positions;  and  as  the 
present  Bill  merely  aims  at  dealing  with 
the  XJniTerstties,  and  does  not  aim  at  deal- 
ing with  schools  by  a  side  wind,  this  pro- 
Tiso  has  been  introduced  leaving  the  abo- 
lition of  tests  and  subscriptions  without 
effect  upon  those  offices.  That  is  a  battle 
to  be  fought  fairly  on  its  own  merits.  I 
will  candidly  admit  that  many  of  us  would 
sooner  have  seen  this  proviso  omitted— 
the  more  so  as  it  is  a  fact,  and  a  most 
important  fact,  that  in  many  of  the  schools 
in  qoestion  the  qualification  of  an  M.A. 
degree  was  imposed  long  before  the  M.A. 
degree  was  clogged  with  tests.  The  char- 
ter of  Westminster  School  required  the 
head  Master  to  be  a  Master  of  Arts  ten 
years  before  the  Earl  of  Leicester  had 
introduced  subscription  to  the  University, 
a  distinct  proof  that  what  was  originally 
sought  was  academical  distinction  and  not 
academical  orthodoxy.  But  at  present  we 
will  waive  that  point.  One  change  is  cer- 
tainly proposed,  but  proposed  exclusively  in 
the  case  of  such  offices — namely,  the  sub- 
stitution of  what  has  been  considered  the 
lighter  test  of  a  bond  fide  membership  of  the 
Chnrchp  in  place  of  the  intellectual  torture 
and  declaration  of  assent  to  an  infinite 
number  of  intellectual  propositions.  There 
are  many,  however,  in  whose  judgment  I 
have  great  confidence,  who  believe  the 
new  test  will  exclude  Hfersons  whom  the  old 
test  did  not  exclude.  This,  Sir,  I  should 
infinitely  regret.  But  I  may  remind  them 
that  the  only  offices  affected  are  offices 
pointedly  de&ied  in  the  Bill  as  exclusively 
tenable  by  members  of  the  Church,  and 
for  such  offices  surely  a  declaration  of 
belonging  lonA  fide  to  that  Church  is  the 
lightest  possible  test.  Still,  in  a  Bill 
whose  very  object  it  is  to  be  inclusive  as 
far  as  possible,  I  should  be  very  sorrv  to 
introduce  any  clause  which  would  exclude 
any  individual  from  rights  or  privileges  to 
which,  under  the  present  system,  he  is 
admitted.  And  thus,  if  the  test  selected, 
and  taken  from  the  Cambridge  Act,  should 
not  be  generally  acceptable,  it  is  a  question 
to  be  discussed  in  Committee  what  form 
should  be  introduced.  I  would  again 
remind  the  House  that  all  these  observa- 
tions apply  only  to  offices,  not  fellowships, 
and  to  omces  hitherto  tenable  only  by 
members  of  the  Church  of  England.   The 


degree  and  the  vote  in  convocation  will  be 
entirely  free. 

I  have  endeavoured,  to  the  best  of  my 
ability,  to  be  candid  at  least  with  both 
sides  of  the  House.  I  have  endeavoured 
neither  to  underrate  nor  overrate  the  effect 
of  the  Bill.  It  is  far  better,  I  think,  that 
we  should  clearly  understand  each  other, 
and  raise  the  full  issues  broadly.  And  the 
issues  are  these.  Are  we,  or  are  we  not, 
to  maintain  a  system  by  which  the  highest 
rewards  of  academical  distinction,  the  prises, 
the  franchise,  the  emoluments  of  a  national 
University,  are  confined,  not  only  to  those 
who  are  members  of  a  Church  which  in- 
cludes scarcely  half  the  population,  but  to 
those  alone,  even  in  that  Church,  who  are 
ready  to  accept  purely  and  simply,  willingly 
and  ew  anmo,  without  question  and  without 
doubt,  for  the  present  and  for  the  future, 
the  most  complicated  expression  of  its  most 
difficult  tenets  and  the  most  absolute  ad- 
hesion to  its  forms?  Are  we,  or  are  we 
not,  to  maintain  a  system  which  aims  at 
enforcing  theological  unanimity  by  tempt- 
ing the  consciences,  appealing  to  the 
ambition,  and  even  appealing  to  the  pecu- 
niary interests,  of  those  for  whose  intellec- 
tual purity  and  devotion  to  truth  the 
University,  of  all  places,  must  be  held 
responsible?  The  University  did  not 
invent  these  tests.  They  were  thrust 
upon  her  by  the  State.  The  State  de- 
liberately invented  them  as  a  machinery 
to  be  avowedly  applied  by  the  dominant 
party  for  the  purpose  of  punishing  religious 
dissent  with  political  inequality.  Tests 
and  subscriptions  have  become  the  Protes- 
tant substitute  for  the  infallibility  of  the 
Pope.  And  of  the  two,  let  me  tell  the 
House  boldly  that  the  Protestant  substi- 
tute is  the  more  inquisitorial  and  the  more 
despotic.  For  the  Church  of  Rome  only 
says,  *'  You  are  bound  to  believe  what  I 
tell  you,"  while  in  England  the  State 
Church  not  only  imposes  the  same  obliga- 
tion, but  requires  a  declaration  of  un- 
feigned acceptance  of  that  obligation  under 
direct  temporal  penalties.  I  must  repeat^ 
under  direct  temporal  penalties.  For  is  il 
not  a  direct  temporal  penalty  to  be  branded 
as  an  academical  pariah  f  Is  it  not  a 
direct  temporal  penalty  to  be  shut  out  from 
the  University  except  on  humiliating  terms? 
Is  it  not  a  direct  temporal  penalty  to  have 
to  weigh  a  fellowship  for  life,  perhaps 
against  one  article  on  which  the  Privy 
Council  and  Convocation  may  be  hopelessly 
at  issue,  or  to  balance  a  vote  in  the  Uni- 
versity with  an  expression  in  the  Burial 
Service,  against  which  a  large  portion  of 
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the  clergy  are  at  this  moment  protesting  ? 
It  is  not,  Sir,  by  temporal  penalties,  sueh 
as  these,  that  the  supremacy  of  the  Church 
is  to  he  maintained.  Nor  do  I  beh'ete  that 
their  remoTal  would  (if  I  may  borrow  elo- 
quent words  which  we  have  heard  through 
one  of  the  most  fortunate  *' accidents  of 
history  ")  lead  to  the  "oormption  of  na- 
tions and  fall  of  empires."  For  my  part, 
I  do  not  apprehend  a  destruction  of  the 
supremacy  of  the  Church  if  it  will  but 
rest  its  defence  on  the  truth  of  its  Creed 
and  its  Articles,  not  on  an  assent  to  them 
extorted  by  force.  Between  a  State 
Church  and  the  general  interests  of  the 
country,  I,  for  one,  see  no  necessary  anta- 
gonism. A  State  Church  may  exist  with- 
out trenching  on  the  liberties,  without 
oppressing  the  consciences,  without  ofifend- 
ing  the  prejudices,  without  narrowing  the 
adfantages,  of  those  portions  of  the  com- 
munity which  the  Church  does  not  embrace. 
But,  if  without  a  numerical  majority — in 
our  case  barely  reaching  or  passing  one- 
half  of  the  population — without  being  able 
to  pretend  oTon  to  a  hope  of  winning  over 
the  remainder  within  any  period  which  a 
statesman  has  a  right  to  take  into  account 
— if  in  such  circumstance  a  church  claims 
to  veto  legislation,  which,  but  for  a  fancied 
infraction  of  its  own  rights,  it  would 
freely  confess  to  be  the  interest  of  all — 
such  a  church  stakes  its  supremacy  and 
its  future  on  a  principle  which  this  country 
would  never  accept. 

Sir,  the  truest  connection,  the  surest 
connection,  between  the  UniTersity  and  the 
Church  can  never  be  severed  by  an  Act 
of  this  House.  It  must  rest  on  the  in- 
trinsic power  of  the  Church — on  the  hold 
of  the  Church  over  the  respect  and  the 
affection  of  the  nation.  And  if  the  Uni- 
versities, to  which  we  look  for  the  progress 
of  education  and  the  development  of  truth, 
remain  bound  to  the  Church,  less  by  the 
legal  tie  of  tests  and  subscriptions  than  by 
the  bond  of  a  common  love  of  truth,  and 
a  common  sympathy  with  the  wants  and 
character  of  the  nation,  we  may  hope  to 
realise  at  Oxford,  not  doctrinal  unanimity, 
not  the  unity  of  the  letter  in  the  bond  of 
subjection,  but  rather  the  beautiful  aspira- 
tion of  that  prayer  in  our  liturgy,  so 
inclusively  liberal,  so  splendidly  Catholic, 
which  prays  for  the  unity,  not  of  the  letter, 
but  the  spirit — the  bond,  not  of  subjection, 
hut  of  peace.  The  hon.  Member  then 
moved  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 

Mr.  grant  duff,  in  seconding  the 
Mr.  Oouhm 


I  Motion,  said,  it  seems  to  me  that  thia  Bill 
deserves  support — ^first,  on  account  of  the 
benefits  which   it    will   confer   upon  the 
Church;  secondly,  on  account  of  the  benefits 
which  it  will  confer  upon  Dissenters;  and 
thirdly,  on  account  of  the  benefits  whieh  it 
will  confer  upon  the  University.  I  think  it 
will  benefit  the  Church,  became  noihbg 
that  can  in  any  way  contribate  to  making 
her  understand  that  her  true  strength  lies, 
not  in  her  dogma,  but  in  her  action  upon  the 
nation,  not  in  the  infallibility  of  her  creed, 
but  in  the  purity  of  her  life,  can  fail  to 
benefit  her.     If  we  succeed  in   carrying 
our  Bill,  and  if  the  Church  finds  oat  that 
all  the  prophecies  of   evil  that  are   now 
made   by  her  alarmist  friends    with  re- 
gard   to    the    relaxation    of    University 
subscription  turn  out  to  be  vain,  and  that, 
ten  years  hence,  her  influence  at  Oxford 
is  greater  than  ever,  some  few  at  least  of 
those  who  honestly  fear  to  relax  clerical 
subscriptions  may  see  that  they  may  do 
so,  not  only  without  danger,  hut  with  eveiy 
prospect  of  obtaining  for   the  Oharch  a 
greater  hold  over  England  than  she  has 
had  at  any  time  since  the  revival  of  learn- 
ing.    If  the  Anglican  Church  is  to  re- 
main the   national  Church,  even  in   the 
limited  and  imperfect  sense  in  which  it  is 
now  the  national  Church,  much  more  if 
she  is  ever  to  try  to  become  a  really  na- 
tional Church,  it  must  be  by  pledging  her 
ministers  to  act  together  against  what  all 
Christians  admit  to  be  evil,  not  by  pledg- 
ing them  to  the  many  hundred  separate 
propositions  contained  in  the  Thirty-nine 
Articles,  in  addition  to  the  many  hundred 
propositions,  not  always  perhaps  quite  re- 
concilable with  the  other  set,  to  be  found 
in  the  Prayer  Book.  The  Anglican  Chnrch, 
as  we  now  see  it,  is  built  on  a  political 
compromise  which  is  crumbling  under  its 
weight.     If  it  is  to  be  propped  up,  it  must 
be  by  forcing  under  it  a  more  reasonable 
kind  of  compromise,  a  compromise  which 
takes  greater  account  of  the   individual 
conscience.     Secondly,  I  think  that  this 
Bill  will  be  useful  to  the  Dissenters,  be- 
cause it  will  do  something  towards  giving 
theni  their  just  rights  at  our  Universities, 
and  it  is  always  useful  to  men  to  obtam 
justice.     I  think  it  will  he  useful  to  them, 
because  it  will  open  to  them  opportunities 
of  broader  culture  and  a  more  extended 
knowledge  of  some   sections  of  their  fel- 
low-countrymen than  they  have  ever  yet 
had.     I  cannot  honestly  say  that  I  think 
it  will  be  useful  to  the  especial  interesU 
of  any  one  of  the  sects  into  which  English 
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NoncoDformitj  is  divided.  The  edds  in 
faTOur  of  ibe  Cliarch  are  far  too  great 
at  Oxford  to  gife  any  form  of  disaent  anj 
ehanee  whaterer;  and  if  the  Church  he- 
oomea  wiser  and  wider,  the  odds  in  her 
fafonr  will  become  greater  still.  Looking 
at  the  matter  from  a  Protestant  point  of 
Tiew,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  authorities 
of  Propaganda  knew  their  own  interest 
when  they  quashed  the  proposal  for  a 
Roman  Catholic  College  at  Oxford,  al- 
though that  proposal  was  supported  by  all 
the  ^t  and  most  oultifated  adherents  of 
the  Roman  Catholie  Church  in  England. 
Here  we  hare  another  illustration  of  the 
true  saying  that  the  children  of  this  world 
are  wiser  in  their  generation  than  the  child- 
dren  of  light.  I  do  not  think  my  hon.  Friend 
was  qoite  accurate  in  what  he  said  about 
the  UniTersities  of  Austria.  It  was  not 
the  Roman  Catholio  Church  that  opened 
these  Uniforsities  of  her  own  free  will. 
It  was  the  State  that  made  her  do  so. 
Churches  are  not  apt  to  make  concessions; 
and  neither  the  Church  of  Rome  nor  the 
Cbareh  of  England  have  ever  shown  a 
disposition  to  aurrender  any  pririlege  which 
they  thought  they  could  keep.  I  was 
glad  that  my  hon.  Friend  explained  so 
My  our  reason  for  retaining  the  proviso. 
That  is  an  important  point,  and  cannot  be 
made  too  dear.  An  impression  prevailed, 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sussex  first 
brought  in  his  Bill,  that  the  declaration  of 
h(mdfide  membership  which  he  proposed 
would  operate  in  the  case  of  some  few 
Noneonformista  as  a  more  stringent  test 
than  the  old  one;  but  this  impression  arose 
simply  from  the  fact  that  people  forgot 
that,  before  you  can  proceed  to  the  Master 
of  Arts  degree  at  Oxford,  you  are  now 
obliged  to  subscribe,  not  only  the  Thirty- 
nme  Articles,  but  also  the  three  Articles 
of  the  36th  Canon — the  second  of  which 
eommitsthe  subscriber,  in  the  most  posi- 
tive manner,  at  once  to  the  Anglican  Book 
of  Common  Prayer,  and  to  the  Episcopal 
form  of  Church  government.  We  have 
therefore  felt  that,  in  retaining  the  precise 
words  used  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
her  for  East  Sussex,  we  are  conferring  a 
very  considerable  benefit  upon  the  liberal 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
doing  a  very  great  deal  for  all  classes  of 
Nonconformists;  though,  of  course,  not 
BO  much  as  we  would  do  for  them  if  we 
felt  sure  we  could  persuade  the  House  to 
abolish  the  present  test,  without  providing 
»  mitigated  substitute.  Thirdly,  and  lastly, 
I  think  this  Bill  would  be  naeful  to  the 


UniversitT,  becauae  it  will  be  one  step 
towards  lifting  it  to  a  true  conception  of 
its  dignity  and  its  duty.  The  University 
of  Oxford,  which  is  now  little  better  than 
an  appendage  of  the  Anglican  Church, 
waa  great  and  famous  long  before  the 
Anglican  Church  existed ;  and  it  is  safe 
to  prophesy  that  it  will  be  great  and  famous 
long  after  the  Elizabethan  compromise, 
which  is  diffuified  by  that  lofty  title,  has 
either  vanished  or  become  so  much  altered 
that  those  who  now  called  themselves  its 
best  friends  will  hardly  recognise  it.  The 
University  must  learn  that  her  duties  are 
to  the  nation,  and  not  any  |sect  in  the 
nation,  however  powerful  and  respectable. 
She  must  cease  to  pride  herself  on  being 
the  biggest  theological  seminary  in  Eng- 
land, and  learn  to  be,  what  her  splendid 
revenues  and  her  enormous  advantages  of 
every  kind  would  easily  enable  her  to  be 
— the  foremost  labourer  in  every  field  of 
thought,  and  the  first  seat  of  learning  in 
Christendom. 

Motion  made,  and  question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'*— (Ifr.  Qosehm.) 

Lord  ROBERT  CECIL  rose  to  move 
an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  three  months.  The 
hon.  Member  who  had  moved  the  second 
reading  had  dwelt  a  good  deal  upon  the 
inferiority  of  the  position  in  which  Dis- 
senters found  themselves  when  taking  their 
degree  of  M.A.,  and  the  conscience  of  the 
hon.  Member  appeared  to  be  considerably 
aflected  by  having  had  to  give  an  opinion 
as  to  Queen  Elizabeth's  title  to  the  Crown 
of  France.  He  had  no  wish  to  put  any 
burden  on  the  hon.  Member,  and  as  the 
Committee  which  lately  sat  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  of  snbscriptions  had  arrived  at 
results  which  were  generally  approved,  and 
which  the  Government  themselves  had 
embodied  in  a  Bill,  he  should  be  very  glad 
to  see  the  subscriptions  laid  down  for  the 
<)lergy  generally  extended  to  all  candidates 
for  all  degrees  in  the  University  of  Oxford. 
With  regard  to  the  degree  of  M.A.  he 
would  say  the  same.  He  had  not  the 
smallest  objection  to  what  was  called  *'  the 
Cambridge  compromise" — that  was  to  say 
that  the  literary  dignity  of  M.A.  should  be 
given  to  every  Dissenter  who  showed  that 
he  deserved  it.  The  one  prominent  fea- 
ture of  the  Bill  to  which  he  objected  waa 
that  it  would  give  over  the  Government  of 
the  University  to  the  Dissenters.  In  deal- 
ing with  this  measure  last  year  the  great 
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diffioultj  which  the  opponents  of  the  mea- 
sare  had  to  enooun  ter  was  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  precise  object  which  its  supporters 
wished  to  attain.  One  Gentleman  tried  to 
persuade  the  House  that  there  was  not  the 
feast  intention  of  altering  the  relations  be- 
tween the  UniTersity  and  the  Church,  and 
that  all  he  wanted  to  do  was  to  let  in  a 
chance  Presbyterian  or  mathematical  Wes- 
lejan  who  might  happen  to  be  excluded 
under  the  present  system.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  went  a  little  further, 
and  gafe  the  Gentleman  sitting  opposite 
him  rather  a  sefere  lecture  for  the  indis- 
criminate resistance  which  they  offered  to 
University  reform.  On  the  present  occa> 
sion  he  trusted  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  find  it  more  expedient  to 
lecture  Gentlemen  sitting  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House.  There  were  Gentlemen, 
again,  who,  to  use  their  own  phrase, 
"  showed  their  hands"  last  year.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  would  hare  been  content  to 
abolish  tests  altogether,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Elgin  (Mr.  Grant  Buff)  told  them 
that  the  less  the  clergy  bad  to  do  with  the 
Unifersity  the  better  for  that  ffreat  institu- 
tion. [Mr.  Grant  Duff  :  Hear,  hear !] 
With  all  these  conflicting  statements,  the 
House  had  at  that  time  great  difficulty 
in  ascertaining  the  principle  upon  which  they 
were  TOting.  But  all  these  difficulties  were 
remof ed  in  the  present  instance  by  the  ex- 
tremely laudable  candour  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  London  (Mr.  Goschen)  who  shrank 
from  no  logical  consequences  that  the  Bill 
might  seem  to  iuTolfC.  He  told  the  House 
that  he  wished  them  to  follow  the  example 
of  the  Universities  of  Germany,  and  espe- 
cially the  example  of  one  Unifersity  at 
the  head  of  which  was  a  Jew.  [Mr. 
GosoHEN  :  A  Protestant.]  Oh,  a  Protest- 
ant Jew,  was  it  ?  The  hon.  Member  boldly 
avowed  that  his  object  was  to  effect  a  seve- 
rance between  the  University  and  the 
Church,  to  declare  that  the  University  had 
no  special  connection  with  the  Church  ;  and 
he  went  further,  for  he  distinctly  laid  down 
that  his  principles  involved  the  Colleges  in 
the  same  category  with  the  University.  The 
hon.  Member  told  them  that  the  University 
was  a  lay  corporation,  that  the  Colleges 
were  lay  corporations,  and  having  been 
founded  by  Roman  Catholics  that  they 
ought  now  to  belong  to  Dissenters.  If, 
therefore,  the  Colleges  were  not  specifically 
included  within  the  present  Bill,  they  might 
conclude,  he  presumed,  that  the  omission 
was  in  deference  to  the  policy  ot  reform  by 
lord  Rolert  Cecil 


instaltiients,   rather  than  from  any  oVjee- 
tion  to  throw  them  open  to  the  professon 
of  every  religious  creed.     Looking  at  the 
matter  from  this  point  of  view,  he  (Lord 
Robert  Cecil)  had  felt  puzzled  as  totbe 
precise  aspect  in  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man regarded  the  study  of  theology.    He 
had  taken  great  trouble  to  prove  tbst  tlie 
University  was  a  lay  and  not  a  theological 
corporation,  and  he  seemed  to  eondode 
that  the  teaching  of   any  particular  form 
of  belief  was  inconsistent  with  the  priTJ- 
leges  of  a  lay  corporation.     He  denooneed 
the  study  of  theology  as  something  8p^ 
cially  belonging  to  the  clergy,  and  his 
view    appeared   to  be  that   the  teaching 
of  any  form    of    religious    belief  was  a 
professional    peculiarity.       One    of    the 
arguments  which  the  hon.  Member  used  to 
induce  the  House  to  abandon  the  teaching 
of  any  special  form  of  religious  belief  at 
the  University  was  that  we  should  tfaerehy 
attract  the  Dissenters  who  would  then  he- 
come  greater  proficients  in  classical  litera- 
ture.    Now,  if  the   House   of   Commons 
were  really  of  opinion  that  it  was  better  to 
teach  good  classics  than  good  religion,  he 
acknowledged  that  the  opponents  of  this 
Bill  had  no  further  case  whatever.    Bot, 
for  his  own  part,  he  was  unable  to  tshe 
the  same  view  as  the  hon.  Member  of  the 
proposed   change.     He  did    not  look  on 
religious  teaching  as  a  professional  peon- 
liarity.    The  parents  of  this  country,  mo^^ 
over,  had  been  accustomed  to  regard  re- 
ligious teaching  as  an  indispensable  portion 
of  the  education  of  their  children,  and  the/ 
had  never  given  the  slightest  encoarage- 
ment  to  any  form  of  education  from  whicb 
the  element  of  religion  was  excluded.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  said  they  ought  to  make 
the  Universities  national,  and  that  to  con- 
fine their  teaching  to  one  form  of  religious 
belief  was  to  prevent  them  being  national, 
because  the  nation  was  not  all  of  one  reli- 
gious belief.     If  that  argument  were  car- 
ried  out  strictly,   it   would    involve  this 
necessary  consequence,  that  the  governing 
body   of    the  University   should    include 
Churchmen,  Roman  Catholics,    Presbyte- 
rians, Separatists,  Unitarians,    Mormons, 
Quakers — and  he  might  go  on  for  half-an- 
hour  enumerating  all  the  various  forma  of 
religious  belief  into  which  tho  nation  was 
split  up.  He  did  not  think  he  should  excite 
any  controversy  when  he  stated  that  the 
addition  of  persons  representing  a  great 
variety  of  religious  beliefs  to  the  governing 
body  of  the  University  would  practically 
amount  to  the  teaching  of  no  religion  at 
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all.  It  WM  held  bj  a  good  many  gentle- 
men whose  opinion  was  worthy  of  respect 
that  in  the  earlier  branches  of  education 
the  teaching  of  religion  was  so  elementary 
m  its  character  that  a  great  many  sects 
might  be  combined  in  one  class  without 
anything  being  taught  contrary  to  the 
beUef  of  any  of  them.  Without  inquiring 
how  far  that  theory  was  true,  it  was  evident 
that  it  did  not  apply  to  persons  of  maturer 
age,  or  to  more  advanced  stages  of  reli- 
gions teaching.  It  might  be  the  dream  of 
politicians,  but  any  one  who  had  given 
attention  to  the  subject  of  religious  teach- 
ing would  know  that  it  was  a  simple  im- 
possibility to  teach  the  truths  of  religion 
to  any  number  of  pupils  without  entering 
upon  matters  which  were  controverted  be- 
tween the  various  religious  sects.  The 
consequence  was  that  if  all  religious  sects 
were  represented  in  the  governing  body, 
and  if  all  had  an  equal  right  to  teach  its 
religions  doctrine,  that  teaching  must  be  a 
compromise  between  them  all,  and  there 
was  no  compromise  which  could  be  satis- 
factoiy  except  the  abandonment  of  religious 
teaching  altogether.  The  hon.  Member's 
argument  proceeded  throughout  upon  the 
assumption  that  the  question  was  one  in- 
volring  the  privileges  of  the  clergy,  and 
that  an  attempt  would  be  made  to  treat 
the  Universities  as  ecclesiastical  corpora- 
tions. He  had  no  intention  of  putting 
forward  any  such  view.  He  did  not  appear 
SB  the  advocate  of  any  special  rights  or 
privileges  of  the  clergy,  but  as  the  advocate 
of  parents  who  had  hitherto  used  this  Uni- 
versity as  a  place  of  education  for  their 
ehildren.  Nothing  conld  be  clearer  than 
that  religious  teaching  was  a  matter  upon 
which  parents  laid  great  stress.  They 
had  no  such  dread  of  the  clergy  as  haunted 
(he  minds  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Elgin  burghs  ;  but  intrusted  their  children 
to  the  teaching  of  the  clergy  in  almost 
overy  stage.  The  first  schools  to  which 
children  were  sent  were  not  schools  in 
possession  of  large  endowments,  but 
schools  selected  by  clergymen,  and  al- 
nH>8t  invariably  presided  over  by  them. 
Id  the  public  schools  the  clergy  again 
were  the  main  teachers ;  and  in  the 
intervid  elapsing  between  the  departure 
of  jouths  from  them  and  their  entrance 
on  an  University  career,  in  the  great 
o^jority  of  instances,  clergymen  were 
selected  for  the  task  of  directing  their 
studies.  Some  years  ago  an  experiment 
was  made  to  see  if  parents  were  willing 
to  confide  their  duldren  to  aecolar  teach- 


ers. The  London  University  was  set  up 
amid  great  iubilations,  and  there  was  a 
great  belief  that  a  new  educational  era  was 
being  inaugurated.  But  what  had  been 
the  result  f  Had  the  London  University 
obtained  such  a  hold  on  the  affections  of 
the  country  that  any  great  number  of  in- 
stitutions had  been  established  on  its 
model.  On  the  contrary,  parents  prefer- 
red to  send  their  children  to  the  educa- 
tional institutions  of  whatever  denomination 
they  might  belong  to,  showed  no  willing- 
ness to  exchange  the  benefits  of  religious 
training  for  any  educational  advantages 
the  University  might  have  to  offer.  That 
which  parents  would  not  do  was  to  send 
their  children  to  institutions  in  which  there 
was  no  religious  teaching.  And  so,  if  by 
this  measure  they  introduced  into  the  go- 
verning body  the  element  of  dissent  they 
must  extirpate  religions  teaching  from  the 
Universitv,  and  so  deprive  the  clergy  of 
that  teacbinp^  which  thev  had  enjoyed  for 
three  centuries.  Let  it  not  be  said,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  them,  that 
religious  teaching  went  for  a  small  matter 
at  the  University.  There  was  something 
beyond  the  direct  teaching  of  religion. 
The  House  was  aware  that  moral  philo- 
sophy occupied  a  high  place  amid  the 
matters  taught  at  Oxford.  This  particular 
branch  of  study  has  probably  more  share 
than  any  other  in  forming  that  peculiar 
cast  of  mind  recognized  as  belonging  to 
the  University  of  Oxford;  yet  those  studies 
would  have  to  be  revolutionised  if  persons 
were  brought  into  the  governing  body 
whose  religious  belief  forbade  them  to 
suffer  those  studies  to  continue  in  their 
present  form.  These  were  the  grounds 
upon  which  he  opposed  the  BUI,  and 
happily  there  was  no  doubt  in  the  pre- 
sent instance  as  to  its  scope  and  objects. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  willing  to  stake 
the  issue  upon  the  widest  interpretation  of 
the  principles  which  he  advocated  ;  he  did 
not  ask  the  House  to  pass  a  Bill,  hoping 
that  it  would  be  attended  with  no  particu- 
lar consequences,  nor  did  he  suggest  that 
persons  would  be  unwilling  to  avail  them- 
selves of  its  provisions;  the  hon.  Member 
was  quite  willing  to  join  issue  on  the 
question  whether  persons  differing  from 
the  Church  of  England  should  or  should 
not  form  a  considerable  element  in  the 
governing  body  of  the  University.  To 
that  proposal  he  (Lord  Robert  Cecil) 
objected,  because,  by  its  adoption,  they 
would  be  destroying  the  position  which 
the  University  had  so  long  enjoyed  with 
the  governing   ohMses   of  this  opantry; 
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they  would  be  injuring  the  interests  of 
the  Unifersity  in  a  manner  which  they 
could  noTor  repair;  degrading  it  to  a  level 
with  those  German  Universities  where 
intellectual  progress  and  intellectual  emi- 
nence were  combined  to  so  frightful  an 
extent  with  absolute  destitution  of  reli- 
gious belief;  and  because,  in  doing  all 
this,  they  would  be  inflicting  the  severest 
blow,  not  only  on  our  education  and  the 
intellectual  progress  in  this  country,  but, 
what  was  of  much  greater  importance,  on 
the  purity  of  its  religious  belief. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  «  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three 
months." — {Lord  Robert  Cecil) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  pleasure  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord ;  because,  as  it  was  founded  up- 
on a  total  misapprehension  of  the  nature 
of  the  Bill,  when  its  provisions  were  satis- 
factorily explained  he  would,  no  doubt,  feel 
it  his  duty  to  give  the  measure  his  support. 
The  noble  Lord  asserted  that  the  Bill 
handed  over  the  government  of  the  Uni- 
yersity  to  Dissenters,  instead  of  the  Church 
of  England ;  that  it  would  separate  Church 
and  State  ;  and  that  it  would  put  all  re- 
ligions in  the  same  position  at  the  Univer- 
sity. He  was  at  issue  with  the  noble  Lord 
on  all  these  points.  The  Bill  left  the 
religious  teaching  in  the  University  on  the 
same  footing  as  that  on  which  it  existed 
since  the  Restoration ;  it  left  untouched 
all  the  University  statutes  and  qualifica- 
tions as  to  Professors  and  teachers,  and 
all  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity 
as  to  Fellows  and  Tutors.  It  carried 
out  the  principle  of  the  University  Re- 
form Act  of  1854  —  namely,  that  every 
person  was  entitled  to  go  to  the  University 
for  education,  irrespective  of  what  might 
be  his  religious  belief.  But  the  Act  of 
1854  carried  out  that  principle  in  an  im- 
perfect manner,  and  the  object  of  this 
Bill  was  to  carry  it  out  more  fully.  Under 
the  Bill  the  religious  teaching  of  the  Uni- 
yersity  would  continue  to  be  the  teach- 
ing of  the  Church  of  England ;  a  test 
would  be  required  frpm  teachers,  but 
not  from  those  who  went  to  the  Uni* 
yersity  to  be  taught.  It  placed  the 
University  in  this  respect  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  Church  occupied  towards 
the  nation.  A  policeman  was  not  stationed 
at  the  door  of  every  Church  to  say,  "  You 
Lord  Robert  Oeea 


shall  not  enter  here  unless  you  promise  be- 
forehand to  agree  with  every  word  of  the 
Liturgy  and  every  portion  of  the  sermon.'* 
On  the  contrary,  the  clergyman  would  be 
only  too  glad  at  the  presence  of  those  who 
differed    from    the    Church   of  EngUnd, 
hoping  that   they  might   hear  somethiog 
to  change  their  views.     The  Universitj, 
in  point  of  fact,  did  station  the  policeman 
at  the  door  to  exact  a  pledge  from  all  who 
entered.    It  was  true  that  a  modification 
to  some  extent  had  taken  place  ;  the  ab- 
surdity of  exacting  a  pledge  upon  entranee 
regarding  the  truth  of  all  that  the  student 
was  about  to  be  taught  had  been  removed 
in  1854.     But  the  impediment  was  on!/ 
pushed  a  little  further  back.     It  was  now 
presented,  not  upon   entrance,  but  when 
taking  out  the  degree  of  M.  A .     Every  man 
wishing  to  go  to  Oxford  had  notice  that 
the  test  would  hereafter  be  required  of 
him,  and  was  practically  told — "however 
eminently  you  may  become  qualified,  unless 
at  the  close  of  your  academical  career  yon 
find  that  you  can  agree  with  all  that  joq 
will  have  been  taught  you   shall  be  de- 
prived of  your  just  reward."    That  re- 
striction  was  therefore  almost  as  severe 
in  operation  as  the  one   which  was  for- 
merly imposed.      Now,  it   was  said  by 
some  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill,  that 
they  would  have  no  objection  to  allow  Dis- 
senters to  take  the  degree  of  A.M.,  but 
they  could  not  admit  them  into  the  go- 
verning    body.       Well,    but    what    wi« 
the  constitution  of  the  governing  body ! 
There  were  three  bodies  which  regulated 
the  University  of  Oxford — first,  the  Heb- 
domadal Council ;  secondly,  the  Congrega- 
tion ;  and  lastly.  Convocation.      Now,  the 
Hebdomadal  Council  had  the  sole  and  ex- 
clusive power  of  initiating  measures  for  the 
government  of  the  University;  Congrega- 
tion might  suggest  amendments,  but  could 
not  insist  on  their  acceptance  by  the  Heb- 
domadal Council.     As  to  Convocation,  sll 
they  could  do  was  when  a  measure  was  pro- 
posed by  the  Hebdomadal  Council  and  was 
approved  of   by  the  Congregation,  either 
to  accept  it  in  toto  or  reject  \t  in  toiO' 
The  legislative  powers  of  Convocation  were 
therefore  of  the  most  limited   character, 
and  the  entrance  of  a  few  Dissenters  into 
that  body  could  have  no  practical  influence. 
The  Bill  before  the  House  did  not,  however, 
introduce  any  new  principle  as  to  the  go- 
vernment of  the   University.     Dissenters 
might  be,  and  some  actually  were,  mem- 
bers of  Convocation,  the  test  being  one 
expressive  of  their   willingness   to  sub- 
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scribe  to  the  Thirij-nine  Articles,  and 
tbe  36ih  oaDon,  and  not  of  bond  fide 
membenVip  of  the  Church  of  England. 
Being  membera  of  Conyoeation  thej  were 
eligible  to  the  Hebdomadal  Council. 
Moreover,  six  members  of  the  Hebdomadal 
CoQDcil  were  selected  from  the  body  of 
Professors,  from  many  of  whom  no  tests 
were  required.  So  that  under  the  existing 
law  persons,  differing  from  the  tenets 
of  the  Church  of  England,  might  be 
and  were,  not  only  members  of  Con?oca- 
tioo,  bat  members  even  of  that  very  ex- 
elosive  body,  the  Hebdomadal  Council.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford  evi- 
dently forgot  that  this  Bill  was  not  con-* 
cocied  and  framed  within  the  last  fortnight 
or  three  weeks,  or  month ;  but  was  the 
same  measure  that  was  introduced  into  the 
House  last  Session,  mainly  at  the  instance 
of  Heads  of  Houses,  fellows  and  students 
of  the  University  of  Oxford,  who  had  peti- 
tioned in  favour  of  the  principle  which  it 
Boogbt  to  enact.  If  the  noble  Lord  were 
so  afraid  of  the  further  admission  of  Non- 
conformists into  the  governing  body,  he 
had  simply,  in  Committee  on  the  Bill,  to 
move  the  insertion  of  words  rendering  the 
test  of  bond  fide  membership  of  the  Church 
of  England  the  condition  of  a  seat  in  the 
Hebdomadal  Council  for  any  Master  of  Arts. 
The  noble  Lord  need  not  then  be  guilty  of 
the  cruelty  of  refusing  to  relieve  Churchmen 
from  subscription  to  those  tests  whilst  he 
would  allow  Dissenters  to  take  the  degree 
of  A.M.,  and  to  become  members  of  Con- 
vocation, whieb,  in  fact,  was  little  more 
than  the  electoral  body  of  the  University. 
The  Bill  was  not  one  to  benefit  Dissenters  as 
regarded  the  University  so  much  as  Church- 
men, nor  was  it  one  to  alter  the  religious 
teaching  of  that  institution.  The  measure 
proposed  no  change  whatever  in  the  go- 
venuneut  of  the  University.  He  hoped 
that  the  noble  Lord,  who  had  evidently 
been  misinformed  on  every  one  of  the 
points  on  which  his  opposition  was  based, 
would  devote  the  few  minutes  that  would 
elspse  between  the  present  moment  and  the 
difision  in  reading  the  Bill.  If  the  noble 
I^rd  would  but  do  that  he  (Mr.  Dodson) 
would  not  despair  of  him  admitting  the 
totally  erroneous  view  he  had  entertiuned 
of  this  Bill,  and,  as  a  consequence,  of  his 
withdrawing  his  Amendment. 

The  CHANCELLOR  on  thb  EXCHB- 
QUBR :  Sir,  if  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
JQst  sat  down  had  been  the  mover  of  the 
Bill,  and  if,  in  moving  it,  he  had  pro- 
liOQiieed  the  speech  which  he  made  last 


year  or  which  he  has  just  delivered,  I 
should  very  gladly  have  followed  him  into 
the  lobby;  and  that  for  reasons  to  which 
I  will  presently  advert.  But  in  a  Bill 
of  this  kind  yery  much  depends  upon  the 
tone,  the  language,  and  the  yiews  of  those 
by  whom  it  is  mtroduoed.  There  is  a 
very  great  difference  of  opinion  in  the 
House,  and  the  practicability  of  carrying 
any  measure  of  this  kind,  and  therefore, 
to  a  great  degree,  the  utility  of  entertaining 
the  question  at  idl,  necessarily  depends  on 
the  language  and  views  of  those  who  pro- 
mote and  support  it.  No  Bill  of  this  kind, 
however  amended,  can  be  carried,  I  appre- 
hend, in  opposition  to  the  declared  views 
of  the  Mover  of  the  Bill.  And  we  have 
heard  the  yiews  of  the  Mover  of  the  Bill, 
as  well  as  those  of  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down.  Each  hon.  Glentleman 
has  delivered  a  speech  of  great  ability. 
But  the  latter  hon.  Gentleman  does  not 
stand  precisely  in  the  same  position  of 
authority  which  he  occupied  last  year.  The 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Goschen),  like  all 
his  speeches,  was  also  one  of  great  ability, 
but  it  was  impossible  to  mistake  its  antmuf 
ond  spirit.  It  went  the  whole  length  of 
declaring,  if  I  understood  it  rightly,  that 
the  Church  of  England  was  entitled  to 
take  within  the  precincts  of  the  Univer- 
sity whatever  advantages  her  own  hold  on 
the  public  opinion  of  the  country  might 
give  her— >and,  in  saying  that,  I  know  well 
the  hold  of  the  Church  on  the  opinion  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  the  manner  in  which, 
in  practice,  he  exhibits  the  sincerity  of 
that  hold;  but  his  argument  went  to  this 
extent,  that  the  Church  must  depend  on 
such  numerical  support  as  she  could  obtain, 
and  on  nothing  else.  My  hon.  Friend  says 
that  the  Church  has  no  title  to  an  organic 
recognition  in  the  constitution  of  the  Uni- 
versity. I  am  sorry  I  do  .not  accompany 
him  in  the  assertion  of  that  principle.  He 
states  that  the  amount  of  theological  in- 
struction given  to  Undergraduates  is  very 
small.  That  amount  appears  to  be  greatly 
understated  by  my  hon.  Friend  ;  and  I 
think  he  was  unfortunate,  so  far  as  my 
recollection  goes,  in  the  limited  modicum 
of  that  valuable  commodity  that,  accord- 
ing to  his  statement,  was  administered  to 
him  during  the  time  he  was  an  Under- 
graduate. But,  Sir,  whether  it  be  great 
or  small,  this  is  not  a  question  of  theo- 
logical instruction  alone.  It  is  true,  as 
my  hon.  Friend  says,  that  the  object  of 
the  University  is  to  give  a  geieral  educa* 
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tion;  but  the  question  U,  can  that  eduoa* 
tion  be  separated  from  the  spirit  of  a 
distinct  and  definite  religion?  It  is  not 
a  question  of  mere  lectures^  or  book,  but 
of  that  general  education  as  it  is  under- 
stood in  an  English  Uniyersity,  and  as  I 
trust  it  will  be  always  understood,  which 
consists  in  the  formation  of  character,  and 
the  regulation  and  the  go?emment  of 
life.  Whether  the  precise  and  specific  theo- 
logical instruction  given  at  the  University 
be  more  limited  or  extended — ^whether  it 
be  desirable  in  the  education  of  an  English 
gentleman  to  carry  it  farther  or  less  far 
— I  am  very  glad  that  theological  instruc- 
tion is  definitely  recognised  as  a  proper 
subject  of  University  teaching.  That,  how* 
ever,  is  by  no  means  the  whole  question. 
The  question  is,  whether  the  religion  of  the 
Church  of  England,  or  of  some  Church, 
and  the  recognition  of  that  religion  in  the 
system  of  the  University,  is  necessary  in 
order  to  enable  the  University  to  perform 
its  teaching  work  and  to  exercise  its  pro- 
per influence  upon  the  character  as  a  part 
of  the  discipline  of  life.  This  is  not  a 
mere  question  as  between  the  clergy  and 
laity — it  is  no  question  of  conflict  between 
the  Church  and  State,  but  of  the  convic- 
tions commonly  entertained  by  religious 
parents  concerning  the  kind  of  educstion 
and  training  to  which  they  desire  to  sub- 
mit their  children.  In  my  opinion  parents 
have  the  strongest  feeling  on  the  subject. 
There  is  no  separation  here  analogous  to 
that  which  divides  this  House.  Nay,  more; 
I  go  further  and  say  there  is  no  separa- 
tion analogous  to  that  which  divides 
religious  denominations,  for  the  pro- 
fessors of  the  several  religious  creeds 
in  this  country  are  alike  anxious  for 
the  instruction  of  their  children  in  the 
specific  tenets  they  profess.  That  is, 
therefore,  really  the  nature  of  this  ques- 
tion; and  I  must  say,  that  as  far  as  any 
authority  of  precedent  can  be  drawn  from 
the  recent  proceedings  of  Parliament  ap- 
plicable to  this  matter,  I  must  say  it  is  not 
favourable  to  the  argument  and  the  speech 
of  my  hen.  Friend.  And  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  think  it  would  be  idle  and  delusive 
for  me  to  vote  for  the  Bill  in  the  teeth  of  the 
argument  of  my  hon.  Friend.  In  1860 
Parliament  passed  with  general  assent  an 
Act  on  the  subject  of  endowed  grammer 
schools— 23  Vict.  c.  11.  That  Act  pro- 
ceeded on  three  principles — first,  on  the 
principle  that  where,  in  the  deeds  of  the 
founder,  there  was  a  specific  condition  that 
all  the  children  should  be  educated  in  the 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


belief  of  the  founder,  or  in  some  psrticoltr 
religious  belief,  the  Act  should  be  inopera- 
tive, and  the  will  of  the  founder  should  be  ob- 
served. In  the  next  place,  where  the  fouoder 
did  not  give  any  specific  instructioQ,  the 
trustees  were  not  only  enabled,  bat  ra- 
quired,  to  admit  without  religious  distbetioni 
all  children  to  the  benefits  of  the  genertl 
instruction  of  the  school,  but  without  edj 
interference  with  their  religious  educatioD, 
Thirdly,  Parliament,  in  thus  fixing  the  re- 
ligious   basis  of   grammar    schools  with 
regard  to  the  question  of  comprehensioo, 
or  non-comprehension,  advisedly  refrained 
from    interfering  with  the  constitution  of 
Hhe  governing  body.     Parliament,  in  1860, 
thought  fit  to  leave  the  governing  bodj  u 
it  was,  and  where  a  school  was  appointed 
to  be  governed  by  members  of  the  Chorcli 
of  England  it  so  remains  by  the  aotboritj 
of  Parliament.     That  authority  of  Psrlii- 
ment  was  given  at  no  more  remote  date 
than  five  years    ago.     Now,    if  it  were 
reasonable  in  the  case  of  grammar  sebools 
that  the  specific  denominational  religioos 
character  of  the  governing  body  should  be 
retained,  is  it  less  reasonable  in  the  ease 
of  the  University  ?     If  you  examine  the 
constituents  of  the  class  for    whom  the 
grammar  schools  were  intended,  yoa  will 
find  that  a  very  large  proportion— perhaps 
the  majority— of  those  who  avail  themaeWee 
of  these  schools  are  Dissenters,  for  tbej 
form  a  much  larger  portion  of  the  middle 
classes  than  those  who  repair  to  the  Uni- 
versity.    When,  then,  you  have  a  system 
of  exclusion,  that  system  must  be  more  or 
less  irrational  and  offensive  in  proportion  as 
those  in  whose  favour  it  is  enacted  com- 
prise or  do  not  comprise  the  bulk  and  mass 
of  the  community  at  large  ;  and,  therefore, 
if  half,  or  nearly  half,  of  those  who  go  to 
the  University  were  Dissenters,  the  main- 
tenance of  our  exclusive  system,  however 
it  might  be  right  and  sound  in  prinoiploi 
would  be  more  offensive  than  it  is.    The 
fact,  however,  cannot  be  disputed  that  an 
immense  proportion  of  those  who  resort  to 
the  University  are  the  children  of  Cburob- 
men .    A  smaller  proportion  in  the  case  of 
grammar  schools  are  the  children  of  Charcb- 
men  ;  yet,  even  in  the  case  of  the  grani- 
mar  schools.  Parliament  five  years  ago  did 
not  think  fit  to  interfere  with  the  conatita- 
tion  of  the  governing,  bodies,  but  left  them 
with  perfect  justice  in  every  case  imprinted 
with  whatever  specific  religious  character 
the  founder  had  given  them.     I  confess  for 
myself  that,  apart  from  all    diatinctioDS 
between  Churchmen  and  Dissenters^  I  fto 
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not  grant  to  DiBsenters  all  that  we  may 
Bafelj  gi?e  them,  still  nnuntaining  intact 
the  principle  that  the  gorernment  of 
the  IJniferBitj  and  of  the  colleges  should 
he  80  lodged  in  the  Church  of  England 
as  to  gire  ample  and  adequate  security 
for  the  religious  instruction  and  disci- 
pline of  the  IJniyersity.  After  that  Bill 
was  carried  hy  a  larse  majority  I  ventured 
to  communicate  with  my  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague.  I  transmitted  to  him  a  copy 
of  the  Bill,  amended  and  altered  in  such 
manner  that  it  would,  as  I  considered, 
have  reserved  the  general  government  of 
the  University  and  Colleges  in  the  hands 
of  the  Church  of  England ;  and  I  may  say, 
parenthetically,  that  this  Bill  does  not  enter 
so  largely  and  directly  into  the  question  of 
government,  hut  it  is  quite  plain  that  it 
involves  the  principle.  That  Bill  would 
have  provided  those  ohjects,  in  the  first 
place,  hy  enabling  persons  not  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  and  without  refer- 
ence to  any  religious  distinctions  whatever, 
but  who  possessed  the  necessary  academi- 
cal distinctions,  to  have  founded,  governed, 
and  conducted  independent  Halls  in  the 
University.  And  those  acquainted  with 
Oxford,  and,  still  more,  with  Cambridge, 
know  that  there  is  no  distinction  of  an 
essential  character  between  the  Halls  and 
Colleges ;  that  they  are  both  independent 
educational  institutions,  and  that  these  in- 
dependent Halls  might  have  grown  into 
Colleges  to  all  intents  and  purposes.  The 
next  effect  of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  was 
that  persons  taking  lay  degrees  would  have 
been  relieved  from  taking  religious  tests. 
That  which  Parliament  enacted  in  1854 
with  respect  to  admission  to  bachelor  de- 
grees would  also  have  referred  to  the  higher 
degrees  in  the  University  not  theological. 
The  third  effect  of  the  Bill  would  have 
been  that  on  admission  to  the  governing 
body  a  test  would  have  been  applied — not 
that  of  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  but  a  ge- 
neral declaration  of  membership  of  the 
Church  of  England.  Another  provision 
would  have  given  to  the  University  itself, 
in  the  case  of  certain  professorships^  the 
power  to  dispense  even  with  that  test,  but 
only  in  individual  cases.  Lastly,  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  gave  the  power  of  voting  for 
Members  of  Parliament.  Among  these 
five  objects  were  thus  included  the  two  de- 
scribed by  my  hon.  Friend  as  the  great 
objects  of  the  Bill,  although  not  admitted  to 
be  such  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mover  of  the 
second  reading.  I  had  ventured  to  com- 
plain of  my  hon.  Friend  and  Colleague  on 


convinced  of  the  soundness  and  wisdom, 
under  the  circumstances  of  this  country, 
of  that  which  is  called  the  denominational 
system.  I  mean  that  we  should  not  en- 
deavour to  tamper  with  the  features  and 
principlea  either  of  the  Established  or  any 
other  religion.  I  would  recognise  the 
same  sacr^ness  against  political  invasion 
in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other.  To  main- 
tain a  definite  religious  teaching  is  the 
principle  on  which  we  have  proceeded  in 
the  whole  of  our  recent  and  most  important 
administrative  and  legislative  Acts  with 
regard  to  primary  and  popular  education. 
And  that  is  a  principle  to  which  I  think 
we  ought  to  adhere  in  our  Universities  ns 
well  as  in  our  grammar  schools.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert  Cecil)  referred  to 
me  as  having  last  year  lectured  the  oppo- 
nents of  this  Bill,  and  expressed  a  hope 
that  I  might  this  year  lecture  its  friends. 
I  feel  some  delicacy  in  referring  to  my  own 
conduct  on  another  occasion,  but  let  us 
look  at  the  facts  as  they  occurred.  My 
hon.  Friend  who  last  spoke  (Mr.  Dodson) 
sajs  the  Bill  has  two  great  objects — first, 
that  the  Dissenter  who  had  passed  through 
a  University  education  shall  have  the  re- 
ward of  his  labours  in  a  degree ;  and 
secondly,  that  by  that  degree  he  should 
be  admitted  to  the  body  termed  the  Con- 
vocation, the  one  vital  function  of  which  in 
the  view  of  my  hon.  Friend  is  to  return 
Members  to  this  House.  If  these  are  in- 
deed the  two  great  objects  of  the  Bill,  in 
mj  opinion  the  ground  of  controversy  is 
very  much  narrowed.  What  took  place  on 
tbe  occasion  on  which  I  am  said  to  have 
lectured  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  was  this : 
"-I  did,  under  very  strong  convictions, 
express  my  great  regret  (for  the  first  time 
for  many  years)  that  my  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague  (Sir  William  Heathcote)  should 
have  moved  the  rejection  of  this  Bill,  because 
on  that  occasion  the  mover  of  the  Bill  had 
adverted  to  the  possibility  of  the  Bill  being 
amended  in  Committee — which  was  lan- 
guage very  different  from  that  used  to-day 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
London.  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  it 
is  desirable  to  alter  the  basis  of  the  law  in 
regard  to  the  University  of  Oxford  on  this 
Bubject.  I  think  that  the  tests  exacted 
from  lay  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land at  Oxford,  and  at  Oxford  alone,  ought 
to  be  altered  and  modified,  apart  from  the 
question  of  clerical  subscription,  and  that 
Ae  same  principle  should  obtain  there 
as  elsewhere.  Secondly,  I  am  strongly  of 
opinion  that  the  regulations  in  question  do 
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the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  hat  I  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of  the  spirit  in  which 
he  receifed  these  Amendments.  He  did 
not  tie  himself  to  every  letter  of  the  pro- 
Tisions  of  the  amended  Bill»  hat  he  gave 
for  himself,  and  those  whom  he  might  he 
able  to  influence,  a  general  acceptance  of 
these  Amendments,  as  a  settlement  of  the 
question  which  it  would  he  wise  to  adopt. 
The  next  step  was  to  ascertain  whether 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  would  allow  it  to 
pass  with  these  Amendments.  Here  the 
result  was  a  total  fisilure.  We  were  given 
to  understand  hj  the  promoters  of  the  Bill 
that  they  could  not  support  these  Amend- 
ments, and  it  would  not  have  heen  fair  to 
my  hon.  Friend  opposite  to  avail  ourselves 
of  his  liberal  and  wise  reply,  and  to  com- 
mit him  to  these  Amendments.  Under 
these  circumstances  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  felt  it  to  be  my  duty,  as  a  member 
of  the  University  of  Oxford,  to  vote  against 
the  third  reading.  I  had  hoped  that  we 
might  have  had  a  more  favourable  prospect 
opened  to  us  today.  The  changes  I  have 
recited  would  have  been  considerable  and 
important  changes.  We  have  heard  to  day 
of  the  grievance — I  never  felt  it  to  he  one 
myself — of  calling  upon  laymen  to  sign  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles.  If  the  repeal  of 
that  grievance  had  alone  been  offered  it 
would  have  been  wise  to  have  accepted  it. 
But  if  these  changes,  which  would  have 
heen  so  considerable,  and  which,  if  liberally 
applied,  would  have  given  everything  ex- 
cept the  central  direction  of  the  governing 
body  in  this  great  seat  of  education,  were 
not  accepted,  it  would  have  been  idle  and 
delusive  on  my  part  to  give  a  support  to 
the  second  reading,  which  I  must  imme- 
diately proceed  to  qualify,  to  retract,  and 
withdraw,  by  thrusting  into  the  Bill  in 
Committee  important  and  essential  modifi- 
cations which  my  hon.  Friend  had  avowed 
his  determination  never  to  accept. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HBATHCOTB  said, 
he  felt  bound  substantially  to  confirm  the 
statement  just  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  but  there  was  one  important 
Amendment  to  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  not  adverted  and  to  which  he  (Sir 
William  Heathcote)  assented  —  namely, 
that  teaching  officers  should  be  protected 
not  by  the  declaration  proposed  in  the  Bill, 
but  by  a  subscription  such  as  might  he 
eventually  settled  for  the  clergy.  He  had 
not  entered  into  a  consideration  of  the 
original  Bill,  nor  into  the  amended  Bill  as 
suggested  by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  because 
he  was  contented  with  the  state  of  things 
Ute  ChanoeOor  of  the  Exchequer 


as  they  existed  ;  hut  he  had  intimsted  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  his  readmess  to  con- 
sider the  Amendments  when  they  Bbould 
be  proposed  to  the  House  widi  one  excep- 
tion with  the  existing  state  of  thmgs,  and 
was  not  satisfied  that  the  grievaoccB  were 
such   as  to   render  legislation  desirtble; 
but  the  question  having  been  stirred  be  vis 
quite  ready  to  consider  any  amendnaenti 
that  might  be  proposed.     One  grieunce 
that  appeared  to  require  redress  was  thtt 
a  Roman  Catholic  or  Dissenter  could  not 
at  Oxford  open  a  separate  Hall  for  the 
education   of   his  co-religionists,  and  be 
thought  that  a  provision   to   that  effect 
might   be   engrafted  on   the   Bill.    The 
Roman  Catholics  naturally  required  tbat 
their  young  men  should  receive  a  strictlj 
religious  education   in   their   own  Halli, 
and  it  would  be  hard  to  deny  the  joEtiee 
of  that  demand.     On  the  other  hand  be 
was  not  willing  to  concede  that  the  mana- 
gers of   these   Halls,    having  taken  tbe 
necessary   degree,    should    be  introdaeed 
into  the  managing  body  of  the  Universitj. 
On  the  present  occasion  the  question  ap- 
peared to  have  shifted  its  position.    There 
was  no  practical  object  to  be  attained  bj 
voting   for  the   Bill   in  its  present  ata^ 
and  at  the  present  period  of  the  Sesaion, 
except  to  tie  the  House  to   certain  prin- 
ciples, without  having  the  opportunity  of 
modifying  them  hereafter.      Unleas  there 
was  a  reasonable  chance  of  passing  aneb 
a  measure,  its  promoters  asked  more  than 
they  ought  to  do  from  those  who  were  not 
prepared  to  go  to  tbe  whole  length  with 
them.     Last  year  he  was  willing  to  receive 
this  Bill   in  the   spirit  of  peace ;  bat  he 
trusted  that  many  hon.  Members  who  were 
doubtful  last  year  would  now  see  that  it 
was  hopeless  to  proceed  with  this  meaaoret 
and  that  the  best  thing  to  be  done  vas 
to  reject  it  at  its  present  stage. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  BXCHfr 
QUER  wished,  in  explanation,  to  confirm 
the  recollection  of  his  hon.  Friend  tbat 
the  question  of  a  full  and  clerical  sab- 
scription  would  have  been  reserved  for  all 
teaching  offices. 

Mr.  W.  B.  FORSTER  said  that  both 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  William  Heathcote), 
admitted  that  grievances  existed  in  the 
University  of  Oxford,  and  were  prepared 
to  remove  them.  If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  thought  the  time  had  come 
when  the  question  might  have  been  settled 
by  a  compromise,  it  was  in  his  power  to 
have  settled  it,  and  signalixed  a  Seaaion 
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UniTenitj  was  Church  property  being  ad- 
Tanced  again.  He  found  no  attempt  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  tests  being  retained 
for  members  of  the  Church  of  England. 
He  understood  that  was  one  of  the  grie?- 
ances  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  prepared  to  remove,  and  the  hon. 
Baronet  opposite  did  not  object  lo  its  re- 
mo?al.  He  rejoiced  at  that  fact.  He  had 
some  opportunitj  of  knowing  how  these 
tests  worked.  Living  in  a  district  where 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  thought,  he  had 
been  pained  to  find  the  extent  to  which 
the  principles  of  truth  were  sapped 
amongst  the  earnest,  sincere,  hard- 
working, clear  thinking  men  of  the 
lower  class,  by  the  way  in  which  they 
found  the  expounders  of  truth  were 
compelled  to  reconcile  to  their  con- 
sciences the  tests  they  were  obliged  to 
take.  He,  therefore,  rejoiced  at  the  ad- 
mission  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  it 
was  no  longer  necessary  to  subject  the  lay 
members  of  the  Church  to  these  tests.  He 
now  came  to  the  principal  objection  taken 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  ifember  for  Stam- 
ford and  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, that  if  they  passed  the  Bill  they  would 
lose  the  religious  teaching  of  the  University 
—  lose  the  denominational  form  of  that 
teaching.  But  was  there  any  member  of 
the  University  of  Oxford  who  did  not  think 
the  description  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  of  the  amount  of 
religious  teaching  given  by  the  University, 
as  an  University,  was  not  more  correct  than 
that  insinuated  rather  than  asserted  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford.  He 
had  tried  to  ascertain  the  amount  of  direct 
religious  teaching  given  by  the  Univer- 
sity, and  found  it  very  small.  At  Ox- 
ford a  candidate  was  questioned  upon  the 
text  of  the  Four  Gospels  and  his  general 
knowledge  of  the  Old  Testament  history. 
On  his  final  examination  for  the  B.A. 
degree  he  was  examined  upon  the  text  of 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles  ;  and  even  this 
might  be  evaded  by  any  one  not  professing 
to  be  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England 
if  he  would  take  one  Greek  and  Latin 
author  by  way  of  compensation.  Was  this 
of  the  slightest  use?  Then  it  was  said 
the  Undergraduates  had  to  attend  the  Uni- 
versity sermons.  The  first  Sunday  he  was 
at  Oxford  he  went  to  hear  the  University 
sermon,  expecting  to  see  a  large  body  of  the 
University  Under  Graduates  present.  He 
found,  however,  that  it  was  the  fashion  for 
the  University  Undergraduates,  and  those 
who  taught  them,  not  to  attend  these  ser« 
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not  otherwise  remarkable  for  the  measures 
passed.  He  knew  he  would  have  been 
supported  by  his  hon.  Colleague  in  the 
representation  of  the  University,  and  by 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  .the  House,  and 
would  have  been  able  to  carry  a  Bill  which 
he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  granted  would  have 
been  a  substantial  advantage.  It  was, 
therefore,  hardly  fair  to  throw  on  the  Dis- 
senters the  burden  of  standing  in  the  way 
of  legislation,  when  it  was  in  the  power  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  to  have 
settled  the  question'at  once.  He  wished  to 
stste  why  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  as  an  in- 
difidnal  could  not  depart  from  the  principle 
Isid  down  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London.  All  the  Members  who  had 
spoken  hitherto  were  members  of  that  great 
institution,  the  University  of  Oxford.  He 
unfortunately  was  not ;  but  he  had  listened 
to  the  debate  with  great  interest,  because 
if  this  measure  had  passed  years  ago  pro- 
bably he  would  have  had  the  advantage 
which  be  never  ceased  to  regret  he  had 
not  had,  of  being  a  member  of  one  of  the 
Universities.  He  knew  it  was  said  they 
ought  to  be  contented  with  what  they  had 
already  got ;  but  if  they  opened  the  Uni- 
versities to  Dissenters  it  must  be  done  with 
open  band.  Great  as  were  the  advantages 
oftheUniveraities,  they  never  would,  and 
never  ought  to  go  to  them  until  they 
were  admitted  on  terms  of  perfect  equality. 
The  principle  for  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  contended  was  that 
the  University  of  Oxford  was  not  a  denomi- 
nstional,  but  a  national  institution,  and 
tbst  no  subject  of  the  realm  ought  to  be 
excluded  from  it.  Now,  he  had  listened 
sttentively  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Stamford,  and  he 
must  be  permitted  to  say  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  never  before  in  his  hearing 
msde  so  slight  an  attempt  to  meet  the 
arguments  he  had  to  reply  to,  as  on  that 
occasion  in  answering  the  speech  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London ;  but 
there  was  one  omission  on  the  part  of 
the  noble  Lord  which  was  to  his  mind  con- 
clusive. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  contended  that  the 
University  was  not  Church  property,  nor 
so  ecclesiastical  association,  but  a  great 
national  institution.  This  argument  the 
ooble  Lord  had  passed  over  altogether, 
though  if  he  had  had  any  reasonable 
grounds  for  disputing  that,  he  doubtless 
would  have  offered  some  reply.  The  country 
would  now  be  able  to  consider  the  question 
without  the  prospect  of  the  claim  that  the 
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mons.  That  was  the  whole  amount  of  the 
religioas  teaohing  given  hy  the  Unirefsity. 
That  which  was  given  hy  the  Colleges  was 
also  wonderfully  small,  and  no  one  could 
say  that  it  was  necessary  to  keq»  up  the 
ezcloBion  of  these  testa  in  order  to  main- 
tain that  amount  of  religious  teaohing. 
The  Chaneellor  of  the  Bzcheqoer  had 
drawn  a  comparison  hetween  the  Univer- 
sities and  grammar  schools  ;  hut  was  any- 
thing like  the  same  amount  of  discipline 
required  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other  ? 
It  would  he  a  sad  thing  for  Bngland  if  a 
Toung  man  on  leaving  school  and  home 
had  to  go  to  the  University  to  learn  reli- 
gion. !^t  this  Bill  did  not  interfere  with 
denominational  teaching  in  the  Colleges. 
The  ohject  of  the  present  Bill  was  to 
make  the  University  a  national  institu- 
tion ;  hut  he  acknowledged  that  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  good  as  it  might  he  in  itself, 
would  still  be  incomplete  without  the  ad- 
dition of  some  such  measure  as  had  al- 
ready been  introduoed  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnoek  (Mr.  B.  P.  Bou- 
verie),  in  order  to  permit  the  Colleges 
to  frame  their  own  statutes.  They  might 
depend  upon  it  that  so  long  as  the  feel- 
ing of  the  Church  of  England  was  so 
strongly  manifested  in  favour  of  what 
he  must  term  denominational  education, 
they  would  have  a  large  portion  of  the 
Colleges  declaring  that  all  their  teachers 
must  belong  to  the  Church  of  England. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
rersity  (Sir  William  Heathcote)  said  he 
would  remove  the  bar  which  at  present 
prevented  Roman  Catholics  or  Dissen- 
ters from  (Creating  halls  or  colleges  of 
their  own.  In  that  case  they  would  have 
a  national  Uniyersity,  with  colleges  purely 
Church  of  England,  purely  Roman  Catho- 
lic and  purely  Dissenting.  There  was,  in- 
deed, another  description  of  colleges  which 
he  should  be  glad  also  to  see  established 
— namely,  colleges  founded  upon  the  prin- 
ciple that,  while  they  so  governed  them- 
selves as  to  exclude  men  of  no  religion  at 
all,  or  whose  moral  character  would  not 
bear  investigation,  from  acting  therein  as 
teachers,  they  would  not  insist  upon  their 
being  all  of  one  denomination,  or  even  all 
holding  one  doctrine.  He  was  convinced 
that  if  ever  colleges  could  be  established  in 
the  Universities  of  that  free  character  tiiey 
would  exercise  an  immeqse  influence  over 
the  education  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
because  they  would  do  much  to  meet  what 
was  termed  the  religious  difficulty  —  that 
difficulty  which  at  the  present  time  operated 
Mr.  IF.  E.  ForsUr 


in  sueh  a  manner  as  to  prevent  altife 
class  ef  persons  from  obtaining  sny  ednet- 
tion  whatever,  religious  or  secular.  Tbe 
denominational  privileges  which  the  Chiircli 
now  enjoyed  were  said  to  be  one  of  its 
principal  bulwarks  ;  hut  the  House  voold 
do  well  to  remember  that  no  bulwark  cosU 
be  of  any  advantage  in  the  long  run  wbiA 
was  founded  on  injustice.  What  rigbt 
had  the  supporters  of  any  particular  de- 
nomination to  exclude  from  participation  in 
the  advantages  of  a  national  institution  like 
the  University  other  denominations  ?  He 
could  not  but  believe  that  there  were  otker 
reasons  which  influenced  the  opponents  of 
this  measure  than  those  which  had  kea 
expressed  in  the  House  to-day.  The  noble 
Lord  who  had  opposed  the  Bill  (Lord 
Robert  Cecil)  had  given  one  reason  for  kis 
opposition.  He  stated  that  if  this  Bill 
were  passed  it  would  be  necessary  to  gire 
up  the  connection  between  the  goveroing 
classes  and  the  Church.  But  did  the  soUe 
Lord  really  wish  that  Roman  Catholics  and 
Dissenters  should  be  deprived  of  the  ad- 
vantages which  were  to  be  derived  iroD 
the  Universities  in  order  to  maintain  the 
connection  between  the  Churdi  of  Bngland 
and  the  governing  classes  ?  The  fact, 
however,  was  that  at  this  moment  the  go- 
verning classes  were  not  solely  composed 
of  Churchmen. 

Lord  ROBBRT  CECIL  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  misunderstood  him.  He 
did  not  say  a  word  about  the  governing 
bodies. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  undentood 
what  he  had  said  to  be  the  fair  interpreta- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord's  views,  and  he  was 
glad  of  the  opportunity  being  afforded  him 
to  retract  the  statement.  He  would  only 
add  that  it  was  an  error  to  imagine,  from 
the  line  of  politics  he  usually  adopted,  and 
because  he  was  the  son  of  a  KonconformiBt, 
that  he  entertained  any  hostilitv  towards 
the  Church  of  England.  If  they  were 
starting  afresh  in  a  new  country  it  was  not 
likely  that  there  would  be  any  particolar 
Church  in  direct  connection  with  the  Go- 
vernment, but  he  was  glad  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  acknowledging  that  the 
Established  Church  had  been  of  the 
greatest  utility  to  this  country,  and  that 
utility  had  been  no  where  more  stronglj 
manifested  than  in  its  connection  with  the 
parochial  system,  which  indeed  was  a  veiy 
essential  part  of  it.  It  had  in  times  past 
been  of  the  greatest  possible  advantage  to 
have  in  each  parish  educated  dergymen. 
The  paroohial  system  was  indeed  the  gveat 
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meril  «f  the  Cburoh  of  Eiigland,  and  it 
formed  iU  itrongeai  hold  upon  the  affeo- 
tioBS  of  the  people.  It  waa  not  until  that 
BjBtem  waa  attacked  Ir  this  Houae  that  the 
Church  need  fear.  He  would,  bowerer, 
aak  Membera  on  the  oppoaite  side  of  the 
Hoote,  and  Membera  on  that  aide  of  the 
Houae  who  regarded  themaelvea  aa  the 
eapecial  defendera  of  tbe  Church  Eatab- 
liahment,  to  oonaider  whether  ihej  were 
reallj  defending  it  when  they  encumbered 
it  with  the  uaeleaa  injuatioe  which  he  oon- 
eei?ed  to  be  in?olved  in  the  effort  to  keep 
theae  noble  inatitutiona  denominational  and 
aectarian,  inatead  of  national,  in  their 
character,  and  impoaing  upon  them  a 
limitation  which  it  ahould  rather  be  their 
pride  to  aee  them  freed  from. 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  congratu- 
lated the  Houae  that,  from  the  candid  and 
admirable  apeech  made  bj  the  Mover  of 
the  Bill,  they  were  in  a  poaition  diatinctlj 
to  tmderatand  what  they  were  aaked  to 
diaonaa.    The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  London  had  diatinctly  laid  down  in  hia 
apeeeh  that  the  complete  emancipation  of 
Oxford  from  all  Anglican  teata  waa  what 
he   aimed  at,  and  the  hon.  Member  did 
not  hesitate  in  atating  hia  deaire  that  men 
of    eyery,  or  of  no  creed,    ahould   take 
part  in  mattera  connected  with  the  Uni- 
Tersity,  if  by  their  intellectual  ability  they 
had  ahown   themaelvea  fitted  to  ezerciae 
Boch  power.    Nothing,  however,  could,  he 
(Mr.  Hardy)  conceived,  be  more  diaaatrous, 
nor  anything  more  contrary  to  the  apirit 
in  which  the  XJniveraity  ahould  be  main- 
tained.    He  could  not  recognise  in  a  XJni- 
veraitj  that  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
put  forward  aa  one  of  ita  ezcellenciea — a 
place  where  free  inquiry  waa  to  have  full 
scope.  He,  on  the  contrary,  recogniied  in  a 
Uaiveraity  a  place  where,  above  all  othera, 
the  teaching  ahould  be  baaed  upon  definite 
principles    and    known   trutha,    removed 
ffom  out  the  pale  of  free  inquiry  ;  a  place 
to  which  parents  might  aend  their  aona 
for  education  at  an  age  when  they  were 
capable  of  forming  opiniona,  asaured  that 
ibe  teaching  and  diaoipline  they  would  re- 
ceive were  at  leaat  baaed  upon  religioua 
Uuth — upon  aomething  definite  and   well 
known,  and  not  upon  a  aomething  which 
was  yet  the  subject  of  inquiry.     The  hon. 
Kember  for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster)  had 
eballenged  an  anawer  to  hia  aaaertion  that 
tbe  Universities  were  national  institutions. 
Ifo  doubt  the  Universities  of  England  were 
iiatienal  institutions  in  the  same    sense 
that  the  Church  of  England  was  a  national 


Church.  AU  who  pleased  might  come  to 
learn  m  the  Church  or  in  the  Universities ; 
but  those  who  teaeb,  whether  in  the  one  or 
the  other,  were  confined  to  definite  truths 
and  disUnct  theological  principles.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Forater)  had,  he  be- 
lieved, moat  unjuatly  attributed  the  oppoai- 
tion  to  the  Bill  to  an  objection  en  the  part 
of  the  opponenta  of  the  meaaure  to  the  ad- 
miaaion  of  the  manufacturing  interests. 
For  hia  (Mr.  Hardy 'a)  own  part,  he  was 
proud  that  he  had  been  connected  with  the 
manufeoturing  interests  of  the  oountry, 
and  neither  at  school  nor  at  college  bad 
he  even  found  aeholars  judged  by  the 
occupation  of  their  fathers.  Tbey  were 
judged  by  their  own  merits,  tbey  formed 
their  own  friendahipa,  without  the  alighteat 
regard  to  whether  they  belonged  to  the 
land  or  to  the  manufacturea.  He  had 
oppoaed  thia  meaaure  when  it  was  brought 
forward  on  a  former  occasion  by  tbe  hon. 
Member  for  Eaat  Sussex  (Mr.  Dodaon) ; 
and  hia  oppoaition  then  aroae  not  from  the 
apeech  of  the  Mover,  but  from  the  objeota 
contemplated  by  the  Bill  itaelf ;  and  he 
was,  therefore,  aa  atrongly  oppoaed  to  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  London  (Mr. 
Ooachen).  It  waa  aaid  that  admiaaion  of 
Diaaenters  into  Convocation  waa  not  really 
admiaaion  into  the  governing  bodiea,  be- 
cauae  the  Hebdoinadal  Council  might 
elect  Profeaaora  who  were  not  aubject  to. 
theae  teats.  This,  however,  he  believed 
to  be  a  mistake,  beeauae  everything  done 
with  regard  to  changea  in  the  Univeraity 
muat  be  done  by  Convocation.  At  the  time 
that  Parliament  reformed  the  municipal 
corporationa,  thoae  bodiea  were  deprived 
of  the  right  of  patronage  in  regard  to 
Church  livinga,  because  it  waa  deemed 
unaafe  to  intruat  the  gift  of  thoae  livinga 
to  men  who  might  be  favourable  to  creeds 
oppoaed  in  point  of  doctrine  to  the  Church 
of  England.  Convocation  at  present  ez- 
erciaed  a  aimilar  power;  and  yet  they 
were  aaked  to  admit  into  that  body  men 
oppoaed,  not  only  to  the  doctrinea  of  the 
Anglican  Church,  but  to  any  dogmatical 
teaching  whatever.  He  waa  aorry  to  aay 
that  there  were  free  inquirers  willing 
even  at  the  preaent  moment  to  take  auch 
a  poaition  upon  themaelvea.  There  were 
peraona  in  the  Church  ef  England  who 
were  willing  to  take  teata  inconaiatent 
with  their  creed.  The  religioua  teaching 
imparted  at  the  Univeraity,  which  had 
been  deacribed  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  juat  aat  down  aa  comprised  chiefly  in 
a  series  of  questions,  in  reality  impreg- 
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nated  the  whole  Bjstem  of  UniTertitjedoca* 
tioii.  Was  it  at  all  unreasonahle  that  thej 
should  reqaire  in  an  UoiTerBity  which  was 
fbanded  bj  religions  persons  for  the  pur- 
poses of  religions  teaching  that  any  one 
taking  the  degree  of  M.A.,  which  confer- 
red no  more  literary  distinction  than  that 
of  B.A.,  and  asking  to  be  admitted  into 
the  goreming  body  of  the  University, 
ahonld  declare  that  he  was  prepared  to 
enter  that  governing  body,  believing  in 
those  principles  with  which  the  teaching 
of  the  University  was  imboed.  He  firmly 
believed  that  the  Church  of  England  was 
the  hereditary  successor  of  those  who 
founded  these  Colleges  ;  hot  whether  that 
were  the  case  or  not,  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land had  undoubtedly  been  in  possession 
ever  since  the  time  of  the  Reformation, 
and  had  from  that  period  inculcated  her 
own  doctrines  to  those  who  bad  gone  there 
for  purposes  of  instruction.  These  Col- 
leges were  founded,  moreover,  for  the 
{rarpose  of  religious  teaching,  and  not  for 
iterary  instruction  alone ;  it  was  not 
alleged  that  this  privilege  had  ever  been 
abused,  yet  it  was  now  attempted  to  do  away 
with  religion,  not  merely  with  a  view  to  the 
admissi<m  of  Dissenters  or  Roman  Catho- 
lics, but  in  order  to  admit  those  who  could 
not  make  up  their  minds  to  the  profession 
of  any  religion  whatever.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  Dissenters,  who  pride 
themselves  upon  their  doctrinal  strictness, 
should  give  their  support  to  a  Bill  which 
professedly  aimed  at  doing  away  with  all 
retigions  teaching  whatever.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  had  stated 
that  this  was  the  chief  object  of  the  Bill. 
[Mr.  GoBOHBN  said,  that  his  statement  was 
that  it  was  one  of  the  principles  of  the 
Bill.]  But  there  were  so  many  principles 
in  the  Bill.  One  of  the  objects  of  the 
Bill,  as  admitted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
East  Sussex,  was  the  admission  of  Dis- 
senters into  the  governing  body.  [Mr. 
DoDSON  :  I  said  it  was  one  of  the  incidents 
of  the  Bill.]  He  would  accept  the  ex- 
planation of  the  hon.  Member  as  perfectly 
satisfactory.  The  admission  of  Dissenters 
and  of  men  of  no  religion  at  all  to  the 
governing  bodies  of  the  University  was  one 
of  the  '<  incidents"  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  said  that  the  religious  teaching 
was  not  taken  away  by  this  Bill ;  but  that 
was  a  matter  upon  which  they  must  all 
form  their  own  opinion.  It  seemed  to 
him  manifest  that  if  persons  of  any  re- 
ligion, or  of  no  religion,  were  to  become 
members  of  the  governing  body  no  system 
Mr.  Gathome  Mardy 


of  religious  teaching  could  be  adopted  at 
the  University.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  stated,  that  oat  of  400 
fellowships  the  immediate  effect  of  thii 
Bill  would  be  to  throw  open  eigbtT,  aud 
these  eighty  Fellows  might  or  might  Dot 
be  of  any  creed.  Some  of  tbem  woold 
probably  be  teachers  of  no  religion,  or 
professing  a  creed  different  from  that  of 
the  Established  Church.  By  sueh  a  coarse 
they  would  be  effectually  and  permsDeDtlj 
gifing  up  the  religious  character  of  the  Uni- 
versity. It  would  be  impossible  to  main- 
tain a  system  of  defined  religious  teaching 
if  the  governing  bodies  and  the  teachers 
were  of  mixed  religions.  The  boo.  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Forster)'  had  spoken 
of  the  injustice  of  the  exclusion  at  present 
practised.  But  exclusion  did  not  ia  any 
way  affect  the  teaching,  it  only  had  refe- 
rence to  the  government  of  the  Uniyersity. 
The  hon.  Member  wished  to  maintain  the 
present  parochial  system  of  religious  teach- 
ing ;  but  in  order  to  do  that  they  most 
maintain  also  the  privileges  which  had 
been  granted  to  the  Established  Choreb. 
There  was  perfect  religious  freedom  io  this 
country ;  but  what  was  aimed  at  was  that  do 
privilege  should  be  granted  to  the  Choreh 
of  England  which  was  not  also  possessed 
by  every  body  of  Ifonconformists.  The 
admission  of  that  principle  involfed  the 
severance  of  the  Church  from  the  State,  and 
leaving  her  without  that  assistapee  whieh 
she  had,  in  his  opinion,  so  well  repaid  by 
the  benefits  which  she  had  conferred  apon 
the  community  at  large.  The  queatioD, 
as  it  appeared  to  him,  was  not  whether 
they  should  insist  upon  any  particular  fonn 
of  subscription,  but  whether  they  should 
do  away  with  Anglican  tests  altogether. 
The  Bill  was  not  introduced  for  the  par- 
pose  of  altering  the  mode  of  taking  teats. 
The  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Goschen)  had 
spoken  too  honestly  to  get  off  upon  thatplea; 
although  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Sasaex 
(Mr.  Dodson)  had  begged  for  votes  for  the 
second  reading  in  rather  a  different  spirit 
to  that  by  which  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  declared  himself  to  he  ac- 
tuated. It  was  simply  intended  to  do  away 
with  Anglican  tests  altogether.  The  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  moreoTer, 
did  not  disguise  his  wish  that  even  the 
head-masterships  of  our  public  schools 
should  be  thrown  open  to  persons  of  soy 
or  of  no  religion.  The  hon.  Member  bad 
stated  his  regret  at  having  to  insert  in  the 
Bill  a  proviso  admitting  persons  to  those 
positions    on    subscribing   a   declaration 
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skating  that  thej  were  members  of  the 
Church  of  Eogland.  It  seemed,  howoTer, 
.  to  him  that  they  were  desirous  of  admitting 
those  whom  they  were  bound  to  exclude. 
The  moment  they  inraded  the  principle 
which  connected  the  Universities  and  our 
public  schools  with  the  Church  of  England, 
that  moment  thousands  who  sent  their  sons 
to  be  educated  there  would  withdraw  them. 
Parents  sent  their  children  there  because 
they  had  a  faith,  and  not  generalizations  of 
religion— those  dreams  of  philosophers  which 
never  took  hold  of  the  mind  in  the  trials  of 
life.  There  must  be  something  distinct  and 
defined  in  the  teaching  of  religion  or  it 
could  he  nothing  at  all ;  and  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  were  examples  of  the  success 
which  attended  a  course  of  instruction 
which  in  the  attainment  of  intellectual 
eminence  had  not  lost  sight  of  the  benefits 
of  well-directed  religious  training.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  bringing  forward 
his  Bill  last  year  excluded  the  Roman 
Catholics  from  any  share  in  its  benefits. 
[Mr.  E.  P.  BoUTERiB  dissented.]  He  main- 
tained that  such  was  the  practical  effect. 
These  attempts  to  revolutionise  our  Uni- 
versities were  really  made  with  a  view  to 
the  spread  of  a  dreamy  and  mystical  kind 
of  religion.  What  did  one  of  the  apostles 
of  this  movement  say  when  he  came  to 
speak  of  the  Roman  Catholics  ? — 

"  Roman  Oatholios  are  probabi j  too  much  ad- 
<liot«l  to  Mctarian  ezdosiveness  to  present  them- 
Mlfes  as  candidates,  for  fellowship  in  a  mixed 
■ociet^;  otherwise  there  might,  no  doubt,  be  a 
^enlty  in  consenting  to  put  up  with  the  un- 
locial  attitude  and  petulent  airs  of  sectaries  who 
1m?6  pvrsnaded  themselves  that  everything  in 
Ohristendom  is  of  the  earth,  earthy,  exoept  that 
Church  which  has  most  miserably  soiled  its  spiri- 
tual essence  by  adulterous  union  with  the  worst 
powers  of  the  earth,  and  by  partnership,  and  more 
tbtn  partnership,  in  their  worst  crimes." 

Those  where  the  words  of  Mr.  Gold  win 
Smith,  and  it  was  a  sign  of  the  objection 
men  of  his  school  felt  to  any  distinct  dog- 
matic teaching.  He  believed  he  uttered  the 
sentiments  of  the  great  mass  of  the  people, 
Members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
not  of  one- half,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
member  for  the  City  of  London.  A  test 
upon  this  point  was  offered  by  the  Church 
of  England  in  1861,  but  refused.  The 
marriages,  baptisms,  and  other  matters, 
however  connected  entirely  with  the  Church 
of  England,  numbered  at  least  three- 
foorths,  if  not  four-fifths  of  the  whole. 
When,  boweyer,  the  test  at  the  census 
''hich  they  offered  was  refused,  it  was 
ttweasonable  to  expect  them    to  accept 


tbe  statement  of  the  side  by  whom  that 
refusal  was  given.  He  believed  that  as 
long  as  they  chose  to  have  a  national 
Church,  the  connection  of  our  Univer- 
sities with  that  national  Church  was 
essential  to  their  existence,  as  teaching 
bodies  adapted  for  the  instruction  of  the 
people  for  whom  these  advantages  were 
intended.  It  was  quite  dear  that  tbe  de- 
nominational system  was  a  system  in  fa- 
vour of  which  Englishmen  felt  strongly. 
The  foundation  of  these  Colleges  was  due 
to  the  effect  of  strong  religious  enthusiasm, 
and  this  fact  alone  should  make  them  in- 
sist upon  the  utmost  jealousy  with  regard 
to  the  religious  teaching  pursued.  To  those 
who  came  without  this  recommendation — 
who  desired  in  a  spirit  apart  from  strong 
denominational  religion  to  filch  those 
Colleges  founded  from  religious  motiveii, 
he  would  put  the  question,  "Where  are  your 
colleges  or  your  schools  ?"  He  would  ask 
where  were  the  triumphs  of  the  secular  or 
undenominational  party?  If  tJiey  could 
satisfy  the  demand,  and  not  otherwise,  he 
would  acknowledge  that  there  was  some- 
thing in  their  misty  and  muddy  religion. 
He  thought  he  could  not  conclude  better 
than  by  quoting  the  words  of  one  who» 
though  favourable  to  every  kind  of  reform 
calculated  to  afford  relief  to  those  actuated 
with  conscientious  scruples,  vras  yet  as 
strongly  disinclined  as  he  was  to  the  ad- 
mission of  any  but  those  connected  with 
the  Church  of  England  into  the  governing 
bodies  of  the  University.  The  words  were 
those  of  the  Provost  of  Oriel,  who  said — 

*'  Gladly  admitting  all  and  without  any  sub- 
scription to  our  society,  our  education,  leotures, 
libraries,  and  degrees,  I  ask  only  that  the  Unirer- 
sity  shall  remain  not  merely  a  place  of  education 
and  learning,  but  also  oi  religion,  without  which 
it  can  in  no  just  sense  be  a  pliuse  of  liberal  edaca- 
tion  at  alL  And  to  this  end  I  desire  that  a  great 
national  University  should  not  be  converted  into 
a  mere  literary  club,  but  that  it  should  really 
educate  (which  is  of  national  importance)  our 
fature  clergy  and  laity  together,  that  its  religious 
principles  should  be  both  sound  and  known  to  be 
so,  and  that  the  members  of  its  governing  and 
educating  body — ^its  professors,  tutors,  heads,  and 
fellows  of  Colleges — should  study  and  understand 
the  Formularies  of  the  Church,  and  be  able  to  de- 
clare ea  ammo  that  her  Articles  are  agreeable  to 
the  Word  of  God,  and  her  Book  Of  Common  Prayer 
and  her  Ordimd  lawful,  and  not  contrary  to  the 
Word  of  God." 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  that  last  year  he  was 
not  prepared  to  support  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Dodson), 
though  he  should  have  been  willing  to  acqui- 
esce in  the  suggestions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  theEzchequer, 
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beliefing  them  to  potseu  mooh  yalue,  if 
he  tboaght  that  thej  oould  be  carried  oat 
praotieallj  ;  but  on  further  oonsideratioD 
he  wai  determined  to  gife  his  concorrenee 
to  the  broader  asBertion  of  the  nrinciple 
made  in  the  Bill  now  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  London.  Thii  was  an 
instance  of  the  disadvantages  of  delaj; 
the  longer  the  supporters  of  the  existing 
system  waited,  the  more  they  wonid  have 
to  give.  The  priTil^es  which  members 
of  the  Church  now  ezdusifely  enjoyed  at 
the  University  could  only  be  defended  on 
the  assumption  that  the  Church  was  the 
Church  of  the  whole  community  ;  and  the 
more  the  friends  of  the  Establishment  tried 
to  retain  those  privileges,  the  more  vigor- 
ously would  the  other  part  of  the  commu- 
nity be  roused  to  contend,  and  the  more 
the  Church  herself  would  have  to  en- 
counter. The  Chancellor  of  the  Ezche- 
quel*  had  referred  to  what  had  been  done 
in  the  case  of  endowed  schools,  and  said 
that  wherever  there  was  a  clear  disposition 
of  property  in  favour  of  the  Church,  it 
should  be  adhered  to  in  the  administration 
of  these  schools.  The  principle  thus  con- 
tended for  was  that  where  the  State  ac- 
cepted an  endowment  for  private  purposes 
which  were  considered  lawful  and  useful, 
the  property  would  be  applied  to  these  pur- 
poses so  long  as  they  remained  lawful  and 
usefnl.  But  how  could  the  argument  apply 
to  the  case  of  the  University  ?  Would  it 
now  be  lawful,  constitutional,  or  right  for 
the  State  to  confine  the  privileges  of  the 
University  to  the  members  of  the  Church? 
Would  any  man  dare  to  bring  forward. such 
a  proposal  ?  Yon  might  as  well  propose 
that  the  right  of  returning  Members  to 
this  House  chould  be  confined  to  members 
of  the  Church.  He  contended  that  the 
State  could  not  continue  to  the  University 
that  which  it  could  not  do  in  the  first 
instance.  Again,  he  thought  that  the 
distinction  between  the  University  and  the 
Colleges  had  not  been  properly  borne  in 
mind.  Strictly  speaking,  there  was  no 
religions  teaching  by  the  University  ;  this 
rested  entirely  with  the  Colleges,  and  with 
this  state  of  things  the  Bill  did  not  inter- 
fere. It  was  community  of  worship,  not 
the  signing  of  a  particular  declaration, 
which  bound  people  together  ;  and  though 
the  subject  might  be  beset  with  difficulties, 
those  difficulties  were  not  to  be  cured  by 
requiring  men  to  accept  a  test  which  we 
knew  they  could  not  in  many  cases  submit 
to  with  perfect  sincerity.  Believing  that 
it  was  necessary  in  justice  to  tbd  whole 


community  to  legislate  for  the  UniTenitf 
in  the  way  proposed,  he  should  support  t)ie 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HENNESST  said,  that  at  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Bill  had  sppealed 
to  Roman  Catholic  Members  to  support  it, 
and  as  frequent  references  had  been  made 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  as  to  tbe 
effect  of  the  Bill  upon  the  Roman  Cstholies, 
he  might,  perhaps,  be  allowed  to  expliis 
the  course  which  he  proposed  to  take  on 
this  question.  The  Bill  proposed,  inn* 
dentally,  to  admit  a  Dissenting  eJemeot 
into  the  governing  body  of  the  University. 
Now,  Catholics  hMl  no  desire  to  be  so  ad- 
mitted. Though  the  University  wss  founded 
in  Catholic  times,  by  Catholics,  and  opon 
Catholic  trusts,  he  did  not  see  in  any  in* 
fluential  section  of  the  Catholics  any  de- 
sire now  to  interfere  with  the  Univeni^. 
Reference  had  been  made  toamemoriil 
from  a  section  of  Catholics  presented  to  tW 
Propaganda,  and  which  explained  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Roman  Catholic  body  m  rela- 
tion to  this  question.  This  memorial  was 
drawn  up  by  a  Member  of  the  Qovemment, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Ken; 
(Viscount  Castlerosse).  It  was  signed  sot 
very  extensively — ^by  eminent  memben  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  body — among  others 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Monsell). 
Lord  Dunraven,  Lord  Camoys,  and  some 
others — and  was  addressed  to  the  Propa- 
ganda at  Rome  in  these  words  — 

«  The  undersigned  Isjmen  having  heard  ^ 
the  stored  Coogreffation  of  the  Propa|aDd»  ii 
about  to  consider  the  question  whether  Catboliei 
should  still  be  permitted  to  frequent  the  Univtf* 
si  ties  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  yenture  respe^ 
fully  to  hope  that  the  saored  Congregation  viO 
not  think  its  active  interference  necessary.  The? 
humbly  express  their  conTiotion  that  in  the  cue 
of  Catholic  students  at  the  Uniyersities  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  the  faith  and  morals  of  their  vm 
can  be  adequately  protected." 

This  document  was  remitted  back  to  the 
memorialists  ;  the  Propaganda  refused  to 
take  any  cognizance  of  their  proceedings ; 
and  they  were  directed  to  seek  instruction 
on  the  subject  from  their  own  BishopB' 
The  memorial  was  dated  January  21,  and 
on  the  24th  of  March  the  Catholic  Bishops 
in  England  met  and  passed  the  folloiring 
judgment  upon  the  memorial : — 

**  The  Bishops  are  unanimoos  in  their  dinp- 
proval  of  the  establiahment  of  a  Catholic  GoU^ 
at  any  of  the  Protestant  Universities ;  and  tbe^ 
are  further  of  opinion  that  parents  ought  to  be 
in  erery  way  dissuaded  from  sending  their  oMldreD 
to  pursue  their  studies  at  such  UniFersities." 

The  Catholic  Bishops  in  Ireland  had  In- 
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We  wobld  comlad^.  by  readini;  a  Word  or 
two  upoti  what  ovght  to  be  ^e  action  of 
Roman  Catholios  In  this  eovntrj  when  any 
attack  was  made  upon  the  Chnreh  of  Bng- 
land.  Dr.  Newman,  a  distinguished  di?ine 
in  the  Catholic  Church,  whose  immense 
intelleetnal  power  commanded  nnifenal 
resp^i,  speaking  of  hifc  own  eareef  in 
Oxford,  laid — 

"Had  I  not  gone  to  Oxford,  perhaps  I  should 
neFor  have  heard  of  the  yisible  Ghureh,  or  of 
tradition,  or  other  CathoUo  dootrines." 

No  donbt  the  Catholieil  would  be  acting  an 
ungrateful  part  if  they  attacked  the  Uni- 
Tcrsity  of  Oxford.  That  Unirersity  had 
not  only  given  to  Catholiotsm  Dr.'Newman, 
Archbishop  Manning,  Canon  Oakley,  and 
other  distinguished  men  ;  it  had  done  more, 
as  the  House  would  see  from  the  language 
of  Dr.  Newman.  Speaking  of  the  attitude 
which  CAtholieb  in  England  should  take 
towards  the  Church  of  England*  he  said 
in  his  latest  work;  hia  Apologich-^ 

"  Doubtless,  the  national  Ohuroh  has  hitherto 
been  a  lervioeaUe  breakwater  against  doetrinal 
errors  more  fundamental  than  its  own.  How  long 
this  will  last  in  the  years  now  before  us  it  is 
impossible  to  say,  for  the  nation  drags  down  its 
Ohuroh  to  its  own  level ;  but  still  £e  national 
Ghuroh  has  the  same  sort  of  influenee  over  the 
nation  that  a  periodioal  has  upon  the  party  which 
it  represents,  and  my  owa  idea  of  a  Catholic's 
fitting  attitude  towards  the  national  Church  in 
this,  its  supreme  hour,  is  that  of  assisting  and 
sustaiuiDg  it  (if  it  be  in  our  power)  in  the  interest 
of  dogmatic  truth." 

In  another  passage  Dr.  Ne#Mbtt  adilsed 
Catholics  to  do  nothing  to  weaken  the  hold 
of  the  Established  Church  upob  the  public 
mind,  or  upon  "  thosfe  great  Christian  and 
Catholic  principles  and  doctrines  which  it 
has  up  to  this  time  successfully  preached." 
It  would  be  impertinent  in  him  to  ^ay  that 
he  agreed  with  Dr.  Newman  ;  but  he  wart 
happy  to  find  that  this  eminent  man  liup- 
ported  the  view  whieh  he  had  always  taken 
of  his  dttty  as  a  Catholic  when  the  Church 
of  England  had  been  assailed.  He  had 
not  assisted  those  who  in  this  House  called 
upon  Catholics  to  attack  the  Church  of 
England,  and  to  that  course  he  should 
adhere. 

Mb.  CHICHESTER  FORTBSOUB 
said,  he  regretted,  but  was  not  surprised 
at,  the  opinion  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hennessy)  with 
respect  t6  this  Bill.  He  should  feel  much 
greater  regret,  however,  if  he  thought  that 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber represented  that  of  English  Catholics 
generally,  and  If,  when  the  University  of 
Oxford  was  restored  to  its  character  of  a 


formed  the  House  of  their  sentiments^  for 
in  a  petition  signed  by  them  they  had 
OBtnimoDsly  asked  the  House  for  a  Uni- 
versity, the  governing  body  and  the 
teaehJBg  body  of  which  should  be  ez- 
dlusively  Catholic.  In  asking  fbr  this 
^e  Irish  Catholic  Bishops  made  a  re- 
qeest  strictly  in  accordance  with  the 
prmeiples  on  which  the  Catholic  Church 
bad  i^ways  recommended  that  the  educa- 
tion of  the  people,  as  well  as  of  the  higher 
elasses,  should  be  conducted.  This  was  a 
question  of  denominational  as  opposed  to 
Biized  education.  Last  year  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Scully)  said,  ''  Why  should  we  Ca- 
tholics  object  to  this  Bill  ?  In  Ireland  we 
hare  mixed  education,  and  why  not  in 
Englaod  ?  "  His  answer  was  that  the 
mixed  education  in  Ireland  was  forced 
Qpon  them  by  the  Government  against  their 
wishes.  The  Catholics  in  Ireland  had 
always  been  in  favour  of  denominational 
edueation^  and,  therefore,  it  would  be 
highly  unfair  for  them  to  insist  upon  forcing 
mixed  education  upon  any  other  class  in 
Eogldnd.  Such  were  the  views  of  the 
great  bulk  of  the  Catholics  upon  this  sub- 
jeet,  and  such  were  the  authoritative  views 
of  those  to  whom  Catholics  would  naturally 
defer.  It  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  B.  Forster) 
thst  no  exclusive  University  could  be  found- 
ed now,  and  he  referred  especially  to  the 
colonies.  Why,  in  1852,  a  University, 
which  in  its  government  and  its  teaching 
wss  exclusively  Catholic,  was  founded  in 
Qnebec. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
msde  no  statement  with  regard  to  a  Uni- 
versity ;  what  he  said  was  that  no  exelu* 
eife  national   church    could    be  fbunded 

Doif. 

Mr.  HENNESST  said,  that  at  any 
rate  this  exclusively  Catholic  University 
hsd  received  a  Royal  charter.  But  sup- 
pose the  Protestants  in  Quebec,  who  were 
▼ery  powerful  and  intelligent,  should  claim 
to  share  in  the  government  and  teaching, 
the  Catholic  Members  would  be  found 
toting  unanimously  in  favour  of  retaining 
the  exclusive  character  of  the  University, 
and  that  being  so  he  felt  in  equal  justice 
that  he  was  bound  to  vote  against  this 
Bill.  There  was  a  part  of  the  Bill  not 
ftflMng  Cadiolics,  which  substituted  ano- 
ther declaration  for  that  taken,  he  believed, 
by  clergymen  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. They  were  told  that  this  was  an 
Attack  upon  the  Church  of  England,  and 
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ihorooghlj  national  inttitntiont  and  when 
it  was  open  to  all  classea  of  Her  Majeftty'B 
saUeots,  the  membera  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tboUo  Church  should  stilt  feel  themselres 
compelled  to  decline  the  benefits  which 
the  Unifersitj  would  offer  them.  Accord- 
ing to  Dr.  Newman»  who  had  been  quoted 
bj  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  definite 
dogmatic  teaching  was  essential  to  safety 
in  this  world  and  the  next ;  and  he  en- 
forced this  teaching  by  a  great  spiritual 
and  supernatural  authority  which  forbade 
inquiry  and  required  submission.  He  ima- 
gined, perhaps,  that  if  his  co-religionists 
were  admitted  to  the  Unirersity,  their 
faith  would  be  in  danger,  as  they  would 
be  among  a  rast  majority  of  persons  pro- 
fessing a  different  faith.  These  views 
were  perfectly  intelligible,  but  they  only 
showed  how  untenable  were  the  Tiews 
of  members  of  the  Established  Church 
who  thought  that  their  creed  would  be 
endanger^  by  the  presence  of  a  certain 
number  of  their  fellow-countrymen  whom 
this  Bill  proposed  to  admit  to  the  UniTcr- 
sity.  The  Bill  contained  so  many  good 
things  that  there  was  an  emharrcu  de 
rioMuet ;  but  as  he  was  in  the  hapny 
position  of  being  able  to  agree  with  all  the 
proTisions  of  the  Bill  he  felt  no  difficulty 
on  this  score.  In  the  first  place,  it  would 
emancipate  the  lay  members  of  the  Church 
from  the  necessity  of  accepting  without 
reserfe  the  truth  of  a  Tast  body  of  contro- 
Torsial  di?inity  as  a  condition  of  receiving 
the  chief  honours  and  emoluments  of  the 
University  ;  and,  in  the  sei^ond  place,  it 
would  relieve  Nonconformists  from  those 
restrictions  which  prevented  them  from 
reaping  the  full  honours  and  advantages 
of  a  University  which,  in  his  opinion,  ought 
to  be  a  national  one.  He  was  gratified  to 
find  the  unanimity  with  which  leading 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  in- 
cluding, as  he  understood,  the  two  Mem- 
bers for  the  University,  agreed  that  the 
time  had  come  when  they  might  safely  re- 
lieve the  youthful  laymen  of  the  Church 
from  the  necessity  of  subscribing  those 
complicated  theological  formula  which  un- 
til recently  beset  every  stage  of  their  aca- 
demical career,  and  still  met  them  at  its 
close.  Oxford  students  passed  their  stu- 
dent life  in  an  atmosphere  of  absolute 
freedom.  All  subjects  were  freely  dis- 
cussed ;  all  books  upon  all  subjects,  in- 
cluding the  most  sacred,  were  bought  and 
read  ;  and  there  was  everything  to  stimu- 
late inquiry  and  thought.  But  after  passing 
three  years  or  more  in  this  free  intellectual  i 
Mr.  ChMhe$t$r  ForUicue 


atmosphere,  the  young  man  arrived  st  a 
stage  of  his  career  when  be  must  undergo 
the  temptation  of  submitting  to  a  vut 
mass  of  controversial  divinity  as  the  eondi- 
tion  of  admittance  to  the  higher  privileges 
of  the  University  and  the  emoluments  of 
the  Colleges.  This  applied  to  the  moit 
active-minded  men  in  the  Universi^— 
those  who  were  qualified  for  feUowslupB. 
If  the  Bill  did  nothing  more  than  remove 
this  painful  necessity  he  should  regard  it 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction,  and  would 
rejoice  if  members  of  the  Church  at  the 
University  were  no  longer  subject  to  a  teit 
which  made  them  in  after-life  neither  bet* 
ter,  wiser,  more  conscientious,  nor  efes 
more  religious,  than  they  would  have  bees 
without  it.  As  to  the  second  part  of 
the  Billy  which  proposed  to  throw  opes 
the  University  to  Nonconformists,  the 
House  would  remember  that  origiDsllj 
Oxford  was  a  national  University.  Non- 
conformity, which  at  first  did  not  eziit 
at  all,  was  not  afterwards  expected  to  be 
permanent.  But  now  that  so  large  sod  so 
important  a  section  of  the  community  were, 
and  in  all  human  probability  would  con* 
tinue  to  be,  outside  the  pale  of  the  Ghnreh, 
the  time  had  come  when  the  Universities 
ought  to  revert  to  their  original  nstionsl 
character.  As  to  the  objection  that  the 
dogmatic  teaching  of  the  University  woold 
be  destroyed,  he  confessed  that  cveij 
year  of  his  life  he  was  less  inclined  to 
attach  importance  to  it  in  comparison 
with  the  great  principles  and  objects  of 
a  Christian  life.  But  was  it  true  tbatst 
Oxford  every  member  of  the  University 
was  subjected  to  a  definite  dogmatic  teach- 
ing ?  He  understood  that  Nonconfonnist 
students  were  invited  to  attend  there,  and 
that  Dissenters  could  establish  private 
Halls  ;  but  it  could  not  be  intended  that 
Nonconformist  students  should  submit  to 
the  Thirty- nine  Articles,  and  be  taught 
the  Church  Catechism.  If,  therefore,  there 
was  any  evil  in  relinquishing  dogmatie 
teaching  in  the  case  of  all  members  of  the 
University,  that  disaster  had  already  hap- 
pened. For  his  part,  fearing  nothing  for 
the  interests  of  the  Church  or  of  the  Uni- 
versity, of  which  he  was  a  grateful  and 
attached  member,  if  it  were  Uirown  open 
to  all  classes  of  his  countrymen,  he  should 
give  his  cordial  support  to  this  measure. 

Ma.  SCULLY  said,  it  had  been  steted 
in  the  course  of  the  debate  that  a  section  of 
the  Catholic  Members  were  going  to  oppose 
the  Bill,  acting  under  directions  from  the 
Propaganda.  As  neither  on  this  nor  on  any 
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other  oceaabn  had  any  aaoh  infloeDces  been 
brought  to  bear  upoD  him,  he  felt  Bome 
Borprise  at  this  rumour ;  but  hit  Barpriee 
eTsporated  when  he  heard  the  epeech  of 
the   hon.  and  learned    Member   fqr  the 
King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy).    Wishing 
it  to  be  understood  that  he  expressed  only 
his  own  indiyidual  sentiments,  he    (Mr. 
Scully)    would  say  a  few  words    as    a 
Member  of  the  only  seetion  in  this  House 
who  had   not  spoken  upon   the  question 
—be  meant  the  Liberal  Catholio  Members. 
The  hoD.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Hen- 
nessy),  with   great    consistenoy,    always 
vent  with  his  party  ;  but  he  had  no  right 
to  put  himself  forward  as  representing  the 
Catholic  feeling  of  the  country.     He  (Mr. 
ScaUy)  should  support  this  Bill,  as  he  had 
supported  it  last  year.     He  was  not  going 
to  ehange  his  Tote,  for  he  belioTed  that 
whatever  reasons  in  favour  of  the  Bill  were 
good  last  Session  were  good  now.     The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  having  supported  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  now  took  the  consistent  course 
of  not  supporting  it  in  the  present  Session. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  King's  County  had 
professed  to  quote  an  argument  of  his  last 
year  about  mixed  education,  but  he  entirely 
misquoted  it.     The  hon.  Member,  he  be* 
lieved,  did  not  vote  on  the  Bill  last  year, 
tnd  did  not  remain  in  the  House  during 
the  debate,  but  went  frequently  in  and  out. 
Mb.  HENNESSY,  in  explanation,  said, 
the   fact  was  that  as  soon  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  rose  to  speak  last 
year,  he,  in  common  with  a  great  many 
other  Members,  left  the  House. 

Mb.  SCULLT  thought  that  that  cir- 
cumstance accounted  for  the  mistake  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  made  in  misrepresent- 
ing his  (Mr.  Scully's)  argument.  The  hon. 
Member's  conduct  on  the  present  occasion, 
as  well  as  on  every  other  occasion,  was 
quite  consistent  with  his  character  as  one 
of  the  Tory  Catholics,  and  sole  represen- 
tative of  that  distinguished  body.  As  for 
himself,  he  had  been  brought  up  in  Libe- 
fil  principles,  and  could  not  admit  in  that 
House  that  the  fact  of  his  father  having 
been  at  Cambridge  derogated  from  his  re- 
iigious  principles.  With  the  exception  of 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Bang's  County,  he  had  heard  no  speech 
"denying  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was 
right,  though  it  might  probably  be  much 
^nded  in  Committee.  He  voted  for  the 
^ili  last  year,  and  he  could  reconcile  his 
^Qscience  again  to  vote  for  it  now,  though 
^  feared  that  it  was  an  Oxford  University 
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Test  Bill  in  more  senses  than  one.  He 
believed  that  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did  not  represent  the  University  of 
Oxford  there  would  be  no  shortcomings  on 
his  part,  and  the  sooner  he  got  rid  of  the 
incubus  of  Oxford  the  better  it  would  be  for 
him.  It  was  the  most  ardent  desire  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  admirers  in  that 
House  that  for  his  own  sake  and  for  the 
sake  of  the  public,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  University  of  Oxford  should  be 
separated.  The  Bill  was  intended  first,  to 
relieve  the  consciences  of  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church  ;  secondly,  to 
benefit  the  Dissenters;  and  thirdly,  to 
benefit  the  Roman  Catholics.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  do  the  Roman  Catholics 
much  good,  for  although  they  had  been 
admissible  to  the  Cabinet  since  1829,  not 
one  of  them  had  ever  got  there  ;  and  in 
the  University  of  Oxford  they  would  be 
infinitely  more  powerless  than  they  were 
in  Parliament.  Then,  how  were  the  Dis- 
senters to  be  benefited  ?  At  Balliol  there 
were  a  certain  number  of  nominations  for 
scholarships  belonging  to  the  University 
of  Glasgow^  and  most  of  those  scholsrs 
were  not  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng* 
land,  but  they  contrived  to  swallow  the 
Thirty-nine  Articles,  and  the  Thirty-one 
Articles  of  the  Athanasian  Creed  into  the 
bargain — making  seventy  articles  altoge- 
ther. With  regard  to  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  who  had  to  swear  to 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  there  were  a 
great  many  boys  from  Eton  and  Rugby 
who  did  not  understand  them,  and  who,  if 
they  had  considered  the  Articles,  would 
not  have  sworn  to  them.  But,  although 
he  did  not  suppose  that  either  the  Roman 
Catholics  or  Dissenters  would  be  much 
benefited  by  the  Bill,  still  as  it  was  a  step 
in  advance  he  saw  no  objection  to  going 
into  Committee  upon  it.  He  only  hoped 
that  those  who  insisted  that  the  Universi- 
ties ought  to  impart  a  religious  education 
would  give  their  support  next  Tuesday  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tralee 
(the  O'Donoghue)  in  favour  of  a  chartered 
Catholic  University  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  found  it  difficult 
to  understand  what  was  the  true  object  of 
the  hon.  Mover  and  those  who  supported 
him.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue)  had  told  the 
House  that  in  his  judgment  the  object  of 
the  Bill  was  twofold — first,  to  emancipate 
laymen  from  taking  tests  with  which  they 
did  not  agree  ;  and  secondly,  to  emanci- 
pate Dissenters.     But  the  hou.  Member 
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for  London  (Mr.  Ooseben)  who  motM  the 
seodnd  relkding  taid  that  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  not  to  eraanoipAte  Disaentert 
-^hat  was  simplj  a  resvli*  Under  these 
eireumstanoes  he  eonld  nbt  nnderstand 
how  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Lonth 
ooald  support  the  seoond  reading  of  the 
Bill ;  because  the  House  had  been  dis- 
tinotly  informed  of  what  he»  for  onOi  did 
not  know  before,  that  negotiations  or  com- 
munications  on  this  snbjeet  passed  last 
jear,  and  that  distinot  offers  were  made 
that  lay  members  should  not  have  to  take 
the  tests,  and  thai  firee  power  to  open 
Halls  to  persons  not  belonging  to  the 
Ohureh  of  England  should  be  giren.  That 
arrangement  would  hare  eompletelj  eman- 
cipated both  Dissenters  and  laymen ; 
but  the  offer  was  distinetly  refused  by 
those  who  had  charge  df  the  Bill.  He 
would  not  say  anything  tipon  that  matter, 
except  that  the  right  hen.  Member  for 
Louth  had  no  right  to  alb  it  in  the  sense 
he  did,  because  it  was  coupled  with  the 
condition  that  the  educational  power  should 
remain  as  it  was,  and  there  would  not  have 
been  that  complete  doing  away  with  reli- 
gious teaching  in  the  Uniyersity  which  the 
bon.  Member  for  London's  speech  indicated 
as  likely  to  be  the  result  of  the  present 
measure.  The  right  hOn.  Member  for 
Louth  said  that  it  was  hard  that  young 
men  at  Oxford  should  be  perplexed  with  a 
mass  of  controforsial  di? inity,  and  that 
they  had  the  most  perfbct  freedom.  Cer- 
tainly, as  far  as  his  experience  went»  the 
latter  part  of  the  statement  was  quite  ac- 
curate. In  his  early  days  it  was  said  that 
they  found  their  way  across  the  country 
well  enough ;  and  he  new  read  in  the 
newspapers  that  there  was  much  exercise 
there  in  jumping  in  sacks  and  in  catching 
pigs  with  greased  tails.  Let  the  House 
consider  what  the  Member  for  London 
proposed.  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  introduce  per- 
fect freedom  of  discussioo.  Now,  if  that 
be  so,  he  should  like  to  know  what  would 
be  the  perplexity  of  religious  matters. 
There  would  be  the  Roman  Catholic 
against  the  Church  of  England,  and  the 
Presbyterian  against  both.  There  would 
be  the  Nonconformists  of  OTory  sort,  and 
erery  kind  of  pernlexity.  In  what  could 
it  all  end  ?  Simply  in  indifference  or  no- 
thing. The  right  hon.  Member  for  Lonth, 
speaking  almost  with  ridicule  of  what  he 
called  definite  dogmatic  teaching,  pointed 
out  in  contradistinction  the  l^nefits  of 
Christian  life.  But  hoif  could  the  right  hon. 


Member  get  the  principles  on  which  Chris- 
tian lifi^  was  founded  withent  this  iagws- 
tic  teaching  ?  It  was  the  belief  in  ^ess 
dogmas*  if  they  chose  so  to  call  ^hmski  tibat 
formed  ^be  foundation  of  the  practice  of 
Christian  life  — the  belibf  in  a  Maker,  s 
Redeemer,  and  another  woridi  Wbati 
then,  could  be  the  ofajebt  of  the  sup- 
porters of  this  Bill  if  thdy  would  set 
accept  emancipation  for  lay  members  aid 
abolition  of  tests  for  Dissenters?  The 
only  remaining  object,  he  belicTed,  was  to 
deal  with  the  right  of  the  Univeraities  to 
their  property.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Foreter)  threw  in 
the  teeth  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Stamford  (Lord  Robert  Cecil)  that 
he  had  not  dommented  on  that  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Los- 
don  which  dealt  with  the  property  of  the 
Uniyersityv  and  coniequently  one  wai 
tempted  to  consider  that  that  must  hare 
reference  to  what  was  the  eeriona  object 
of  the  Bill,  though  he  could  not  understand 
before  what  was  the  object  of  the  boo. 
Member  for  London  in  labonrinff  ao  maefa 
to  proTo  that  all  this  right  of  propsrtj 
in  the  University  was  solely  dependent  oo 
an  Act  of  Parliament.  That  point  wn 
taken  up  agaih  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bradford  who  had  handled  it  iii  a  very 
cautious  manner;  but  the  hon.  Member  f^ 
Oxford  (Mr.  Neate),  Seeing  what  it  led  to, 
did  not  choose  to  be  excluded  i^om  ap- 
plying the  argument  to  the  property  of  the 
Church  generallj.  The  hon.  Member, 
drawing  a  curious  distinction,  said  it  was 
out  of  the  question  to  touch  the  propertj 
of  the  Church  of  England,  but  that  as  no 
man  in  founding  a  UniTorsity  would  pre- 
tend to  found  it  wholly  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Church  of  England,  therefore  it  woaM 
be  quite  lawful  for  them  to  deal  with  all 
this  matter  in  reference  to  the  Unirersitj 
as  they  pleased.  But  if  that  argument  was 
good^  what  would  be  its  logical  conclusion ! 
Was  it  not  equally  applicable  to  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church.  Therefore  he  was 
drawn  to  the  conclusion  that  the  object  of 
those  who  refused  the  offer  made  with  re- 
spect to  lay  Members  and  Dissenters  was 
to  establish  the  principle  that  not  only  the 
property  of  the  Uniyersity,  but  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church,  was  national,  aod 
that  that  Parliament  could  deal  with  it  as 
it  liked.  He  repeated,  with  regard  to 
dogmatic  teaching,  that  he  could  not  under- 
stand hew  they  could  have  denominatiooal 
or  religious  teaching  either  in  a  small  school 
or  in  the  Uniyersity  without  it.    He  be- 
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it  would  lemoTe  a  grieraiioe  to  wbibb  tbo4^ 
people  who  did  not  belong  to  the  Ohnroh 
of  England  word  at  present  izpdsed  as  far 
aa  regarded  the  Unirertity,  and  not  Ihe 
Colleges  of  Oxford,  and  be  sb6uld  there« 
fere  vot^  \h  farour  of  the  seoond  reading. 

Me.  B.  p.  BOUYBRIB  said,  that  he 
bad  not,  to  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leominster  (Mr.  Gathome  Hardy),  ex- 
pressly excluded  Roman  Catholics  from  bis 
Bill  of  last  year.  His  Bill  was  proposed 
to  apply  to  certain  cases,  in  which,  by  the 
Act  of  Uniformity^  fellows  were  required 
to  make  a  declaration  of  conformity  with 
the  Church  of  Englandk  There  was  ano- 
ther statute  in  existence  which  required 
the  oath  of  abjuration  to  be  taken  by 
Fellows,  and  Roman  Catholici  could  not 
take  that  oathi  but  be  did  not  wish  to 
embarrass  himself  with  that  mattery  and 
therefore  left  it  as  it  stood.  He  understood 
that  the  object  of  the  present  fiill  was 
simply  to  place  Nonconformists  on  a  perfect 
equality  with  those  belonging  to  the  Church 
of  England.  This  was  not  a  religious  ques- 
tion, but  a  question  of  civil  right.  The 
corporations  affeetcid  by  the  Bill  were  all 
ciril  corporations,  and  the  right  to  belong 
to  them  was  one  which  ought  to  be  enjoyed 
by  ^very  subject  in  the  realm.  Not  only 
were  the  English  Protestant  Noncotifor- 
mists  excluded  from  the  Unirersities  by  the 
tests,  but  also  Scotch  Presbyterians, 
whose  UniTcrsities  were  entirely  free  from 
tests,  were  equally  affected  by  them.  He 
would  say  nothing  about  the  exclusion 
of  a  large  number  of  lay  members  of  the 
Church  of  Btigknd,  because  it  wai  now 
admitted  that,  With  regard  to  them,  the^e 
tests  shoulcl  no  longer  be  imposed.  He 
was  oonTinced  that  no  one  who  had  con- 
scientiously examined  these  test!  would 
take  them  willingly  and  ex  animo  after 
mature  reflection.  They  were,  moi*eover, 
quite  unnecessary.  They  were  told,  for- 
sooth, that  these  tests  were  required  for 
the  security  of  the  Chdrch  of  England  ; 
but  those  who  ^id  that  must  have  a  very 
weak  faith  in  the  truth  upon  which  that 
Church  rested.  Did  those  tests  in  any 
way  secure  the  religious  teaching  of  the 
University  ?  Why,  they  bad  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  it — no  more,  in  fact,  than 
the  oath  which  Members  took  at  the  table 
of  that  House  had.  It  was  the  Professors 
of  the  University  who  bad  to  do  with  its 
religioud  teaching,  and  they  adttiinistered 
that  religious  teaching,  not  because  they 
took  those  tests,  ,but  because  of  the  sta- 
tutes fottocling  U»  ProfesBorsbipO  which 


lieved  that  the  object  sought  by  the  Bill, 
if  it  were  not  that  purpose  he  had  alrisady 
idluded  to,  t^as,  ttbt  to  kcdoibttodlit^  Non- 
conformists, but  to  let  in  freethinkers,  who 
would  upset  everything.  Therefore  he 
Bhould  vote  againftt  the  measure,  and  bb 
was  glad  that  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Bx- 
chequet*  bftd  at  la^t  found  his  way  out  of 
the  cloud  in  which  be  had  appeared  for 
lome  time  lost  and  bad  avowed  hii  objec- 
tioal  to  it.  They  had  be^n  told  that  thi6 
matter  would  not  fttfect  the  Colleges,  where 
religious  teaching  would  remain  the  same 
B8  now,  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 
(Mr.  Neate)  ipoke  a  great  leAl  about  the 
Act  of  Unifoftnity.  If  that  were  so,  what 
became  of  the  case  of  the  unfortunate 
Presbyterian  gentleman  for  whom  the  sym- 
pathies of  the  House  had  been  excited  by 
the  hon.  Member  fdr  London,  and  who  was 
described  aa  being  obliged  to  give  up  his 
educational  course  when  he  arrived  at  a 
certain  point  ?  How  was  it  that  the  Act 
of  Uniformity  did  not  keep  thilt  gentleman 
out  of  College  altogether  ?  He  believed 
that  if  the  present  Bill  were  passed  the 
same  teaching  would  not  be  maintained  in 
the  Colleges  as  now,  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  there  were  to  be  conthinety  of 
teaching  the  same  result  wonld  ensue  as 
in  the  schools  of  America,  which  had  de- 
generated into  mere  secular  places  of 
teaching.  Such  a  result  would  be  h  great 
misfortune.  He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Blgin  district  (Mr.  Grant  Duff) 
thai  a  University  should  be  national,  and 
should  give  a  national  education;  but  that 
wonld  be  good  for  nothing  unless  It  had  a 
religious  basis,  and  without  a  religious  basis 
it  would  not  be  accepted  by  the  people  of 
this  country. 

MB.MONSELL  rose  to  address  the 
House  amid  loud  cries  for  a  division  ;  and 
was  understood  to  say  that  the  Bill,  with  a 
single  exception,  dealt  not  with  the  Col- 
leges but  with  the  University  of  Oxford ; 
and  the  case  of  fellows,  who  were  obliged 
to  take  certain  tests,  might  be  dealt  with 
in  Committee.  He  would  be  as  much  op* 
posed  as  any  one  to  the  introduction  of 
any  jarring  religions  into  the  educa- 
tional bodies  of  the  Colleges,  for  that 
would  be  destructive  of  the  spirit  on  which 
Oxford  University  was  founded.  That 
spirit  he  desired  to  preserve,  and  if  he 
thought  that  the  present  Bill  would  directly 
or  indirectly  interfere  with  it,  he  would  be 
the  first  to  oppose  it.  He  did  not  believe 
that  the  measure  affected  the  fundamental 
principleB  of  religious  education^  and  that 
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they  held.  It  wm  also  Mid  that  in  these 
tests  thej  had  a  seoaritj  for  unifonnitj  of 
helief  in  the  UniTerrit j  ;  but  the  fact  was 
lost  sight  of  that  thej  were  taken  onlj 
once  for  all  in  the  eoorse  of  a  man's  life, 
and  often  at  an  early  age,  and  they  were 
no  security  whatOTer  for  'the  belief  of  a 
man  some  years  after  he  had  taken  them. 
Why,  those  very  Freethinkers  of  whom 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley)  spoke  with  such  alarm  had 
many  of  them  sprung  from  the  XJniyersity 
of  Oxford  and  were  still  members  of  Con- 
gregation and  had  rotes  in  the  Conyoca- 
tion  of  the  University.  Indeed,  it  was 
plainly  impossible,  unless  it  were  perpetu- 
ally taken  like  a  dose  of  physic  every 
three  months,  that  a  test  could  be  any  se- 
curity for  continued  uniformity  of  religious 
belief. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question.'* 

The  House  dinided :— Ayes  206 ;  Noes 
190 :  Majority  16. 

Main  Question,  «  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  oommiUed  for  Wednes- 
day next. 


ATES. 


Aoland,  T.D. 
Acton,  Sir  J.  D. 
Adair,  H.  E. 
Adam,  W.  P. 
Antrobosy  E. 
ATtoon,  R.  S. 
BagweU,  J. 
Bailey,  0. 
Bainet,E. 
Baring,  T.  O. 
Bamet,  T. 
BaBf,  M.  T. 
Bazlej,  T. 
Beaomont,  W.  B. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Biddnlpb,  Colonel  K. 
Black,  A. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blenoowe,  J.  O. 
Bonham-Oarter,  J. 
Bouverie,  rt.  hon.  E.  P. 
Boa?erie,  hon.  P.  P. 
Brady,  Dr. 
Bright,  J. 
Browne,  Lord  J.  T. 
Bmoe,  Lord  0. 
Bmce,  rt.  hon.  H.  A. 
Bury,  Yiiooant 
Butler,  C.  S. 
Buxton,  C. 
Caird,  J. 
Cardwell,  rt.  hon.  £• 


Mr.  B.  P.  Bouvme 


Carnegie,  hon.  C. 
Cavendish,  Lord  O. 
Cheetham,  J. 
Chflders,  H.  C.  E. 
Churohill,  Lord  A.  S. 
Clay,  J. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
CUve,  G. 

Collier,  Sir  R.  P. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 
Cox,  W. 

Crawford,  R.  W. 
Oroesley,  Sir  F. 
Balgliih,  R. 
Davfe,  SirH.  R.F. 
Bent,  J.  D. 
Bering,  Sir  E.  C. 
BiUwyn,  L.  L. 
Bodion,  J.  O. 
Douglas,  Sir  C. 
Dottlton,  F. 
Doke,  Sir  J. 
Dnndas,  F. 

BoDdas,  rt.  hon.  Sir  B. 
Enfield,  Viscount 
Ennis,  J. 
Bsmonde,  J. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewart,  J.  C. 
Ewing,  H.  E.  Crum- 
Feninok,  E.  M. 
Fennoy,  Lcvd 


Fhday,  A.  S. 
Finch,  C.Wyme- 
Fitswilliam,  hn.C.W.  W. 
Foley,  H.  W. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  C. 
Forster,W.E. 
Forster,  W.  O. 
Fortescue,  hon.  F.  D. 
Fortescue,  rt.  hon.  C. 
Gaskell,  J.  M. 
Gavin,  Major 
Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gilphi,  C. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Glyn,  G.  G. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  F.  H. 
Gower,bon.  F.  L. 
Greene,  J. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grenfell,  H.  R. 
GreviUe,  Colonel  F. 
Gumey,  S. 
Hadfleld,  G. 
Hanbury,  R. 
Handley,J. 
Hankey,T. 

Hayter,  rt.  hn.  Sir  W.G. 
Headlam,rt.  hon.  T.  E. 
Henderson,  J. 
Henley,  Lord 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hodgkinson,  G. 
Hodgson,  K.  D. 
Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  rt.  hon.E. 
Ingham,  R. 
Jervoise,  Sir  J.  C. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Kennedy,  T. 
King,  hon.  P.J.  L. 
Kinglake,  A.  W. 
Kingsoote,  Colonel 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
Uyard,  A.  H. 
Langton,  W.  H.  G. 
Lanlgan,J. 
Lawrence,  J.  C. 
LawsoD,  W. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lever,  J.  0. 
Lewis,  H. 
Locke,  J. 
MacEvoy,  E. 
Mackie,  J. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
M'Mahon,  P. 
Maguire,  J.  F. 
Marjoribanks,  B.  0. 
Martin,  J. 
Matheson,  A. 
Matheson,  Sir  J. 
Miller,  W. 
Mills,  J.  R. 
Mitchell.  T.  A. 
Moncrieff,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Moor,  H. 
Moore,  C. 
Morris,  W. 
Morrison,  W. 
Neate,  C. 


North,  F. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
Ogilvy,  Sur  J. 
OToghlen,SirG.M. 
Onslow,  G. 
Owen,  Sur  H.  0. 
Padmore,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  0. 
Peto,  Sir  S.  M. 
Pilkinffton,  J. 
Pollar3-Urqnh»rt,W. 
Ponsonby,  hon.  A. 
Poriman,hon.W.H.B. 
Potter,  £. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
PoweU,  J.  J. 
Prioe,  R.  G. 
Pryse,  E.  L. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J.  W. 
Ricardo,  0. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A. 
Robertson,  D. 
Robertson,  H. 
Russell,  A. 
Russell,  F.W. 
Russell,  Sir  W. 
Salomons,  Bi(r.  Aid. 
Schneider,  H.  W. 
Scholefleld,  W. 
Sorope,  G.  P. 
Scully,  V. 
Seely,  C. 
Shelly,  Sir  J.  V. 
Sheridan.  H.  B. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smith,  M.-  T. 
Staniland,  M. 
Stanley,  hon.  W.O. 
Stonfleld,  J. 
Steel,  J. 

Stuart,  CoLCricb- 
Sykee,  Col.  W.  H. 
Talbot.  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Thompson,  H.  S. 
Tollemache,hon.F.J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Tracy,  hon.  C.R.D.H. 

Trelawny,  Sir  J.  S. 
Turner,  J.  A. 
Vandeleur.  Colonel 
Vernon,  H.F. 
Villiers,  rt.hon.  C.P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Waldron,  L. 
Warner,  E. 
Watkin,  E.  W. 
Weguelin,  T.  M. 
Western,  S. 
Westhead,  J.P.BrowB- 
WhaUey,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
White,  J. 
White,  hon.  L. 
Winnlngton,  SirT.E- 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
Wyld,  J. 
Wyvill,  M. 

TXLLXBS. 

Goschen,  G.  J. 
Duff,  M.  E.  0. 
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NOES. 


Adderlej,  rt.  hon.  C.  B. 
AnneBlej,  hoo.  Col.  H. 
Anson,  hon.  Major 
ArbuthnoU,  hon.  G^. 

Sirfl. 
Archdall,  Gaptftin  M. 
BaUUe,  H.  J. 
Barrow,  W.  H. 
Barttelot,Ck)Ionel 
Beach,  Sir  M. 
Beach,  W.W.B. 
Beeoroft,  G.  S. 
Bentmck,G.W.P. 
Bentinck,  O.  C. 
Benjon,  R. 

Beresford,  rt  hon.  W. 
Beresford,  D.  W.  Paok- 
Bernard,  hon.  Colonel 
Booth,  Sir  R.G. 
Bo?ilI,W. 
Boyle,  hon.  G.  F. 
Bramley-Moore,  J; 
Bramrton,  T.  W. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Bridges,  Sir  B.  W. 
Briscoe,  J.  I. 
Brooks,  U, 
Bromley,  W.  D. 
Bui;ghle^  Lord 
Cairns,  Sir  H,  M'O. 
Caigill,  W.  W. 
Cirtwright,  Colonel 
CaTe.S. 
Chapman,  J. 

CliTc,  Capt.  hon.  G.  W. 
Cobbold  J.  0. 
Cochrane,  A.  D.R.W.B. 
CoIe,hon.H. 
Colo,  hon.  J.  L. 
Collins,  T. 
Conoliy,  T. 

Corry,rt.hon.  H.  L. 
Cowtenay,  Lord 
Cnbitt,  G. 
Daner,  S.  D. 
Dick,  P. 

Bickaon,  Colonel 
Disraeli,  rt  hon.  B. 
Do  Cane,  C. 
Ooncombe,  hon.  A. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,hon.A.F. 
Kgerton,  E.  C. 
%rt<m,  hon.  W. 
Farqnhar.SirM. 
Wj. 
Jwgnsson,  Sir  J. 
Femuid,W. 
genung,  T.  W. 

f onter,  Sir  G. 

f  fwer.  Sir  W.  A. 

Gallwey,  Sir  W.  P. 

Calway,  Visoonnt 

<Wge.J. 

Glsdione,  rt.  hon.  W. 

Goddart,A.L. 

Graham,  UrdW. 

6re«jhaU,G. 

Greenwood  J. 

GafiLuColonol 


Griffith,  CD. 

Grogan,  Sir  E. 

Halibarton,  T.  C. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Hamilton,  Visoonnt 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Hardy,  G. 

Hardy,  J. 

Haryey,  R.  B. 

Herrey,  Lord  A. 

Henrey,  Lord  A.H.  C. 

Hassard,  M. 

Hay,  Sir  J.  C.  D. 

Heathoote,  hon.  G.  H. 

Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W, 

Hennessy,  J.  P. 

Henniker,  Lord 

Herbert,  hon.  P.  E. 

Hesketh.  Sir  T.  G. 

Holford,  R.  S. 

Horsfidl,  T.  B. 

Hotham,  Lord 

Howes,  E. 

Hubbard,  J.  G. 

Humberston,  P.  S. 

Humphery,  W.  H. 

Hunt,  G.  W. 
Jerris,  Capt 

JoUiflfe,  rt.  hon.  Sir  W. 

G.  H. 
Jolli£fis,  H.  H. 
Jones,  D. 
Kekewich,  S.  T. 
Kendall,  N. 
Kennard,  R.  W. 
Ker,  D.  S. 
King,  J.  K. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knox,  Col. 
Laird,  J. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  Major  C. 
Lejh,  W.  J. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
LiddeU,hon.  H.  G. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
LyaU,  G. 
Lyffon,  hon.  F. 
liiEaoohn,  J.  W. 
Malina,  R. 
Miller,  T.J. 
Mills,  A. 
Mitford,W.  T. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  C. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morritt,  W.  J.  S. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Mnndy,  W. 
Murray,  W. 
Naas,  Lord 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
NiooI,W. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
ODonoghne,  The 
O'Neill,  E. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Palk,  Sir  L. 
Papillon,  P.  0. 


Parker,  Mi^r  W» 
Patten,  CoL  W. 
PauU,  H. 

Peaeocke,  G.  M.  W. 
Pennant,  hon.  OoL 
Peroy,  Earl 
Pevensey,  Visoount 
PhUips,  G.  L. 
PoweU,  F.  S. 
Powys-Lybbe,  P.  L. 
Repton,  Q.  W.  J. 
Rogers,  J.  J. 
Rolt,J. 
Rose,  W.  A. 
Salt,  T. 

Solater-Booth,  G. 
Soott,  Lord  H. 
Soourfleld,  J.  H. 
Selwyn,  C.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Somerset,  Colonel 
Somes,  J. 
Stanhope.  J.  B. 
Stirling,  W. 
Strong©,  Sir  J.  M.  ' 


Stuart,  Lieut.  CoL  W. 
Surtees,  H.  £. 
Taylor,  Colonel 
Torrens,  R. 

Tottenham,  Lt-Col.  C. 
Trefusis,  hon.  C.  H,  R. 
Trevor,  Lord  A.  E.  H. 
TroUope,  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Turner,  C. 
Vanoe,  J. 
Vemer,  Sir  W. 
Vemer,  E.  W. 
Waloott,  Admiral 
Walker,  J.  R. 
Walpole,  rt  hon.  S.  H. 
Walter,  J. 

Watlington,  J.  W.  P. 
Whiteside,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Whitmore,  H. 
Williams.  F.M. 
Wood,  B.  T. 
Wyndham,hon.P. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Heathoote,  Sir  W. 
Northoote,  Sir  S. 


PRINCESS  OP  WALES.— ANSWER  TO 
ADDRESS. 

YisoouMT  BURT  (Treasurer  of  the 
HouBchold)  reparUd  Her  Majesty's  An- 
swer to  Address  [8th  June]  as  follows: — 

I  thank  you  Btnewrely  for  your  loyal  and 
dutiful  Address  on  the  Birth  of  the  Prince 
My  Grandson ;  and  I  receive  with  much 
satisfaction  the  renewed  assurance  of  your 
attachment  to  my  Person  and  Family. 

FOBTIFICATIOKS  AKD  WORKS  BILL; 

RoBo\uiiou»lJvaielS1  reported, 

Bill  "  for  providing  a  further  sum  towards  de- 
fraying the  expenses  of  oonstruoting  Fortifications 
for  the  protection  of  the  Royal  Arsenals  and  Dock- 
yards and  the  Ports  of  Do?er  and  Portland,  and 
of  creating  a  Central  Arsenal,''  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  The  Marquess  of  HABTuroToif  and 
Viscount  Palmbbstov. 

Bin  presented,  and  vead  1».  [Bill  315.] 


HARBOTTRS  TRANSFER. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Milneb  Gibson,  Bill  to 
transfer  from  the  Admiralty  to  the  Board  of 
Trade  powers  and  duties  relative  to  certain  Har- 
bours, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Mzucbb 
GiBS^  and  Lord  CLaBBSca  Paobt. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  l".  [Bill  216.] 


House  wyoumed  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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HOTTSE    QF    LOEBS, 
ThuTBday^  June  15,  1865. 

HINUTESjV-Pimuo  ^ruA^Firti  Reading— 
Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  *  (lo7) ; 
Colonial  Lawi  Validity* (158);  Colonial  Mar- 
riages Validity*  (160);  Lunatic  Asylum  Act 
(1853)  <&c.  Amendment*  (160)  :  MetaUiferous 
Mines  (No.  2)*  (163.) 

Second  Reading  —  Dockyard  Extensions*  (148) ; 
Local  GoTernment  Supplemental  (No.  4)  (144) ; 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  Acta  (Ire- 
land) Amendment*  (117);  Drainage  and  Im- 
proyement  of  Lands (^land)(ProYisional  Orders 
Confirmation)  (No.  2)  •(147);  Land  Deben- 
tures* (112). 

Select  Committee^ On  Locomotiyei  on  Roads, 
Earl  Malmesbury  added. 

Committee  —  Partnership  Amendment  (123) ; 
Militia  Ballots  Suspension* ;  Militia  Pay.* 

Referred  to  Select  CwumtW^e— Mortgage  Deben. 
tures  (107);  Land  Debentures  (Ireland)* 
(113);  Land  Debentures  tk>mt»a(«<:f.* 

Report -^  Militia,  Ballots  Suspension*;  Militia 
Pay.* 

Third  Reading— -LooiX  Govemment  Supplemental 
(No.  3)*  (127). 

COURTS  OF  JUSTICE  BUILDING  BILL. 

PETinOK  OF  ETHELDEEDA  BEOWNING. 

LoLD  STRATFORD  DB  REBCUFFE 
presented  a  Petition  of  Btheldreda  Brown- 
ing for  the  Amendment  of  the  Courts  of 
Justice  Building  Bill,  who  owned  seventeen 
hou8€«  in  New  Boswell  Court,  Lincoln's 
Inn,  immediately  contigi^ous  to  the  site  of 
the  new  Law  Courts.  T^is  lady  derived  her 
only  means  of  living  from  the  rents  of 
those  houses,  and  she  stated  that  in  con- 
sequence of  the  frequent  notices  which 
had  heen  served  upon  her  in  reference  to 
the  proposed  scheme  for  huilding  the  new 
Courts  of  Justice  she  had  lost  the  chief, 
portion  of  her  rents  since  the  beginning 
of  the  year  1860.  Although  he  (Lord 
Stratford  de  Redcliffe)  was  not  exactly 
aware  of  what  could  be  done  for  the 
lady's  relief,  he  thought  her  case  worthy 
of  some  consideration,  when  the  question 
of  compensating  the  owners  of  the  pro- 
perty taken  under  the  Bill  arose. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  quite 
agreed  that  the  case  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  was  a  very  hard  one,  and  al- 
though he  had  great  doubts  whether  there 
was  any  legal  mode  of  compensating  the 
lady,  still  he  was  glad  the  subject  had  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  tiieir  Lord- 
ships. In  consequence  of  the  various 
schemes  which  had  been  laid  before  Par- 
liament in  reference  to  the  proposed  new 
Courts  of  Justice,  notices  were  served 
upon  the  Petitioner  in  each  consecutive 


year— in  1860,  1861,  1868,  1864,  and 
1865— that  her  property  woidd  b^  re- 
quired. Thove  notices  were  not  acted nm; 
but,  as  the  fact  of  their  having  \m 
served  was  well  known,  she  hadloitthe 
chief  part  of  her  rents  since  the  year 
1860,  pers(mB  being  unwilliDg  to  t^ 
houses  out  of  which  they  wou^d  1^  liable 
to  be  turned  on  short  notice.  He  tmM 
that  when. the  question  of  compennluii 
arose  under  the  Bill  the  claims  of  thia 
lady  would  receive  some  oQiisideratioii. 

Lo^  REDESDALE  said,  that  whiis 
regretting  the  hardship  Mrs.  Browoiig 
had  experienced,  he  could  not  see  how 
her  case  differed  from  those  of  hnndreds 
of  persons  who  had  been  subjected  to  the 
same  inconveniences  from  the  noticee  that 
had  been  served  on  them  by  the  metn^ 
litan  railways  of  their  intention  to  take 
their  property.  Neither  did  he  see  from 
what  source  the  compensation  was  to  te 
derived. 

Thb  LORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  Ae 
ladjr  referred  to  had  made  frequent  appli- 
cations to  him  on  the  subject  now  before 
the  House,  and  bad  had  an  interview  witli 
him  to  explain  her  case.  He  oonfeesed  he 
felt  very  much  for  her,  but  he  did  notice 
how  she  could  be  compensated  under  the 
present  Bill  for  her  five  years'  loseee. 
However,  the  evil  arising  from  notioee  of 
this  description  had  attained  such  pr(^^ 
tions  that  he  thought  the  subject  ougbt  to 
be  dealt  with  by  some  distinct  legislatlTe 
enactment. 

PARTNERSHIP   AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(no.    123.)      OOMMITTBE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clause  1  (The  Advance  of  Mooey  on 
Contract  to  receive  a  Share  of  Profits  not 
to  constitute  the  Lender  a  Partner.) 

LoBD  ST.  LEONARDS  exi>res86d  bis 
disapprobation  ol  l^e  principle  involved  i& 
the  clause,  which  he  ^ared  would  W  cal* 
culated  to  embarrass  the  transactions  oi 
trade. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Obbj^ 
FOEi)  and  Lord  Wbksletdale,  which  were 
inaudible, 

Claase  agreed  io. 

Clauses  2^  3,  and  4  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (In  Case  of  Bankruptcy,  Ac, 
Lender  not  to  rank  with  other  GreditoTB.) 

LoKD  CHELVSEORD  said,  he  believad 
that  that  elaose,  which  was  the  only  OM 
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in  the  Bill  that  proposed  to  give  any  pro- 
tection to  the  general  creditor,  womd  re- 
quire cazefol  consideration  before  it  was 
sanctioned  bj  the  House. 

Thb  lord  OHANCEIXOR  suggested 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  should 
submit  to  their  Lordships  any  Amendment 
of  the  clause  be  migbt  tlunk  adTtaable 
on  the  bringing  up  of  tbe  Report 

loBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  tbat  on  tbe 
bringing  up  of  the  Report  be  sbould  pro- 
pose a  clause  to  tbe  effect— 

"  That  if  the  lender  of  any  saoh  loan  ihall 
withdraw  the  lame  or  anj  part  of  it  from  tbe 
trade  or  business  in  question,  and  if  within  a 
year  afterwards  the  trader  shaU  be  adjudged  a 
banknipt  or  insolvent,  or  make  any  agreement 
with  his  creditors  to  pay  less  than  20s,  in  the 
pound,  or  should  die  in  insolvent  oircomstancee, 
tbe  amount  so  withdrawn  shall  be  liable  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  payment  of  the  creditors." 

LoBB  CRANWORTH  thought  tbe  Bill 
was  already  strong  enough  to  prevent 
fraud. 

Olanse  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

LoBD  BROnOHAM,  on  tbe  Report, 
said,  he  bigbly  approved  of  this  amend- 
ment of  the  law.  It  was  a  natural  and 
nsefol  consequence  of  tbose  great  improve- 
ments in  our  commercial  law,  tbe  limited 
liability  and  the  abolition  of  the  Usury 
Laws ;  and  beside  its  other  merits,  it  bad 
that  of  relieving  tbe  courts  from  tbe  most 
subtle  distinctions  wbicb  bad  been  intro- 
duced ratber  perhaps  by  tbe  process  and 
decisions  of  courts,  and  some  of  wbicb  by 
their  refinements  and  subtleties  reflected 
no  very  great  credit  upon  tbese  tribunals. 

An  Amendment  made;  Tbe  Report 
thereof  to  be  received  on  Mondof  next; 
and  Bill  to  be  prinUd  as  amended.    (No. 

162.) 

UXJAL  GOVERNMENT  SUPPLEMENTAL 
(No.  4)  BILL— (No.  144.) 
SEOOHD  BBADINO. 

Order  fi>r  Second  Reading  read. 

ifowd,  "  Tbat  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
^Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy.) 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  preeetUed  a  Pe- 
tition of  Charles  Hay  Ereweo,  Bsq.»  a  land- 
owner  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Hastings, 
prajiof  to  be  beard  by  oounsel  against 
the  BiU.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford)  regarded 
the  Provisional  Order  to  which  tbe  Bill 
referred  as  so  objectionable  tbat  be  sbould 
We  opposed  tbe  second  reading  bad  not 
^  proper  conne  been  pointed  out  by 


Parliament.  Tbe  77th  seetion  of  tbe 
Local  Government  Act  provided  tbat  in 
ease  of  any  petition  being  presented  te 
either  Hoose  of  Parliament  against  any 
ProfisionarOrder,  tbe  Bill  must  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee,  and  tbe 
petitioner  be  allowed  to  appear  by  oounsel 
and  oppose  it*  as  in  tbe  case  of  a  Private 
Bill.  This  Provisional  Order  proposed  to 
take  eompnlsorily  tbe  land  of  Mr.  Frewen, 
the  petitioner,  for  tbe  purpose  of  widen- 
ing and  improving  a  certain  lane  at 
Hastings.  There  were  two  formidable 
objections  to  tbis«— one  in  point  of  policy, 
the  other  in  point  of  law.  Local  Boards 
bad  large  powers  entrusted  to  them, 
which  were  peoaliarly  liable  to  abuse  ; 
and  it  was  because  be  believed  these 
powers  bad  not  been  properly  applied  in 
the  present  instance  that  he  wished  to 
explain  the  eirenmstanoes  before  tbe  Bill 
went  to  a  Committee.  Tbe  Provisional 
Order  bad  been  made  at  tbe  instigation 
of  a  Mr.  Pope,  who  bad  no  property 
within  tbe  district,  but  who  was  tbe 
owner  of  a  tract  of  building  land  outside  it. 
Mr.  Pope  applied  to  tbe  Local  Board,  and 
told  them  that  if  they  would  make  an 
order  to  widen  and  improve  this  land,  he 
would  pay  tbe  whole  of  tbe  purchase 
money  of  the  land  required  and  legal 
costs,  and  contribute  £100  towards  the 
improvement.  Without  doubt  these  powers 
were  not  entrusted  to  Local  Boards  for 
the  benefit  of  individuals,  although  indivi- 
duals might  incidentally  be  benefited,  but 
for  the  advantage  of  tbe  inhabitants  ge- 
nerally ;  and  it  was  therefore  against 
public  policy  tbat  an  Act  like  this  for  the 
benefit  of  a  private  individual  should  be 
passed.  Then  as  to  tbe  legal  objection. 
He  contended  tbat  all  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Act  incorporated  tbe  Public  Health 
(1848)  Act,  wbicb  required  that  land  to 
be  taken  for  improvements  sbould  be 
taken  by  agreement,  and  by  agreement 
only,  and  not  eompnlsorily,  as  in  this  case. 
It  might  be  said  tbat  several  Provisional 
Orders  before  this  had  been  sanctioned  ; 
but  if  so  be  eould  only  say  be  was  sorrv 
for  it,  as  they  were  perfectly  illegal,  though 
if  tbe  parties  were  agreed  no  great  barm 
might  be  done.  It  had  been  stated  tbat 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  bad  decided 
against  Mr.  Frewen,  but  that  was  altoge- 
ther a  mistake.  An  application  was  made 
for  a  writ  of  certiorari  to  remove  the  order 
into  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  for  tbe 
purpose  of  its  being  quashed.  When  tbe 
rule  came  to  be  argued,  it  was  held  tbat 
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the  ProTisioiial  Order  was  of  no  raliie  till 
it  had  been  confirmed  by  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament; and  as  it  might  noTor  reeeiTO 
that  confirmation,  the  Court,  therefore,  had 
no  power  then  to  consider  the  'matter. 

LoKD  STANLEY  op  ALDERLBY  could 
only  say,  in  answer,  that  it  was  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  the  object  of  this  Provi- 
sional Order  was  to  benefit  a  particular 
individual.  This  Provisional  O^er  pro- 
ceeded from  the  body  entrusted  with  the 
local  management  of  the  town,  and  if 
they  recommended  the  improvement  the 
inference  was  that  it  was  for  the  accommo- 
dation of  the  public.  In  fact,  the  action 
in  this  matter  had  been  taken  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  ratepayers  of  the  district, 
and  the  widening  of  the  lane  in  question 
was  regarded  as  a  great  public  improve- 
ment. With  regard  to  the  legal  point  raised, 
he  did  not  feel  competent  to  dispute  the  po- 
sition laid  down  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  He  could  only  say  this,  that  during 
the  last  five  Sessions  of  Parliament  not 
fewer  than  twenty-five  Acts  had  passed 
on  the  supposition  of  powers  being  pos- 
sessed by  local  improvement  bodies  to 
take  lands  compulsorily  for  widening  and 
improving  streets.  It  was  quite  true  that 
in  the  original  Act  for  the  improvement  of 
towns  no  compulsory  powers  were  given ; 
but  it  was  contended,  whether  rightly  or 
wrongly  he  did  not  know,  that  these  com- 
pulsory powers  were  incidentidly  trans- 
ferred to  them  by  the  Act  of  1858,  which 
incorporated  the  Lands  Clauses  Act.  He 
quite  agreed  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  done  right  in  calling  attention 
to  this  case. 

LoBD  CRANWORTH  made  an  observa- 
tion on  the  question  of  law  which  was 
inaudible. 

The  Duke  op  CLEVELAND  said,  there 
was  a  great  desire  at  Hastings  that  this 
useful  project  should  be  carri^  out.  The 
lane  or  road  which  it  was  sought  to  widen 
led  from  the  town  to  the  country,  and  was 
at  present  much  too  narrow  for  the  traffic. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  thought  that  the 
question  of  law  involved  in  the  Bill 
should  not  be  left  to  the  decision  of  a 
Select  Committee.  If  tliis  were  a  case  in 
which  one  person  was  seeking  to  obtain 
rights  over  the  property  of  another  for  his 
own  advantage  the  House  should  refuse  its 
sanction  to  the  projected  improvement. 

Motion  o^r^e?  to;  Bill  read  2»  accord- 
ingly and  committed;  the  Committee  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Lord  CheUnsford 


MORTGAGE  DEBENTURES  BILL. 
Referred  to  a  Select  Committee:  The 
Lords  following  were  named  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  the  Committee  to  meet  oa  Monday 
next,  at  One  o'Clock,  and  to  appoint  their 
own  Chairman  :— 


Ld.  Ohanoellor. 

D.  Mikriboroiigfa. 
M.  Saliflbaiy. 
M.  Bath. 

E.  Malmesbury. 
y.  Hutohinaon. 


L.  Bojie. 

L.  Stanley  of  Aldvlij. 
L.  Oranworth. 
L.  Saint  Leonudi. 
L.  Chelnuford. 


LAND  DEBENTURES  (IRELAND)  BILL 
(No.  lis.) 

SEFEBXED  TO    SELECT  COMHITIEE. 

On  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Cou  the 
said  Bill  was  ref&rred  to  the  saoie  Select 
Committee. 

LAND  DEBENTURES  BILL. 
Bill  read  2^  (according  to  Order)^  aod 
ref&rred  to  the  same  Select  (ilommittee. 

LOCOMOTIVES  ON  ROADS  BttL 
(No.  108.)      SELECT  COMXITTES. 

The  Eabl  op  HARDWICKE  moved, 
that  the  Earl  of  Malmeshury  be  added  to 
the  Select  Committee  on  this  Bill. 

The  Eabl  op  MAXMESBUBY  aaid,  be 
would  take  this  opportunity  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  inconvenience  of  the  new 
Standing  Order,  which  required  a  day's 
notice  for  the  nomination  of  any  noble 
Lord  to  serve  on  a  Select  Committee. 
Formerly  the  Committee  was  formed,  and 
Peers  could  be  added  as  the  exigency  de- 
manded. He  felt  great  interest  in  tbe  1 
Locomotives  on  Roads  Bill,  and  on  fft^ 
day  he  mentioned  to  his  noble  Friend 
who  had  charge  of  the  measure  (the  Eui 
of  Hardwicke)  that  he  should  wish  to 
serve  on  the  Select  Committee.  A  dsy'j 
notice  being  necessary,  his  noble  i^eod 
had  been  unable  to  move  the  addition  of 
his  name  till  this  evening ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee had  been  sitting  cdl  day,  and,  per- 
haps, had  got  through  their  business. 
Again,  in  the  case  of  the  Mortgage  Se* 
bentures  Bill,  he  himself  was  anxious  to 
substitute  two  names  for  those  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  who  had  told  him  he 
would  be  unable  to  attend,  and  his  noUe 
Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury),  who 
would  be  prevented  from  serving  owing  t» 
domestic  affliction;  but,  as  notice  wis 
necessary,  he  should  not  be  able  to  make 
the  change  until  Monday,  so  that  at  this 
late  period  of  the  Session  two  valoaU^ 
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days  wonld  be  lost  in  conseqxieiioe  of  tbe 
operation  of  the  new  Order. 

Thb  £abl  of  HARDWICKE  said,  the 
O0W  BTstem  retarded  publio  busineas. 

Easl  stanhope  defended  the  Stand- 
ing Order.  The  old  system  was  inde- 
fensible, as  under  it  the  Honse  had 
no  control  over  the  nomination  of  its 
Committees.  Formerly  the  list  was  set- 
tled by  a  leading  Member  on  eaoh  side 
of  the  Hoase,  and  the  only  notice  the 
House  had  of  the  Committee  was  when 
the  Lord  Chancellor  read  the  names  from 
the  woolsack.  The  change  of  system  had 
first  been  tried  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  gave  general  satisfaction,  and  the  ob- 
jections wUch  had  been  urged  arose  rather 
from  the  inoonvenienoes  incident  to  the 
introduction  of  a  new  system.  If  any 
improvements  in  detail  could  be  sug- 
gested he  would  be  glad  to  adopt  them  ; 
but  he  had  settled  the  Resolution  on 
which  the  new  system  was  founded  after 
(x>n8ultation  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Par- 
liament, and  he  believed  it  would  be  of 
service. 

Eajkl  grey  said,  he  thought  the  new 
system  was  calculated  to  insure  regularity 
in  the  proceedings,  and  that  the  Standing 
Order  should  be  adhered  to. 

Thb  Eabl  op  DONOTJGHMORE  said, 
the  old  system  worked  more  smootUy. 

LoBD  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY  con- 
corred  with  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Stan- 
h(n>e)  in  thinking  that  the  new  Order  had 
a  beneficial  operation. 

Thb  Eabl  of  CORK  thought  the  Reso- 
lution was  likely  to  lead  to  great  inconve- 
nience, and  if  he  met  with  any  support 
he  would  move  its  repeal. 

LoKD  REDESDALE  thought  that  it 
would  be  very  objectionable  to  move 
alterations  in  their  Orders  upon  the  spur 
of  the  moment.  They  had  certainly  found 
the  greatest  advantage  in  referring  Bills 
to  Select  Committees,  who  put  them  into 
a  satisfactory  shape  before  they  came  to 
their  Lordships  for  consideration  ;  and, 
therefore,  it  was  a  course  which,  instead 
of  delaying  frequently  expedited  the  pro- 
gress of  Bms.  upon  the  present  occasion 
a  delay  of  two  or  three  days  was  of  no 
consequence,  because  they  certainly  were 
not  so  near  the  end  of  the  Session  as  to 
i^der  this  short  period  of  importance. 
With  regard  to  the  Standing  Order,  no 
doubt  it  might  occasionally  cause  inconve- 
nience; but,  speaking  generally,  notice 
on  the  change  of  names  was  just  as  neces- 
•uy  as  on  ttie  original  nomination. 

TOL.  CLXZX,    [thibi>  sbbibb.1 


After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of 
Habrowbt  and  Earl  Stakhopb,  Motion 
offresd  to;  the  Earl  of  Malmesbury  added 
to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  BilL 


METALLIFEEOUS  MINES  (nO.  2)  BILL  [HJ*.] 

A  Bill  reUtlog  to  MetaUiferouB  Bfines  Was 
pr^eM^  by  The  Lord  Rosas;  read  !•;  and  to  be 
printed,    (No.  100.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  auartar-past 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half.past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
IhtTBdaiff  June  15,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— Nbw  Writs  Issubd— For  Liskeard 
V.  Ralph  Osborne,  esquire,  Manor  of  Hemp« 
holme;  for  Coventry  v.  Sir  Joeeph  Pazton, 
deceased. 

SxLBOT  GoMiaTTxi  *-  Repofi — On  Master  and 
Serrant  (No.  370). 

PuBUC  Bills— AeA^M<iot»tn  Ccmiotif^— Colonial 
Docks  Loans ;  .Nary  and  Army  Expenditore, 
1863  and  1864. 

Ordered — Peace  Preserration  (Ireland)  Act  Oon- 
tinnance.* 

Second  RecuUna — Controller  of  the  Exohequer 
and  Public  Audit  [2081 ;  Pier  and  Harbour 
Orders  Confinnation  (No.  3)  *  [210] ;  Parson- 
ages •  [205]  [Lonif], 

Committee -- Mult  Duty  [160];  Sugar  Duties 
and  Drawbacks  [108]  ;  Inland  Reyenue  {re' 
eomm,)  [207];  Law  of  Evidence  [20]  [No 
Report];    Record    of    Title    (Ireland)    [1511 

[Lords'} ;  P«or  Law  Board  Continuance,  4o.  * 
197]  ;  Crown  Suits,  Ac.  (rtf-cwnm.)  •  [206] 
->-B.p.;  Kingstown  Harbour  *  [185] ;  Eccle- 
siastical Commission  (Superannuation  Allow- 
ances) •[201]. 

Beport — Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confinnation 
mo.  2)»  [168];  Malt  Duty  [160];  Sugar 
Duties  and  Drawbacks  [198] ;  Inland  Reye- 
nue {re^omm.)  [207] ;  Record  of  Title  Ire- 
land [151]  ILordi];  Poor  Law  Board  Con- 
tinuance, Ac.  •  [197]  ;  Kingstown  Harbour* 
[185]  ;  Ecclesiastical  Comnussion  (Superan- 
nuation Allowances)*  [201]. 

Considered  as  amended-^Skvj  and  Marines  (Pro- 
perty of  Deceased)*  [189]  ;  Naval  and  Marine 
Pay  and  Pensions  •  [190] ;  Penalties  Law 
Amendment  *  [218]. 

Third  Reading  —  Constabulary  Force  (Ireland) 
Act  Amendment*  [17e5];  Roman  Catholic 
Oath   [86];     Nayy  and    Marines   (Wills)* 


mdrawn^-^Oomt  of  Chancery  (Ireland)*  [11] 
[Mr.  Attorney  General] ;  Justices  of  the  Peace 
(Discretionary  Powers)'*  [69]. 
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OOMMITTBfi  OF  SELECTION. 
WBdAL  B0ORT. 

CoLONBL  WILSON  PATTEN  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  SelectioD  ;  That 
thej  kud  MOt  receiTed  from  Ur.  Fiwokija. 
one  of  the  MemberB  of  the  Committe#  on 
Oraup  No.  15  A  of  B^ilvaj  BilU,  or  from 
Mr.  rease,  one  of  the  iJemberq  of  4^e 
Committee  on  the  Hyde  Park  Gate  Estate 
Bill,  either  the  DeeUration  required  by  the 
lldth  Standing  Order,  er  any  ezcose  in 
lien  thereof.  At  this  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion it  was  very  difficult  for  the  Com- 
mittee of  Selection  to  dispose  of  the  re- 
maining business  oi  the  House,  and  while 
erery  endeavour  had  been  made  on  the 
part  of  the  Committee  to  procure  the 
attendance  of  Members,  he  saw  by  the 
Votes  of  the  House  last  (Wednesday) 
eTenfng  that  the  Chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion 
moved  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Poole 
(Mr.  Franklyn)  should  be  discharged  from 
his  attendance  on  the  Commfttee,  and  the 
result  bad  been  tb^t  all  parties  attending 
the  Committee  had  been  subjected  to  great 
inconTenienoe  and  cj^pense,  tiie  Committee 
being  unable  to  sit  in  conseqaenoe  of  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  Member.  He  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Members  of  the  Qouse  would 
hesitate  in  future  before  they  acceded  to 
a  similar  Motion,  and  had  he  been  in  the 
House  be  should  have  mored  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Poole  should  attend  the  Com- 
mittee forthwith.  However,  as  the  if otion 
had  been  agreed  to,  he  should  not  g«  fur- 
ther into  the  matter,  but  he  hoped  for  the 
future  hon.  Members  would  |pve  all  the 
assistance  in  their  power  to  get  through 
Uie  private  business  of  the  HouAe,  and  not 
lightly  endeavour  to  excuse  themselves 
from  attendance. 

Report  to  lie  upon  the  table. 


INDIA— ARMY  PROMOTION. 
QUESTIOK, 

Mr.  COBBOLD  said,  in  the  absence 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Captain  Jervis),  be 
would  b«g  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  Whether  he  has  received  any 
Despatch  er  Document  from  the  Oovemment 
of  aoy  Presidency  in  India,  pointing  out 
that  the  measures  devised  to  redress  the 
complainta  of  the  Officers  of  the  local  aer- 
▼ioa  have  created  a  grievance  for  the  Offi- 
cers of  the  Staff  Corps,  by  causing  not 
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only  luperMftieo  ef  the  Staff  Ootm  by 
local  Officers,  but  even  eopersessHHi  of 
Staff  Corps  Officers  by  Staff  C<m^  Olleers; 
and  stating  that  the  aupereeasion  thrragfa- 
ovt  the  wk^le  servioe  has  been  aggrvratted 
fifty-fold  by  the  Brevet  promotion  gifen  to 
^  local  Servioe  ;  if  so,  whether  be  wifl 
place  the  same  upon  the  table  of  the 
House? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  Government  of  Madras  had  pointed 
out  that  which  the  Indian  Government  at 
home  knew  well  before,  that  an  uniforiB  rale 
of  army  promotieo  would  lead  to  the  8Dpe^ 
session  of  some  officers  who  had  been  pe- 
cuKarly  fortunate  in  their  promotion ;  and 
they  had  sent  home  a  list  of  officers  wbe 
would  be  superseded.  It  did  not,  however, 
appear  that  except  in  a  verj  few  instancei 
the  rule  reforred  to  had  materially  altend 
the  position  of  officers. 


THE  INDIAN  BUDGET. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  7.  B.  SMITH  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India.  Whether 
it  be  his  intention  to  continue  in  future  the 
practice  of  bringing  forward  the  Indbo 
Budget  a  few  days  before  the  cbse  of  the 
Session,  as  heretofbre  ;  and,  if  not,  wbat 
arrangements  he  has  made  for  makisg  op 
the  Indian  financial  accounts  to  sq^  a 
period  as  will  enable  him  to  lay  them  upoa 
the  table  of  the  House  on  the  meetinr  of 
Parliament,  and  to  bring  forward  the  In- 
dian Budget  in  the  early  part  of  the  Ses- 
sion instead  of  at  the  close. 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  inreplj, 
that  the  day  upon  which  he  should  bring 
forward  the  Indian  Budget  must  depend 
upon  the  progress  which  was  made  with 
Supply  ;  but  he  hoped  to  make  his  state- 
ment either  on  that  day  week  or  on  Mon- 
dav  week 

Mr.  ARTHUR  MILLS  said,  he  woold 
beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  he  intends  to  propose  any  Loan 
for  the  service  of  India  during  the  present 
year? 

Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  that  he 
had  already  stated  that  he  entertamed  no 
such  intention. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
has  said  that  he  intends  to  bring  fbr- 
ward  Resolutions  with  regard  to  Indian 
Finance  without  layinfi:  the  accounts  upon 
the  table? 
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SiE  CHARLES   WOOD  replied  that 
he  had  made  no  such  etatement. 


MILEAGE  DUTIES  ON  STAGE  CAR- 
RUG£S.— QUESTION. 

IIb.  white  said,  be  befged  te  ask 
Mr.  Ghanoellorof  tbe  Exobeqner,  Wkelber 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
figarea  in  the  Stage  Carriagei,  &e.  Return 
(No.  309),  jnst  presented  to  this  Home, 
particularly  at  pages  2  and  3,  as  showing 
that  the  recent  Act,  26  4  27  Ftfc<.,  has 
aflbrded  no  relief  from  the  giieTOUS  amount 
of  Mileage  Duties  imposed  on  road  eon- 
▼ejSDces  oarrjing  passengers  at  separate 
f&res,  in  London  and  other  large  towns, 
io  competition  with  Raitwar  Trains  and 
untaxed  Steam  Boats ;  and  whether,  as 
the  population  of  large  towns  use  to  a  rery 
great  extent  Stage  Carriages  or  Omnibuses, 
his  consideration  has  been  giren  to  the 
justice  of  extending  the  proTisions  of  the 
Act  26  k  27,  Vki.  to  erery  description  of 
rehide  ? 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  BXCHB- 
QUER,  in  reply,  said,  he  bad  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  any  adrantage  would  be 
derifed  by  large  towns  from  the  extension 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  26  ii  27  Ftef. 
There  was  no  tendency  in  those  towns  to 
use  vehicles  carrying  only  a  small  number 
of  passengere,  but  rather  to  establish  large 
ones.  The  object  of  the  Act  was  to  ac- 
commodate  small  towns,  Tillages,  and  minor 
railway  staticns,  where  the  traffic  was  so 
imall  that  it  would  not  pay  to  establish 
hirge  yehicles.  With  regard  to  the  other 
portion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  question, 
he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  could 
only  refer  to  what  he  stated  when  he  made 
hit  last  financial  statement — namely,  that 
itmight  be  desirable  to  re-consider  the  taxes 
on  locomotion  with  a  view  to  their  reduction 
or  omission  when  the  state  of  the  revonue 
would  permit  it  to  be  done  with  justice  and 
propriety,  otherwise  it  would  set  aside 
claims  of  a  mor^  pressing  character.  Of 
course  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  take 
loeasures  this  Session  inth  reference  to  the 
Bobject. 

THE  SILVER  COINAGE.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  C.  BWART  said,  in  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr. 
William  Ewart),  he  would  beg  to  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Bxeheqner,  Whether,  in 
the  erent  of  the  contemplated  issue  of  a  new 
SiWer  Coinage,  it  is  intended  to  adopt  the 
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proportioB  of  iiine-tenths  fine  and  ona^ 
tenth  alloy,  in  confonmty  with  the  usage 
of  most  BttTopaan  oountries,  and  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Intematioiud  Statia- 
tieal  Congress  f 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHB- 
QUER,  in  reply,  said,  he  was  not  in  a 
conditioB  at  present  te  giro  a  yery  distinct 
answer  to  the  qaestion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. No  proposal  had  been  made  or  ma< 
tared  np  to  the  present  time  for  the  iss«e 
of  a  new  sHrer  coinage,  er  the  eompoiitien 
of  that  coinage.  He  anderstoed  that  the 
Master  of  the  Mint,  who  had  great  and 
deserved  avthority  on  all  matters  eoe- 
neoted  with  hia  <^ce«  entertained  eertain 
views  with  respect  to  the  best  eompositioa 
for  silver  coins,  but  he  had  not  yet  BMde 
any  proposition  to  the  Oofomment  on  the 
snbject. 


RAILWAY   TRAVELLING. 
<4nB8TI0ff. 

CoLOona  GREYILLB  said,  he  rose  to 
a^  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade^ 
If  be  is  prepared  te  take  any  steps  with  a 
Tiew  to  prerent  tbe  doors  sf  railway  car- 
riages being  locked  in  future  ;  and  if  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  additional 
peril  incurred  by  passengers  travelling  on 
railways  from  the  objectionable  practice 
adopted  on  many  lines  of  fixing  a  bar  across 
the  centre  of  the  windows  of  railway  oar* 
riages,  whereby  the  egress  of  passengers 
in  case  of  accidents  is  effectually  pre- 
vented ? 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  in  reply, 
that  some  years  ago  a  circular  was  sent 
round  to  the  railway  companies,  after  a 
serious  accident  had  taken  place  in  France 
and  loss  of  life  had  been  caused  by  the 
circumstance  that  the  doors  of  the  carriages 
were  locked.  The  circular  asked  the  com- 
panies to  take  care  that  in  future  both 
doors  should  not  be  locked,  and  from  the 
answers  that  were  received  it  appeared 
that  all  the  companies  concurred  in  the 
necessity  of  having  at  least  one  door  left 
open.  It  appeared  that  at  the  recent  ac- 
cident at  Eeynsham,  on  the  Great  Western 
Railway,  both  doors  of  some  of  the  com- 
partments were  locked  ;  but  that  he  be- 
lieved was  the  result  of  accident.  Some 
of  the  carriages  had  been  turned  at  the 
previous  station,  and  the  person  whose 
duty  it  was  to  hare  unlocked  what  had 
been  the  off  doors,  but  which  had  become 
the  near  doors,  forgot  to  do  so.  He  was 
also  informed  that  the  accident  arose  from 
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the  key  baying  been  dropped  between  tbe 
carriages  and  tbe  platform  just  before  tbe 
train  started.  As  a  rule,  howoTer,  one 
door  was  always  left  opeii.  Witb  regard 
to  the  bars  across  tbe  windows  of  tbe  car- 
riages, tbat  arrangement  was  adopted 
partly  in  consequence  of  tbe  Board  of 
Trade,  because  some  of  tbe  carriages  were 
so  broad  tbat  danger  was  likely  to  result 
in  tbe  narrow  tunnels  to  passengers  lean- 
ing out  of  tbe  windows.  Tbe  Metropolitan 
Railway  bad  placed  bars  across  tbe  win- 
dows of  tbeir  carriages,  but  of  so  weak  a 
construction  tbat  tbe  passengers  could 
easily  break  tbem  ;  so  that  persons  wish- 
ing to  make  tbeii;  escape  through  tbe 
windows  would  be  enabled  to  break  them 
down  without  very  great  exertion. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH,  adverting  to 
the  answer  of  tbe  President  of  tbe  Board 
of  Trade,  said,  be  wished  to  ask,  whether 
tbe  practice  which  he  seemed  to  approve, 
of  locking  one  door  only  of  a  railway  car- 
riage, would  not  allow  the  locked  door  to 
be  uppermost  in  case  of  tbe  overturn  of  tbe 
carriage  in  certain  cases  of  accident ;  and, 
if  so,  how  the  ready  egress  of  the  occu- 
pants from  the  carriage  would  be  facili- 
tated. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  could 
not  answer  the  question.  He  was  informed 
that  the  door  locked  was  always  the  off 
door,  otherwise  persons  might  get  out  on 
that  side  and  find  themselves  run  over  by 
the  trains  on  the  other  line. 


VACANT    INSPECTORSHIP    OF 
C  RARITIES.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  FERRAND  said,  he  rose  to  repeat 
tbe  question  which  he  bad  put  on  a  former 
occasion  as  to  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  fill  up  the  office  of  Inspector  of 
Charities,  vacant  by  the  death  of  Mr.  J. 
Simons,  jun. 

Mr.  H.  a.  BRUCE  said,  in  reply,  that  tbe 
Commissioners  of  Charities  bad  considered 
the  subject,  and  had  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  present  state  of  the  business 
of  the  Office  did  not  enable  them  to  reduce 
the  number  of  Inspectors.  The  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government  had 
therefore  appointed  Mr.  Good,  who  had 
been  chief  clerk  of  the  Office  for  ten  years, 
whose  special  knowledge  of  the  business 
of  the  Commission  and  whose  other  quali- 
fications justified  tbe  eipectation  tbat  he 
would  fill  the  office  of  Inspector  of  Chari- 
ties with  efficiency. 

Mr.  Milner  Oihaon 


ANGLO-AUSTRIAN  OOMMERCUL 
TREATY.-^iUESTION. 

Mr.  BAINES  said,  be. wished  to  ask 
tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  there  is  any  troth  in  ^e 
rumour  tbat  the  negotiations  for  a  net 
Anglo-Austrian  Commercial  Treaty  his 
failed. 

Mr.  LATARD  said,  in  reply,  tbat  then 
was  no  truth  whatever  in  the  rumour.  Oo 
the  contrary,  tbe  Commission  bad  been 
improved  by  tbe  addition  of  new  Members 
of  the  Austrian  Government.  The  Com- 
mission had  adjourned  for  the  hot  monthi, 
during  which  most  people  left  Yienna,  bot 
they  would  meet  again  in  September, 
and  there  was  every  prospect  that  their 
labours  would  be  attended  by  a  satisfiM- 
tory  result. 

MALT  DUTY  BILL-[Bill  160.] 
COHMITTBE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeedi 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exek- 
qwr.) 

Mr.  CAIRD  said,  that  this  Bill  vouldi 
in  his  opinion,  redress  part  of  the  just 
grievance  of  the  bariey  growers,  and  he 
therefore  supported  it.  He  had  declined 
to  offer  any  opinion  on  the  subject  of  the 
Malt  Tax  in  the  discussion  on  the  Budget, 
as  he  entirely  approved  tbe  remissions 
made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
But  the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  though  he 
had  since  modified  his  language,  spoke  so 
strongly  against  the  policy  of  any  fiitnre 
reduction  of  tbe  Malt  Tax,  that  be  felt 
desirous  of  presenting  some  points  on  the 
subject  for  bis  consideration.  He  held  that 
a  tax  which  impeded  the  growth  of  barlej 
was  injurious  to  the  agriculture  of  this 
country.  Of  all  com  crops,  barley  was 
the  most  friendly  to  the  farmer.  It  wm 
the  shortest  time  in  the  ground,  was  tbe 
least  exhaustive  of  the  soil,  was  sown  at 
the  best  season  for  cleaning  and  cultivating 
it,  while  it  formed  the  best  preparation  for 
grass,  and  was  tbe  most  suitable  to  folloir 
green  crops.  Independent  of  its  own  valae, 
barley  ficirming  thus  promoted  good  hos- 
bandry,  and  tbe  growth  of  those  crops 
which  were  necessary  for  the  production  of 
meat,  dairy  produce,  and  wool.  Now,  tbe 
production   of  meat  in  this  country  was 
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becoming  e? erj  year  a  matter  of  increasing 
importance.  Preyious  to  the  great  de- 
relopment  of  trade  and  industry,  the  con- 
sequence of  recent  financial  legislation »  a 
large  proportion  of  the  working  classes  in 
the  country  conld  not  afford  to  eat  meat 
more  thsn  once  a  week.  It  wonld  be  a 
most  moderate  computation  to  say  that  a 
million  of  persons  were  so  circumstanced, 
and  when  by  better  wages  these  persons 
were  enabled  to  eat  meat  daily  the  in- 
crease of  consumption  so  far  became  at 
once  sixfold.  Prices  were  thus  rapidly 
rising,  and  larger  demands  were  yearly 
being  made  upon  the  farmer  for  fat  cattle 
and  sheep.  It  had  been  said  that  a  penny  in 
the  pound  of  income  tax  made  a  difference 
to  the  revenue  of  the  conntry  of  a  million 
and  a  quarter,  but  a  penny  a  pound  on  the 
price  of  meat  was  equal  to  one  million  and 
a  quarter  sterling  on  the  annual  consump- 
tion of  the  metropolis  alone,  and  if  they 
took  that  of  the  United  Kingdom  they 
would  find  that  the  increase  of  every 
penny  on  the  pound  of  butcher's  meat 
would  cost  the  people  not  less  than  ten 
millions  sterling.  The  rise  in  the  price  of 
meat  during  the  last  ten  or  fifteen  years 
was  equal  to  twenty  millions  sterling  per 
annum.  Here  was  far  more  than  an 
equivalent  for  the  loss  of  the  Malt  Duty  to 
the  revenue.  If,  by  a  change  in  our  mode 
of  agriculture,  we  could  to  some  extent, 
e?en  if  not  to  the  full  extent,  meet  the 
increasing  demand  for  butcher's  meat,  we 
should  be  fully  compensated.  And  we 
must  reckon  not  only  on  the  increasing 
appetite  of  the  existing  population,  but  on 
the  demands  from  the  increase  of  popula- 
tion. That  went  on  at  a  rate  which  would 
absorb  every  three  years  the  whole  of  the 
fat  stock  produced  in  Scotland.  Foreign 
countries  could  not  meet  the  demand.  The 
imports  of  foreign  stock  seemed  to  have 
reached  their  maximum.  The  same  causes 
were  at  work  abroad  as  at  home  in  pro- 
ducing an  increased  demand  for  butcher's 
meat.  Increased  wages  everywhere  were 
followed  by  increased  consumption.  Now, 
the  substitution  of  barley  for  wheat  in  his 
course  of  crops  would  at  once  enable  the 
farmer  to  increase  his  production  of  meat. 
In  former  times,  under  protective  duties, 
wheat,  from  its  comparatively  high  price, 
was  unduly  forced  into  culture.  On  clay 
land  especially  it  was  looked  to  exclusively, 
BO  much  so  that  many  farmers  thought 
such  land  unsuited  to  barley.  But  the 
gradual  rise  in  the  price  of  barley,  and  the 
fall  in  that  of  wheat,  had  encouraged  the 
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growth  of  barley  on  clay  soil,  to  the  great 
advantage  of  the  farmer  and  the  more 
economical  and  better  cultivation  of  his 
farm.  The  strong  clays,  which  were 
formerly  thought  not  fit  for  barley,  would 
in  fact  produce  heavier  crops,  though 
not  of  the  finest  malting  qualities,  than  the 
best  barley  lands.  In  the  neighbourhood 
of  Heme  Bay  no  less  than  ten  quarters  of 
barley  per  acre  had  last  year  been  grown 
upon  the  stiffest  of  clay  soils.  Wheat  re- 
quired to  be  sown  in  the  autumn  ;  and  it  was 
obviously  a  great  advantage  where,  as  in 
the  case  of  barley  crops,  the  farmers  could 
take  a  green  crop,  say  of  mangolds,  off 
the  land  before  it  was  Wanted  for  sowing 
in  the  spring.  He  could  plough  and  sow 
in  better  season,  and  might  grow  green 
crops  in  many  instances,  and  thus  feed 
sheep  and  cattle  where,  under  the  old 
wheat  system,  that  was  impossible.  A 
barley  farmer  could  scarcely  be  a  bad 
farmer.  His  corn  crop  not  only  was  less 
severe  upon  the  land,  but  it  was  preceded 
and  followed  by  green  crops  and  grass, 
which  restored  fertility.  He,  therefore, 
maintained  that  it  would  be  an  immense 
advantage  to  British  agriculture,  and 
to  the  increased  production  of  meat,  dairy 
produce,  and  wool,  if  barley  could,  to  a 
large  extent,  be  substituted  for  wheat. 
He  was  quite  aware  of  the  fact  that  barley 
had  risen  in  value  more  than  any  other 
kind  of  com,  and  of  the  force  of  the  ar- 
gument which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  based  upon  that  fact.  From 
1800  to  1850  one  bushel  of  wheat  was 
worth  two  of  barley.  Since  1850  barley 
had  more  nearly  approached  the  price  of 
wheat,  and  the  moment  barley  became 
nearly  eqtfal  to  wheat  in  value  it  would  be 
largely  substituted  as  a  crop  for  it.  There 
was  another  reason :  the  farmer  could 
grow  a  much  larger  crop  of  barley  than 
of  wheat  on  the  same  land.  The  amount 
would  probably  be  from  5^  to  6  quarters 
of  barley  instead  of  4  quarters  of  wheat, 
besides  giving  to  the  ^mer  greater  faci- 
lities in  the  production  of  butchers'  meat. 
It  was  no  satisfactory  answer  to  say  that 
this  advance  in  the  price  of  barley  had 
taken  place  under  the  disadvantages  of  a 
heavy  exceptional  tax.  The  owners  and 
occupiers  of  day  land  in  this  country 
needed  all  the  fair  play  they  could  get. 
The  fact  that  barley  could,  even  with  a 
heavy  malt  duty,  be  grown  with  more  pro- 
fit than  wheat,  was  no  reason  for  continu- 
ing an  exceptional  tax.  Barley  was  the 
wine  crop  of  this  country.    As  the  people 
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Wftme  better  off  they  took  m^re  of  that 
which  wat  the  produce  of  it,  and  that  was 
the  reaaon  that  the  price  had  riaen  more 
than  that  of  any  other  crop.  Bat  it  would 
rise  atill  further,  aad  be  atiU  more  remo- 
aeratife  but  tat  thia  heayy  duty.  Agricul- 
turista  did  not  aak  any  daaa  advantage — 
any  return  to  protective  duties  or  legisk- 
tire  eneonragements.  They  asked  simply 
to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  aa  the 
hop  grower,  the  potato  grower,  the  ooal- 
owner,  or  the  ironnQLaater«  that  our  raw 
produce  abould  not  be  subjected  to  ezcep- 
tioaal  taxation.  The  £armers  of  the  heavy 
olay  Lands  especially  deserved  the  sympa- 
thies of  the  Legislature.  They  wanted  no 
protection  ;  but  what  they  did  aak  for,  and 
this  they  had  a  right  to  demand,  was  thai  no 
exceptional  taxation  should  be  laid  on  the 
articiea  which  they  produced,  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  unfairly  to  limit  their  use. 
Though  it  was  true,  as  recently  remarked 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
the  pice  of  barley  had  of  late  been  en- 
hanced more  than  other  portions  of  the 
agriculturist's  produce,  the  rise  would  have 
beea  still  greater  without  the  present  bur- 
den on  the  cultivation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  arguing  the  question  on  a 
former  occasion,  had  referred  ■■ 

Mb.  speaker  :  Let  me  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Oeatleman  that  this  is  not  a  fit- 
ting oceasioB  to  reply  to  a  speech  made  in 
a  former  debate  and  on  another  subject. 
This  is  not  the  continnance  of  a  debate  on 
tiie  same  Bill. 

Mr.  OAIRD  said,  he  woald  avoid  any 
referraoe  to  the  former  debate,  and  would 
confine  his  observations  entirely  to  the 
effect  of  the  Malt  Tax  upon  the  agri« 
eulture  of  the  country.  With  regard  to 
the  argument  of  injustice  to  Scotland  in 
the  matter  of  the  spirit  duty,  that  had  not 
been  advanced  by  any  Scotchman.  The 
consumption  of  whisky  in  that  country 
was  deoreaeinff.  and  that  of  beer  steadily 
increasing.  He  ww  informed  that  the 
quantity  of  malt  used  in  Edinburgh  in 
brewing  beer  had  risen  from  32,000  quar- 
ters in  1854  to  160,000  quarters  in  1864, 
and  that  from  two  causes — first,  the  in- 
creased price  of  spirits ;  and  secondly, 
the  improved  quality  of  the  beer.  A  change 
from  raw  spirits  to  beer  was  one  which  all 
wise  nsea  commended,  and  any  policy  which 
would  tend  that  way  would  not  be  nnjust 
to  Scotland.  One  word  with  regard  to  the 
intereats  of  the  consumers  of  beer.  In 
wen  country,  except  England,  milk  was 
nmh  used  as  an  article  of  food  by  the 


vrnatk  of  the  j[>eople.  In  Scotland,  IreliAdi 
on  the  Continent,  and  in  North  America 
milk  was  much  used.  But  it  could  not  hs 
bad  by  the  people  of  this  country,  tod 
every  year  milk  was  beooming  more  loares 
and  dear.  Home-brewed  ale  wm  an  ex- 
cellent  aubatitnte.  An  hon.  Friend  of  hit, 
who  had  had  much  experience,  tdd  bin 
that  he  never  knew  a  ba4  or  inefficient 
labourer  who  brewed  hia  own  beer.  H# 
had  not  the  temptation  of  the  beerhooie 
to  spend  his  money,  and  take  him  awif 
from  his  family.  He  mus^  for  these  res- 
sons  venture  to  urge  upon  the  ChaDoeHor 
of  the  Exchequer,  when  he  should  sgsia 
have  aaurplus  to  dispose  of — in  the  iotereit 
not  only  of  the  agriculturist,  but  of  tb 
consumer— the  great  advantage  there  would 
be  in  the  removal  of  any  impediment  whitb 
the  present  malt  duty  might  produce  npoi 
the  extended  cultivation  of  barley  io  thii 
country,  and  he  hoped  the  Chancellor  o{ 
the  Exchequer  would  give  to  the  question 
of  the  repeal  of  this  tax  his  most  fav(w> 
able  conaideration.  A  heavy  tax  on  as 
article  of  home  growth— the  wine  of  tbi 
country — which  in  En^and  drove  the  peo* 
pie  to  the  public-house,  and  which  impeded 
the  best  and  most  reproduotive  system  o( 
farming,  could  not  but  deserre  the  nott 
careful  consideration  of  the  House. 

SiB  FITZROY  KBI/LY  said,  be  felt 
bound  to  express  his  g^at  sati^fsetioo 
that  a  Gentleman  so  eminently  qualified 
to  deal  with  Uie  subject,  and  so  familisr 
with  it  in  all  its  detailsi  should  bsve 
directed  his  attention  and  that  of  tbe 
House  to  the  bearing  of  the  tax  upon 
the  agriculture  of  the  country.  There 
was  another  point  in  connaotion  with  tbe 
question,  the  importance  of  which  soald 
scarcely  be  overrated — namely,  the  effect 
of  the  Malt  Tax  upon  tbe  price  of  meet 
All  who  had  experience  and  had  fairly  sod 
impartially  convdered  that  braneh  of  tbe 
subjeet,  were  perfectly  satisfied  that  it 
was  one  which  bore  upon  the  interest  ef 
the  entire  community,  but  more  espe- 
cially that  portion  of  it  who  were  us- 
able to  indulge  more  than  onee  or  twice 
in  the  week  in  the — to  tbein'^luxnry  of  s 
single  pUteful  of  butcher's  n»eat.  Tbe 
kindred  Bill,  for  taking  off  the  duty  upoo 
ipalt  for  feeding  cattle,  bad  been  fraqtiedi 
he  had  no  doubt,  in  i^n  e^^l^t  spirit; 
but,  unfortunately,  it  had  been  hampered 
by  every  sort  of  restriction  %nd  compK^ 
tion,  and,  moreover,  had  couao  before  the 
House  accompanied  by  the  report  of  * 
gentleman  of  great  experience^  wbioh  went 
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to  ihow  tliai  llie  Bill  wodd  be  alnosl 
entirely  uselesB.      He  hoped,  iherefore» 
the  time  wm  Approaobiog,   and   he  he- 
liered  it  was,  vhei»  iha  atteptieo  of  Par* 
liameat  would  be  direeted  to  the  distinct 
point  whether  this  qoestioD  of  the  repeal  of 
the  Malt  Tax  was  not  a  labourer's  question 
—a  question  concerning  the  interests  of  the 
lower  and  poorer  classes  of  the  oommunitj, 
rather  than   those  of  the    agriculturists 
tnd  the  owners  of  land.     With  regard  to 
the  Bill  before  the  House  there  was  yery 
little  to  be  said  on  the  one  side  or  the 
other.    It  was  well  meant^  he  had  no 
doHbt»  and  in  those  periods  which  occa- 
BionaUj  occurred^  sometioies  one  or  two 
yeara  in  succession,   when   from  causes 
oosnected  with  the  weather  the  greater 
qoaDtitj  of  the  barley  produced  was  light 
and  inferior  in  character,  the  Bill  would 
hsfo  the  effect  of  giving  considerable  re- 
lief to  the  producers  of  barley  and  the  ma- 
aa&etnrers  of  malt  by  indirectlT  doing 
that  which  he  and  others  had  rainfy  called 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   and  the 
Gorenmient  to  do  by  a  partial  mitigation 
of  the  tax.    He  would  also  say,  in  passing, 
that  the    standard  ef  631b.  was  wisely 
aelected  by  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  bow 
for  the  growers  St  barley  and  the  manu- 
factorers  of  tnalt.    But  here  his  commen- 
dation of  the  Bill  most  cease.    Be  might, 
howeier,    add,  that  it  rather  tendea  to 
create  a  faint  and  shadowy  hope  in  the 
minds  of  thoBO  who  had  laboured  for  the 
repeal  of  the  tax  that  in  thus,  without  soli- 
citation, framing  this  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  entertained  some  misgiyingD  in 
hiB  own  mind  and  conscience  as  to  the  ex- 
tent of  the  justice  which  he  had  meted  out 
io  the  agriculturists  and  the  consumers  of 
beer.    He  feared,  however,  that  it  was  a 
Beothnent,   be  might  almost  say  a  prin- 
fiple,  in  the  aiind  of  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tlenao  that  \*  the  repeal  of  the  If  alt  Tax 
wowld  be  the  death  wanant  of  indireel  taxa- 
tion."   If  that  were  so,  if  they  had  reaao» 
to  fear  that  that  principle  had  been  adopted 
—not  marely  by  a  "prominent"  Member, 
hut  by  the  most  distinguished  and  potential 
Member  of  the  preeent  (^oyemment,  they 
«o«U  not  but  apprehend  th«t   it  was  a 
piiaaiple  whieh  the  Goyemmeni,  aa  long 
M  they  m^fht  be   introsted  with  power 
hy  that  Honaov  wonld  endeavour  to  carry 
into  eSaei.      This  was  not  a  question  in 
which  the  faraaia  were  exeluaivelj,  or 
oven  mainly,    concerned.      It    was    oa» 
direetly  affeetiag  the  poorer  dassee  of 
the  eommnnity^  and   he  once  more  re- 


Mittdad  the  Hoiiie  ef  tb*  ehaUenge  be  had 
offered  to  the  right  ho*.   Gentleman  — 
namely,  that  if  a  Gommittee  or  a  Com- 
mission were  granted  upon   this  mliject 
he  pledged  himself  to  demonstrate  that 
while  the  revenue  derived  only  ££,000,000 
or  JXt^QOOJOOO  a  year  from  the  malt  du- 
ties^ the  sttii  paid  by  the  beer  ooneutners 
by  reason  of  this  tai  was  one*>third  of  the 
entire  prioe  paid  hy  them  for  beer.     In 
thethreahingdoms  together  thte  amounted 
to  £60^000^000,  and  thus  £20,000,000 
per  annum  were  paid  by  the  ooBsmners 
for    every    £5,000,000    or  £6,000,000 
whieh   passed   into    the  Bxeheauer.    If 
such  a  Committee  were  granted,  he  wenld 
show  besides  that  while  the  eeiisnmera  of 
beer  were  taaed  to  the  extent  of  83  per 
eent»  wine  eonsamera  were  only  taxed  to  the 
extent  of  10  or  12  per  oent»  and  tea,  under 
the  reduced  duty,  25  per  eent.     Yet  tea 
and  wine  were  arlides  of  foreign  prodne- 
tioAy  and  wina  was  dronh  only,  or  ehieAy, 
by  th«  wealthier  daaaee.    He  hoped  the 
tinte  waa  eome    when   tiioae  who   stood 
forward  as  advocaAea  of  the  imlerests  of 
the   labouring  clasnes  would    remember, 
in  addresMng  their  constituents,  to  aek 
thetn  whether  they  did  not  desire  a  re* 
Buseion    of  taxation   in   respeet    el  the 
only  artide  of  luxui^  in  whieh  they  eoald 
indulge^  and  whieh  to  therii  wae  ahnoat 
one  of  the  neeeesitiee  of  life.     He  hoped 
that  the  advoeates  ef  the  repeal  of  the 
Malt  Tax  on  the  Government  side  ef  the 
Honee  weold  hear  upon  the  hustings  tiiat 
farmers'  and  lahomrera'  true  friends  were  not 
those  who  gave  an  isolated  Tote  for  the  re- 
peal of  the  Malt  Tax,  and  then  followed  up 
thai  veto  hy  a  thick-and-thin  support  of  a 
Government  reaolved  that  it  shonld  never  be 
repealed.  The  tax  en  malt  was>  he  repeated, 
not  samneh  one  en  the  f  aroaer  and  prodoeer 
as  it  was  a  tax  affecting  the  workiag  man. 
Thai  the  labouring  elaasea  sbouU  have  to 
pay  in  taxation  so  great  a  propestkw  of  the 
wlu)le  prioe  of  beer  as  onsHthird  waa  in* 
consistent  widi  the  prinei^ea  of  free  trade 
and  destmctive  of  every  prmeiple  ef  taxsr* 
tien  upon  which  thta  House  had  acted  for 
the  last  twenty  years«    He  was  now  ready 
to  go  into  CooMsittee  upon  this  BilL  Small 
as  was  the  boon  eonceded,  he  still  wel- 
comed it,   and    would   regard  it  aa  an 
earnest  oS  somethiny  nsete  mi   better 
herealter. 

Mb.  PUGH  said,  he  did  ne«  wish  l« 
critidxe  this  BHl,  or  the  o^er  financial 
measures,  which  afforded  a  Yery  consider- 
able remission  of  taxation  ;  but  he  would 
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mention  one  point  in  which  they  had  fallen 
fehort  of  his  expectations,  which  were  yerj 
moderate.'  Last  year  they  bad  a  Malt  for 
Cattle  BUI ;  and  although  it  might  not 
have  been  as  widely  operative  as  could 
have  been  wished,  the  good  intentions 
which  framed  it  were  not  the  less  apparent. 
This  year  he  was  in  hopes  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  brought  in  a 
Malt  for  Man  Bill,  or  a  Malt  for  Home 
Consumption  Bill,  and  that  they  would 
have  had  to  thank  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  for  a  prospect  of  relief  held  out 
to  the  agriculturists  in  that  direction.  It 
would  be  said  that  the  great  brewers  ex- 
tended their  operations  everywhere,  and 
that  the  days  of  cottage  and  home  brew- 
ing had  passed  away.  That  was  so.  pro- 
bably, in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  towns; 
but  there  were  very  many  rural  districts 
where  the  concession  of  such  a  privilege 
would  be  highly  appreciated.  It  was  con- 
sidered by  the  working  men  a  hardship, 
that  after  rising  early,  late  taking  rest,  and 
eating  the  bread  of  carefulness  after  labo- 
riously tilling  the  soil  "  from  morn  to 
dewy  eve,"  after  superintending  all  the 
rural  operations,  from  the  introduction  of 
the  seed  into  the  ground  to  its  final 
germination  in  the  year,  an  almost  penal 
legislation  intervened  and  prevented  and 
intercepted  them  in  the  enjoyment  of  the 
fruits  of  their  labour  to  which  they  were 
■0  well  entitled.  He  believed  that  a 
measure  such  as  this,  far  from  increas- 
ing intoxication  would,  by  withdrawing 
them  from  the  public«houses,  and  by 
promoting  more  domestic  habits,  make 
a  change  in  the  opposite  direction.  The 
inhabitants  of  the  vine-growing  countries 
were  generally  considered  the  most  sober  ; 
and  it  would  be  in  accordance  with  the 
voice  of  nature.  In  every  country  and 
in  every  age  it  had  been  held  to  be  the 
inalienable  birthright  of  the  tiller  of  the 
soil  to  gather  its  fruits  free  from  the  visits 
of  the  tax  collector,  and  without  even  the 
intervention  of  the  tradesman.  The  poets 
in  the  early  ages  told  us^and  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  with  his  abundant 
scholarship  could  no  doubt  supply  them 
with  quotations  without  end— of  the  hap- 
piness of  the  hospitable  old  man,  of  whom 
It  was  said — 

"  Dapibas  mensas  onerabat  inemptis." 
Indeed,  the   poets  were  never  weary  of 
painting  the  amiable  picture — 

*'  Quod  si  pudioa  mailer  in  partem  juvet 

Domum  atque  duloes  liberos ; 

Sacrum  YetuBtis  extruat  Ugnls  focum, 

Laasi  sub  adventnm  Yiri—?* 


And  now  they  eame  to  what  would  answer 
to  the  home-brewed — 

«  £t  boma  dolci  vioa  promens  dolio, 
Dapes  iDemptas  apparet " 

— then  he  said  his  exultation  would  know 
no  bounds.  He  was  portraying  the  age  of 
nature,  and  they  could  not  improve  on 
that.  The  greatest  and  most  consummate 
artists  always  said,  "Follow  natore." 
Afterwards,  as  civilization  advanced,  wan 
commenced,  and  taxes  were  imposed  u 
their  natural  result  ;  but,  unfortunately, 
when  the  wars  ceased  the  taxes,  which 
were  their  offspring,  like  the  malt  tax, 
remained,  and  some  of  them  seemed  to 
endure  for  ever.  Of  late  years  there  bad 
been  a  large  remission  of  taxation  pressing 
principally  on  the  manufacturers,  but  in 
which  the  agriculturist,  as  a  member  of 
the  community,  had  shared.  He  recog- 
nized no  antagonism  between  those  two 
great  bodies.  Their  interests,  in  this 
country,  at  least,  were  inseparably  united, 
their  prosperities  and  adversities  were  e?er 
the  same.  But  he  could  not  shot  his  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  the  malt  tax  pressed  rather 
exceptionally  on  the  agriculturist.  He  had 
hoped  that  it  would  have  been  reserved  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  ba?e 
removed  some  part  of  this  anomaly.  He 
believed  it  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
ambition  to  be  the  Finance  Minister,  not 
only  of  a  party,  however  great  and  power- 
ful, but  of  the  whole  country,  and  his 
ardent  admirers  would  willingly  ha?e  seen 
him  reviving  old  sympathies  and  old  ami- 
ties, and  e&cting  a  reconciliation  with  bis 
former  friends  #ho  once  followed  him  with 
so  much  devotion.  That  should  have  been 
done  before  the  dissolution,  which  cannot 
now  be  far  off — 

*<  Neque  enim  plus  leptima  duoitur  ^stas." 

That  opportunity  had  been  for  the  moment 
omitted  or  forgone.  The  financial  harvest 
had  passed ;  the  financial  summer  wai 
ended  ;  and  they  were  not  saved — 

**  Invidisse  Decs,  patriis  ut  redditus  aris 
Coojugium  optatom,  et  pulchram  Oalydona 
videret !" 
But  he  would  not  despair  of  him  yet.    He 
hoped  the  day  would  come  when  he  would 
do  something  (for  he  could  do  it)  either  in 
this  or  in  some  other  way,  which  should 
send  a  thrill  of  satisfaction  and  exultation 
through  the  honest  and  manly  hearU  of 
the  agricultural  constituencies  of  the  Bm* 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
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learned  Friend  (Sir  FiuRoy  Eellj)  bore 
the  mark,  as  all  his  speeches  did,  of  a 
most  carefal  abstioence  from  the  imputa- 
tion of  hostile  motifes  and  the  most  liberal 
appreoiation  of  the  efforts  which  had  been 
made  on  the  part  of  the  Go?emment  to 
mitigate  the  inconfenience  which  attended 
the  pressure  of  the  Malt  Tax.     In  the 
case  of  the  Malt  Feeding  Bill  it  was  said 
that  the   limited  operation   of  that  mea- 
sure was  owing  to  the  cumbrous  restric- 
tions of  the  Excise  and  the  disparaging 
Beport  which  had  been  made  bj  an  officer 
of  the  GoTemment.  Now,  he  apprehended, 
that  neither  the  maltsters  nor  any  other 
traders  were  made  of  such  materials  as  to 
be   debarred  from   pursuing  a  profitable 
trade   by  any  disparaging  report.     With 
respect  to  the  statement  that  the  restric- 
tions of  the  Excise  had  impeded  the  ope- 
ration of  the  measure,    he  could   assert 
that  not  one  single  person  conversant  with 
the  working  of  the  Bill  had  expressed  any 
such  opinion.     On  the  contrary,  he  had  in 
his  possession  letters  ^m  numerous  gen- 
tlemen testifying  from  their  practical  expe- 
rience that  the  restrictions  of  the  Excise 
had  not  impeded  the  operation  of  the  Bill. 
The  hon.    and   learned    Gentleman   had 
stated   that  a  challenge  which    he   had 
thrown  out  had  not  been  accepted.    Now, 
he  eonld  not  admit  the  truth  of  that  pro- 
position ;    but  he  would  remind  the  hon. 
and   learned    Gentleman  of  a  challenge 
which  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) had  thrown  out,  but  which  had  not 
been   aecepted.      The  hon.    and  learned 
Gentleman     had     undertaken    to    prove 
that    the    Malt    Tax,    which    only    pro- 
duced  £6.000,000,    cost   the  consumers 
£20,000,000,  and  he  likewise  undertook 
to  prove  certain  points  with  regard  to  the 
percentage  of  the  taxation  on  malt.      But 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  forgot  that 
the  Government  had  afforded  him  all  the 
facilities   of    proof  he   desired,   and  had 
offered  him  the  re-appointment  of  a  Com« 
mittee  which  had   sat  on   that   subject. 
The  non-renewal  of  that  Committee  was 
owing  to  the  circumstance  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  do  what 
the  Committee  itself  had  recommended — 
move  for  its   re-appointment.     The  hon. 
sod  learned  Gentleman  therefore  had  not 
secepted  the    challenge    which    he    (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had  thrown 
oot.    The   hon.   and  learned  Gentleman 
itated   that  the  sum  expended   annually 
bv  the  people  of  this  country  on  beer  was 
«SO,(XX>,000.     What  a  deplorably   op- 
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pressed  trade  that  must  be  in  which  Eng- 
lishmen were  forbidden  to  invest  to  a 
greater  extent  than  £60,000,000  annually, 
whilst,  according  to  the  best  estimate  that 
could  be  formed,  the  outlay  for  all  other 
purposes — physical,  material,  political,  mo- 
ral, social,  intellectual,  spiritual -— was 
£600,000,000  ;  so  that  a  full  tithe  only  of 
the  expenditure  of  the  country  found  its 
way  to  that  oppressed  article  !  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  stated  that 
the  present  Government  was  formed  on  the 
principle  of  supporting  the  Malt  Tax,  and 
that  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
had  asserted  that  **  its  repeal  would  be  the 
death  warrant  of  indirect  taxation."  Now 
what  he  did  say  was  that  the  repeal  of 
the  Malt  Tax  without  the  imposition  of 
some  tax  on  beer  would  be  the  death  war- 
rant of  all  indirect  taxation,  and  would  be 
the  most  likely  means  of  greatly  disturb- 
ing the  whole  incidence  of  our  financial 
system,  and  the  relation  of  one  of  its  parts 
to  another,  and  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
the  present  contentment  of  the  country 
was  connected  with  the  maintenance  of 
that  system.  But  it  was  as  far  as  possible 
from  accuracy  to  say  that  on  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  rested  the  responsibility 
of  maintaining  the  Malt  Tax.  Taxes  were 
imposed  to  meet  the  expenditure  of  the 
country,  and  those  were  the  true  oppo- 
nents of  unnecessary  taxation  who  endea- 
voured to  promote  the  economical  expendi- 
ture of  the  public  money  and  that  wise 
legislation  which  enlarged  the  public  means. 
He  would  not  dwell  on  the  interesting 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Pugh),  with  all  the  refreshing  recollections 
which  it  revived  of  the  happy  period  when 
rural  and  domestic  images  were  more 
familiar  to  our  minds.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  laid  down  the  principle  not  only 
that  the  beer  of  the  people  ought  to  be 
untaxed  but  unbought.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  mean  that  it  should  be  taken 
from  the  stores  of  the  brewers  without 
compensation,  or  he  must  mean  that  the 
land  should  by  some  agrarian  law  be  so 
distributed  as  that  every  man  should  grow 
his  own  portion  of  barley.  Now,  he  did 
not  think  the  pleasing  vision  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  be  realized.  If  tlie  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  FitzRoy 
Kelly)  was  so  anxious  for  the  reduction 
of  the  Malt  Tax,  he  might  have  set  about 
it  in  the  present  year.  Why  did  he  not 
set  up  his  proposition  against  that  of  the 
Government  for  the  reduction  of  the 
income  tax  and  the  duty  on  tea?    The 
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hao.  and  kMroMl  Gkatfonta  iBpreeentri  • 
powerful  party  who  were  sepposed  to  be 
aiMiiinMoe  in  tbeir  deair*  to  reliere  the 
£araer  from  theemahiBg  bnrdeas  to  whioh 
be  waa  tubjeoted,  and  to  pat  the  repeal  of 
the  Malt  Tax  agaiBst  the  redoetioo  of  the 
ineome  tax,  aad  a  oonaiderable  mimber  of 
boB.  Meaibera  on  tiiat  (the  HiiiiBterial) 
aide  of  the  Honae  were  willing  to  maintain 
the  ineome  tax  at  aixpoDoe,  and  if  they  bad 
joined  the  hon.  and  learaed  Qentleman  he 
would  hafo  been  sore  of  bftTing  a  majority. 
Now,  if  the  Malt  Tax  was  not  repealed  it 
was  beeaoae  the  adfooatea  of  the  repeal 
did  not  plaee  it  against  tbe  redoetion  of 
the  income  tax.  It  was  laelaas  to  expeot 
that  the  people  of  BoglaMJ  would  belie?e 
in  the  earnestness  of  <Sie  adTOoatea  of  the 
redaction  of  a  partieolar  tox  when  they 
would  not  make  tbemsebes  responsible  for 
pitting  the  repeal  of  that  tax  agabsi  the 
repeal  of  another  tax.  What  was  the  use 
of  giving  the  farmev  barren  words,  fine 
periods,  prolonged  debates,  repeated  Oom* 
mittees,  and  calling  pubKe  meetings  of  the 
Central  Malt  Tax  Repeal  Asaeoiation, 
when  their  Friends  in  Parliament  declined 
to  bring  forward  the  qoestioQ  aa  a  deinite 
and  practical  relDrm  ? 

Mr.  PUGH  said,  that  he  bad  not  hinted 
at  any  agrarian  law.  All  that  he  wanted 
was  that  the  farmer  shoold  hara  nnboogfat 
beer— unbought  because  heme  brewed. 

Mb.  barrow  said,  be  did  not  share 
in  any  reproach  whioh  might  be  thrown  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Bxefaequer  on  the 
adfocateo  of  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax. 
He  did  not  wish  to  place  tlie  reductioB  of 
the  Income  Tax  and  the  Tea  Duty  in 
eompetition  with  the  repeal  of  the  Malt 
Duty. 

Mb.  bass  sand,  he  thought  the  Chan- 
oellor  ef  the  Biche^^oer  was  going  a  little 
too  far  when  he  said  that  indneet  taxation 
woold  be  utterly  destroyed  by  the  reduction 
of  the  Malt  Duty,  since  all  they  asked 
for  was  that  it  might  be  reduced  one-half. 

Thb  CHAKCBLLOBofthsEXCHE- 
QUER  said,  he  spoke  of  repeal  and  not 
reduction. 

Mb.  bass  said,  if  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  no  fear  then  aa  to  the 
effect  upon  indh^ct  taxation  by  merely  re- 
ducing the  Malt  Du^,  why  did  he  not  try 
^e  experiment  by  redosiog  the  duty  to 
one-half  of  the  pres^it  amount.  He  wished 
also  to  obserfc  that  ^  present  mode  of 
levying  the  duj^  led  to  an  excessiye  amount 
being  paid.  He  was  intimately  acquainted 
with  a  house  which  had,  durii^  thelaat^aix 
The  ChanetiOor  of  the  Mfchejm' 


months,  paid  iB3,ff00  more  than  ths  Chi- 
cellor  of  the  Bxebeqoer  was  entitlsd  to  n- 
ceive.  As  he  was.  laCirmed,  aM  UmI  vu 
ever  intendod  by  the  law  was  that  tbe4sl^ 
should  be  lened  upon  the  dry  barley  iten- 
ed  ;  bat  the  OEiakstors  now  paid  atleiii^J 
per  eeot  more  thaa  they  would  be  durgid 
with  upon  that  system*  If  the  hsi.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  FitxRoy  EeUj) 
would  assist  in  the  reform  of  two  or  three 
apparently  small  matters  like  that,  he  wo«Id 
be  doing  something  for  his  constitMSli 
He  eoald  not  altogether  agree  with  Ik 
speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  £e  MemWriir 
Stirling  (Mr.  Caird),  because  he  (Bd  not 
understand  how  nseat  waa  to  be  ohsapMcd 
by  increasing  the  price  of  barley  ftoii  the 
strong  lands.  He  hoped  that  the  GbB- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  neit  jeir 
consider  this  question  of  the  redoetiiD  of 
the  Malt  Duty,  and  wenU  do  somsthiog  to 
gi?e  to  the  agriealtural  interest  that  niief 
to  which  it  was  so  well  entitled. 

Mb.  DARBT  GRIFFITH  said,hsgife 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa  the  Chaaselior 
of  the  Bxehequer  credit  for  hafing  girei 
a  most  important  intimation.  He  M 
sUted  that  the  Malt  Tax  could  not  be  n- 
pealed  witboot  the  imposition  of  a  tax  en 
beer.  It  waa  most  satufactory  to  hear  tktt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  tm» 
dering  the  solution  of  the  difficulty  ^vk 
existed,  for  a  tax  on  beer  woold  proto 
one*half  of  the  tax  upon  malt.  Although 
he  had  supported  the  Motion  for  the  rep«il 
of  the  Malt  Tax,  he  gave  the  preferenoe  to 
the  scheme  proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  preferred  thercdaotioi 
of  the  Income  Tax  and  the  duties  on  Firt 
Insurance  and  tea.  He  drew  from  tke  ob- 
servations of  the  right  hon.  GcntksuB 
the  augury  that  in  a  more  favourable  eoi- 
dition  of  the  revenue  the  Malt  Tax  wenU 
be  ceasidered  in  the  sense  which  he  hi 
pointed  eat. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  that  he  regretti^ 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  M 
not  allowed  this  debate  to  pass  witboot  a* 
dnlging  in  the  taunt  which  he  had  direeted 
against  those  who  advocated  the  abolition 
of  the  Malt  Tax.  It  would  have  been  ii 
better  taste,  and  he  was  sure  that  it  wobM 
have  been  truer,  to  have  4et  it  aloae ;  b^ 
cause,  what  were  the  facts  ?  Before  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  inancial  seheve 
was  made  known,  but  when  it  was  ss^ 
stood  that  there  would  be  a  consiJefabh 
surplus,  a  plain,  straightforward  Metioi 
was  made  for  the  abolition  of  the  whole  or 
a  part  of  the  tax,  and  tbe  rigbi  boa*  Om^ 
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tieow  k&ftw  perfectly  well  that  after  the 
House  bad  come  to  a  definite  decisioD  upon 
tkst  BetolotioQ  it  woold  have  been  idle 
to  oppose  biB  proposaU.  Therefore  the 
oWratioBS  vbich  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  bad  jost  made  were  ^entirely  unealled 
for,  and  were  not  ealcolaied  to  conduce  to 
the  amicable  transaction  of  the  buBinest  of 
that  Home,  The  Bill  be&re  the  Honae 
had  attracted  no  attention  whateyer  ia  hia 
part  of  the  coantry  (OxfordahireV.  He  had 
heard  nothing  eiiber  good,  bad,  or  indif- 
ferent aboot  it,  and  therefore  be  ahoold 
aaj  notbiag,  but  he  lonat  protest  against 
the  iaiiaaatioD  which  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  bad  made  that  those  who  adTOcated 
the  a^lition  of  the  ICait  Pufy  did  not  act 
io  good  faith.  [The  ChanceMor  of  the  Bx- 
chequer  made  a  gestare  of  dissent.]  The 
right  bon.  Gentleman  shock  his  head,  but 
that  was  the  meaning  of  his  remark,  that 
tbej  addfeaaed  long  speeohai  to  anti^malt- 
tax  asaociationSy  but  made  no  attempt  ia 
that  Honse  to  earry  the  repeal  of  the  duty, 
beoaoae  they  preferred  ^e  abolition  of 
other  taxes.  He,  for  onot  took  no  part 
in  the  prooeediogs  of  antii^nalt-tax  asso- 
eiationa,  bat  he  did  not  like  to  hear  such 
insinaations,  and  most  enter  his  protest 
against  them. 

Ma.  MALIN3  said,  that  in  the  borough 
which  be  represented  (Wallingford)  there 
was  80  much  dirersHy  of  opinion  with  refer- 
ence to  the  repeal  of  the  Malt  Tax  that  it 
beeame  a  question  entirely  for  the  private 
jodgmeDt  of  the  Member.  Now,  although 
he  Toted  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  East  Suffolk  (Sir 
FitzRoy  Kellj),  on  account  of  the  modera- 
tion of  its  terms,  he  pointed  out  to  his 
coostittteata  that  the  naintenanee  of  the 
avenue  was  of  Hiere  importance  than  the 
repeal  of  the  Malt  Duty.  He,  like  every 
one  else,  approved  the  reduction  of  the 
income  tax  and  of  the  duty  on  fire  in- 
Boranees;  but  he  thought  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exebeqaer  was  not  right  in  reducing 
the  t^  duty.  Nobody  expected  su^  a 
fB^uetion,  and  the  surplus  which  he  bad 
^  haad  ought  to  have  been  devoted  to  a 
reduction  of  the  Malt  Duty,  which  was 
heiog  loudly  asked  for  by  a  large  number 
^  persons  in  aacUent  of  Parliament.  As 
the  agficuhural  interest  had  expressed  so 
^ed  an  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  granted 
1^  a  boon  for  a  long  time,  he  ho^  that 
u  the  right  hoa.  Gentleman  had  a  surplus 
«ext  year,  ha  would  avail  himself  of  the 
^VP^rtonity  <tf  canryiag  into  effect   the 


Resolution  whiok  had  been  propased  by 
his  hon.  and  leamad  Friend. 

Motion,  »Tbal  Mr.   Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Obair,"  pat,  and  agresd  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  6  were  itgreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Mode  of  calculating  Duty  on 
Malt  when  chfo'ged  accofdiog  to  Weight.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  ov  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  now  state  what  he 
thought  to  be  the  practici4  operation  of 
this  clause,  which  was  the  material  and 
operative  clause  of  the  Bill,  He  was  far 
from  sayiag  that  the  effect  of  this  provision 
would  be  that  which»  in  point  of  fact,  was 
desirable-^namely,  to  apportion  the  weight 
of  the  Malt  Tax  ia  every  instance  to  the 
real  n^alting  Talue  of  the  barley.  There 
wera  malting  qualities  in  different  kinds  of 
barley  which  this  Bill  would  not  touch, 
such  as  eokHir,  skin*  and  the  friable  quality 
of  the  farina,  which  ingredients  helped  to 
determine  the  price.  But  one  great  quality 
ran  through  all  barley,  which,  other  things 
being  equal,  was  of  great  importance  in 
determining  their  value,  and  that  was 
weight.  As  far  as  weight  was  conoeraed, 
he  hoped  the  Sjll  would  have  the  effect  of 
placing  light  barley  on  as  fair  and  equitable 
footing,  as  far  as  the  tax  was  concerned,  as 
that  in  which  heavy  barleys  stood.  Most 
of  the  Amendments  he  proposed  were  ver- 
bal, bat  he  had  to  propose  an  important 
one,  and  that  was  to  fill  up  the  blank  in  the 
olause  with  *'  531b.,''  which  was  to  be  taken 
as  the  standard  of  weight*  If  they  were 
to  fix  the  piTot  weight  too  high  they  would 
give  no  relief,  and  would  diminish  to  a 
considerable  extent  the  revenue  from  malt. 
He  had  endeavonred  to  ascertain  from  the 
beat  aathorities  what  were  those  barleys 
whieh  ought  really  to  be  considered  light 
with  reference  to  malting,  and  what  should 
be  the  point  of  dkiaion  between  these  and 
the  heavy  barleys.  What  they  aimed  at 
curing  by  the  present  BiU  was  the  defect 
that  the  amount  <tf  the  Mak  Duty  was 
made  to  depend  on  measure.  The  problem 
of  the  maltster  was  to  get  out  of  a  given 
bulk  as  much  malting  power  as  he  could. 
In  order  to  do  that  ha  looked  to  the  quality 
of  the  barley,  and  the  better  the  barley 
the  greater  would  be  the  amount  of  extract 
it  would  yield  from  a  given  bulk.  The 
bulk  of  malting  barley  did  not  differ  in 
any  great  degree,  but  the  aaountand  value 
of  tlhs  malt  produced  {ram  them  differed 
gceatly  tboifgh  it  was  aubjeated  ta  nearly 
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the  same  tax.  He  believed  that  to  a 
limited  extent  the  better  barley  gave  a 
greater  bulk  of  malt  thao  the  lighter  bar- 
ley did.  The  differeooe  in  the  value  of 
this  malting  product  of  barley  was  what 
they  sought  to  deal  with  in  this  Bill  If 
they  took  the  parcels  of  barley  equal  in 
other  respects,  but  differing  in  weight, 
when  these  parcels  were  malted  the  diffe- 
rence in  bulk  would  be  small,  but  the  dif- 
ference in  value  would  be  great.  The 
lighter  barley  would  give  a  malt  of  much 
less  value  than  the  heavy  barley,  and 
therefore  he  wished  to  put  the  holder  of 
the  lighter  barley  on  a  footing  on  which 
he  would  be  less  subjected  to  the  disad- 
vantages of  the  operation  of  the  present 
law,  and  more  on  an  equality  with  the 
holder  of  the  best  malting  barley.  The 
mode  of  effecting  that  object  was  this  : — 
They  took  the  sUndard  of  barley  at  531b., 
and  he  would  show  how  it  would  operate 
in  relation  to  light  barley  used  for  malt 
weighing,  say  501b.,  though  he  believed 
that  some  qualities  of  even  lower  weight 
were  sometimes  used  for  malting  purposes. 
He  would  suppose  a  quarter  of  that  malt 
put  into  the  cistern  to  steep.  The  process 
would  then  go  on  precisely  as  at  present, 
the  only  alteration  being  that  the  top  of 
the  cistern  would  have  to  be  oovered  in 
such  a  way  that  though  the  process  could 
be  watched  the  barley  could  not  be  changed 
for  a  heavier  barley.  It  was  gauged  then 
as  now  before  it  was  taken  out  of  the  cis- 
tern to  be  put  on  the  couch,  and  also  after 
it  was  put  into  the  couch.  That  was  the 
period  when  it  was  supposed  to  have  at- 
tained its  greatest  swell  or  bulk.  He  would 
suppose  that  it  had  swollen  in  that  case 
from  eight  bushels  to  ten  bushels.  A  pro- 
cess was  then  applied  to  rectify  the  in- 
crease— which  was  said  to  be  insuflScient. 
His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bass)  had  referred 
to  the  case  of  a  house  which  had  been 
mulcted  in  the  sum  of  £3,500  by  an  in- 
accuracy to  the  extent  of  2^  per  cent. 
The  operations  of  that  house  could  not  in 
that  case  be  inconsiderable.  According  to 
established  rules,  when  the  bulk  reached  10  ! 
bushels  an  allowance  was  made  of  18}  per  I 
cent,  and  that  was  reckoned  decimally—  | 
namely,  a  reduction  from  10  to  8*15,  but  | 
as  the  practice  was  to  strike  off  the  second 
decimal  figure  the  result  was  that  8*1,  or 
8  1-1 0th,  was  charged.  That  was  the  rule 
as  it  now  stood.  By  the  operation  of  the 
present  Bill,  what  was  done  was  that  the 
bulk,  or  8  1-1 0th,  was  multiplied  by  the 
weight  of  barley  and  divided  by  the  stan- . 

TkeChmcOhroftUMmhequ^r         I 


dard  weight,  and  the  quotient,  7*6,  would 

be  the  amount  of  barley  to  be  charged  for 
I  duty.  This  would  be  a  relief  of  from  6 
I  to  7  per  cent,  varying  in  proportion  to  the 
I  weight  of  the  barley.  He  need  not  tnmble 
I  the  Committee  with  regard  to  the  Bill,  be- 
j  cause  it  was  admitted  that  as  far  is  the 
I  regulations  were  concerned  they  were  vhit 

they  ought  to  be  if  the  main  feature  of  the 

Bill  became  law. 

Mb.  barrow  said,  he  had  been  re- 

S nested  to  urge  upon  the  right  hon.  Geo- 
ieman  the  necessity  of  raising  the  arerage 
to  fifty-four  and  not  to  fifty-three,  if  he 
meant  to  benefit  the  growers  of  bariey  oo 
strong  lands. 

Mr.  bass  said,  that  would  be  to  go 
too  low,  and  the  result  would  be  to  intro- 
duce the  very  poor  foreign  barleys.  The 
figure  of  531b.  was  the  full  weight  of  the 
average  of  malting  barley. 

Thb  chancellor  op  ihb  EXCHB- 
QUBR  said,  that  various  inquiries  had 
been  carefully  made,  and  the  weights 
not  only  went  below  fifty-three  but  alio 
fifty-two  and  even  fifty-one.  The  result 
of  the  alteration  would  be  that  foreign 
barleys  would  receive  the  main  portion  of 
the  benefit  of  the  Bill. 

The  figures  '*  53  "  were  then  inserted. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clauses  8  to  13  agreed  to. 

Clause  14  omitted. 

Eemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  on  Monday  next. 

SUGAR  DUTIES  AND  DRAWBACKS  BILL. 
[bill  198.]       COMMITTEE. 

Bill  cofMuierdd  in  Committee. 


(In  the  Committee,) 
Clause  1  (Duties  on  Cane  Juice.) 
The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE. 
QUER  said,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
give  effect  to  a  treaty  which  had  not  je( 
been  ratified,  and  therefore  could  not  be 
presented  to  the  House  in  the  usual  form 
by  command  of  Her  Majesty,  but  for  the 
information  of  the  House,  as  the  treaty 
required  legislation,  a  copy  had  been  pre* 
sen  ted  as  a  return  from  the  Treasury* 
The  treaty  was  an  attempt  to  establish  i 
practical  equality  as  far  as  regarded  sugar 
duties  between  four  European  counlriee, 
which  among  them  comprised  a  very  largo 
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Bhare  both  of  the  import  and  consump- 
tion and  the  refining  trade  in  sugar; 
mmelj,  France,  England,  Belgium,  and 
Holland.  It  was  ferj  well  known  that 
for  a  length  of  time  it  had  heen  a  matter 
of  complaint  in  certain  of  these  countries 
that  the  legislation  of  the  other  countries 
was  80  regulated  in  relation  to  duties  and 
drawbacks  as  to  operate  unfairly  upon 
them,  and  the  refiners  in  particular  in  this 
country  had  loudly  complained  that  a 
large  bounty  was  practically  granted  to 
the  refiners  of  sugar  in  Holland  under  the 
name  and  title  of  drawback.  We  believed 
in  this  country  that  our  drawbacks  were 
fairly  adjusted  to  the  duties  paid  by  our 
refiners,  but  complaints  were  made  against 
us  in  France  and  Holland  that  our  draw- 
hacks  included  in  them  the  element  of 
bounty.  The  French  Gofemment  made 
to  Her  Majeety's  Gofernment  a  proposal 
three  years  ago  that  we  should  endeavour 
to  arrive,  on  this  great  article  of  commerce 
which  was  the  subject  of  so  much  ex- 
change between  the  respective  countries, 
at  an  uniform  system.  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment,  replied,  that  it  would  be  im- 
poftsible  to  think  of  inducing  Parliament 
to  enter  upon  any  system  of  duty  on  sugar 
which  should  cripple  or  restrain  the  liberty 
of  Parliament  with  regard  to  making  that 
article  a  vehicle  for  its  financial  purposes; 
that  they  couM  not  by  any  international 
convention  agree  to  part  with  their  liberty 
of  raising  or  lowering  the  duty  upon  sugar; 
hat  still  it  was  urged  that  what  might  be 
done  was  this,  that  our  Government  might 
Agree  to  establish  a  certain  relation  be- 
tween tbeir  duties  on  sugar  and  their 
drawbacks,  which  should  come  as  near  to 
absolote  equality  as  science  and  eiperience 
could  bring  it,  and  that  they  could  also 
undertake  so  to  adjust  the  duties  on  sugar 
that  if  they  did  not  think  fit  to  make  them 
iwiform  on  all  qualities  of  the  article,  yet 
the  relative  duties  should  be  so  accurately 
Adjusted  to  the  value  for  refining  purposes 
that  whatever  the  amount  was,  so  long 
^  that  proportion  was  observed,  it  might 
ttove  np  and  down  so  as  not  to  interfere 
'"A  the  principle  that  all  on  sugar  going  out 
Of  the  country  should  receive  back  neither 
iBore  nor  less  than  the  duty  it  had  paid  on 
coming  into  the  country.  In  pursuance  of 
this  view  of  the  French  Government,  to 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  acceded, 
they  went  into  the  matter,  and  the  result 
JJ«  the  treaty  to  which  he  had  referred. 
VVith  regard  to  the  scale  of  duties  on  sugar 
that  treaty  provided  that  careful  and  elabo- 


rate experiments  should  be  instituted  on 
behalf  of  the  four  Powers  in  common,  and 
subject  to  verification  by  the  representa- 
tives of  every  one  of  those  Powers.  That 
was  the  mode  by  which  it  was  proposed 
to  ^x  the  relative  amount  of  duties  to  be 
levied  on  different  classes  of  sugars;  and 
so  far  as  that  part  of  the  treaty  was  con- 
cerned, which  was  the  most  important 
part,  the  operation  of  the  treaty  would 
remain  to  be  determined  according  to  the 
result  of  those  experiments  when  verified 
and  accepted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern* 
ment.  But,  in  the  meantime,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  each  of  the  Powers,  in  their 
examination  of  the  present  state  of  the 
law,became  judges  of  the  justice  of  the 
legislation  of  the  other,  and,  of  course,  in 
each  case  of  legislation  three  of  the  Powers 
might  be  considered  to  be  impartial,  and 
in  some  degree  competent  to  pronounce 
on  the  legislation  of  the  fourth.  The  effect 
of  that  was  that  yarious  flaws  were  found 
in  the  scales  of  duties  of  the  other  Powers, 
and  important  boons  would  consequently 
be  conferred  on  our  refiners  by  the  rec* 
tification  which,  under  the  treaty,  would 
at  once  take  place  without  waiting  for  the 
result  of  the  experiments  in  the  laws  of 
the  other  contracting  parties.  But  these 
contracting  parties,  when  they  came  to  be 
judges  of  our  law,  laid  their  finger  on  what 
they  unanimously  held  to  be  two  decided 
flaws.  One  was,  that  our  drawbacks  were 
too  high,  and  contained  the  element  of 
bounty  ;  the  other  was,  that  in  addition  to 
our  varying  tax  on  sugar,  to  which  in 
principle  they  did  not  object,  and  our  se- 
parate duty  on  molasses,  we  had  a  duty  on 
an  article  anomalous  in  character,  being 
neither  molasses  nor  sugar,  namely,  the 
article  called  milado,  which  was  supposed 
to  be  a  mixture  in  given  proportions  of 
sugar  and  molasses  ;  and  the  representa- 
tives of  the  other  Powers  had  made  our 
concession  of  these  two  points  an  absolute 
condition  of  their  acceding  to  the  treaty. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  done  what 
they  could  to  ascertain  how  far  they  could 
proceed  safely  in  this  matter.  There  was 
no  fiscal  question  involved ;  there  was  no 
question  of  competing  claims  between  the 
Exchequer  and  the  trade.  The  sole  ob- 
ject was  to  make  a  convention  which  would 
tend  to  the  enlargement  and  prosperity  of 
this  great  trade.  They  found,  as  regarded 
the  drawback,  in  which  the  refiners  were 
principally  interested,  that  there  was  a 
decided  and  general  willingness  to  assent 
to  the  reduction  proposed.     They  found 
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that  88  regarded  Ae  duty  on  mifa4o,  what 
was  demanded  by  the  other  Powers,  was 
that  thej  should  abolish  that  as  a  separate 
dntj,  and  raise  it  to  the  standard  of  the 
duty  whioh  they  now  leried  on  the  lowest 
class  of  sugar.  The  arguments  that  were 
used  by  the  other  Powers  in  support  of 
this  course  were  two.  One  of  them  was 
that  it  would  be  manifestly  almost  impos- 
sible, by  ordinary  methods  and  ezperimenty 
to  ascertain  the  actual  constituents  of  mi- 
lado.  The  second  argument  was  that  it 
therefore  followed  that  there  would  be  pro- 
portionate  facility  for  fraud,  by  the  introduc- 
tion, under  corer  of  that  title,  of  quan- 
tities of  sugar  larger  than  ought  to  come 
in  in  proportion  to  any  rate  of  duty  fixed 
upon  it.  In  the  first  place  they  were  not 
able  to  deny  the  force  of  these  arguments, 
and  rn  the  second  place  they  had  to  deal 
with  this  state  of  things,  that  the  repre- 
sentattTCs  of  the  other  Powers  might  say, 
"  Accept  these  terms,  or  else  we  are  not 
able  to  enter  into  this  engagement." 
Therefore,  the  question  was  whether  it  was 
desirable  in  the  interest  of  this  trade  to 
carry  this  treaty  into  effect.  Her  Ka- 
jesty's  GoTemment  were  of  opinion  that  it 
was.  That  was  the  proposal  they  now 
made.  One  or  two  words  more.  Let  it 
be  clearly  understood  that  there  was  no- 
thing in  this  conyention  to  prevent  Par- 
liament from  taking  whatoTor  steps  it 
thought  proper  with  regard  to  raising  or 
lowering  the  duty,  and  there  was  nothing 
in  the  treaty  to  fetter  their  dealing  as  they 
thought  fit  with  that  part  of  the  subject 
which  was  called  refining  in  bond.  That 
was  a  matter  in  respect  to  which  great 
difficulties  were  apprehended,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  any  mode  of  overcoming 
those  difficulties  had  yet  been  discorered, 
but  there  was  nothing  in  the  international 
obligation  that  affe<Hed  it.  It  had  been 
represented  to  the  Government  that  in 
altering  this  separate  duty  on  milado  some 
hardship  would  be  inflicted  on  the  owners 
of  part  of  the  article  that  was  on  its  way 
or  was  in  course  of  preparation  for  coming 
here,  and  they  were  disposed  to  think  that 
there  was  some  equity  in  those  representa- 
tions. They  had  consequently  made  a 
request  to  the  other  Powers,  who  entered 
into  this  convention,  that  the  new  duty  on 
milado  should  not  take  effect  immediately, 
but  should  take  effect  on  and  from  the  1st 
September  next. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWING  said,  he  approved 
the  proposed  convention  generally,  which 
would  be  exceedingly  beneficial    to    the 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Ikoohepm 


trade  of  the  country  ;  but  he  was  ezeeed* 
ingly  sorry  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer did  not  see  his  way  to  inponng 
a  lower  duty  on  eane  juice.  Some  dtj 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  hoped,  iroald 
see  his  way  clear  to  the  only  proper  soh- 
tion  of  this  perplexing  question  of  dotiei 
and  drawbacks  upon  sugar,  whieb  wu  bj 
allowiug  refhing  in  bond.  If  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gttve  the  neocBsary  m^ 
tions,  he  believed  the  Customs  Board  todd 
soon  overcome  the  difficulties  eonneeted 
with  the  question,  and  he  would  thereby 
confer  upon  the  community  a  greater  boon 
than  if  he  were  to  reduce  the  present  ngir 
duty  by  one-half. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

House  resumed, 

fiill  reported  withoat  Amendmeitito 
be  read  i^  on  ifoMk^  next 

CONTROLLER  OF  THE  EXOHEdUSR 
AND   PUBLIC   AUDIT  BILL 
[bill  208.]        BBOOND    lUSABINS* 

Order  for  Second  Peading  read. 

The  chancellor  ov  thb  EXCHB 
QUEK  said,  this  was  a  limited  sad  {Mrtiil 
measure  on  a  subject  of  oonsiderabie  ex- 
tent and  importance.  In  1857  a  Oottni^ 
tee  of  great  weight  was  appointed  to  mb- 
sider  a  subject  of  wide  range,  and  wm 
ealled  the  Committee  on  Fublio  Meneyi. 
This  Committee  recoBMaended  a  Uige  ex- 
tension of  the  duties  and  povets  d  tke 
Board  of  Audit.     They  added^ 

« If  thMe  niggertioBs  be  adopted  It  nfll  ktf 
oessary  th»t  the  oomposition  and  relative  poiui^ 
of  this  Board,  as  a  great  Department  of  Sti», 
should  be  re-considered  bf  the  executife  Gofern- 
ment.  The  Board  of  Audit  It  respoittWott 
Parliament  aUme  ;  and  ike  station  and  eaa>- 
mento  U  the  person  at  the  bead  of  it  tkeoU  M 
equal  in  tbe  importance  of  the  duties  to  be  pe^ 
formed,  and  not  second  in  rank  to  any  P«"^ 
officer  presiding  over  our  other  principal  WW 
ments.^ 

In  the  spirit  of  that  recommendatioD  *J 
GoTcmment  entirely  concurred,  and  v^^ 
time  to  time  tarious  steps  had  been  tM«» 
with  regard  to  the  extension  of  tbe  Dep^ 
ment  piecemeal ;  but  there  had  not  be^ 
yet  any  general  re-construction,  as  it  mign 
be  called,  of  the  duties  of  the  Department 
upon  the  broad  principles  which  ^^^^' 
mittee  undoubtedly  contemplated.  Before 
the  commencement  of  the  present  yetf" 
was  made  known  to  the  Government  tw 
the  late  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Aoa« 
had  definitely  determined  on  aP]^"^  ^ 
retirement,  and  his  noble  Friend  (ViBCOon* 


Digitized  by 


Google 


m    Cimdrodht  &f  tJU  Sxehequer    {Jvm  15,  1865 )     <mdf  Publie  Audit  Sitt. 


286 


FalmcTBton)  was  called  upon  to  appoint  a 
neif  ObaliTman  to  the  Board.  It  then  be- 
came the  datj  of  the  Gorenunent  to  con- 
sider whether  the  time  was  not  arriyed  for 
taking  measnres  for  a  general  consideration 
of  the  Bobject  of  audit  and  of  the  functions 
and  compoBttion  of  the  Board.  The  ques- 
tion then  arose  whether  it  was  necessary  to 
burden  the  public  in  increasing  the  emolu- 
ments of  the  officer  at  the  head  of  the 
Board,  and  while  the  GoTomment  thought 
snoh  an  increase  necessary,  they  aJso 
thoDght  they  saw  their  way  clear  to  that 
arrangement  without  increasing,  and,  in- 
deedj  with  a  diminution  of  public  burdens. 
Their  proposal  was  to  unite  the  functions 
of  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Audit  with 
those  of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
in  the  same  person.  They  were  of  opinion 
that  the  combination  of  those  offices  would 
hare  many  adyantages  besides  the  mere 
substitution  of  one  salary  for  two.  The 
Controller  of  the  Exchequer  was  at  the 
head  of  an  ancient  office,  and  exercised 
duties  TeiT  Tarions  in  their  character  and 
dignity.  He  had  the  custody  of  the  stand- 
ards of  weights  and  measures,  a  duty  en- 
tirely inconsistent  with  and  unsustained  by 
any  of  the  analogies  af  the  Department ; 
and  better  proyision  could  be  made  for  the 
performance  of  that  duty.  The  Controller 
of  the  Exchequer  used  to  be  the  manufac- 
turer every  year,  and,  indeed,  twice  a  year 
of  the  new  sets  of  Exchequer  bills  which 
it  was  formerly  the  custom  to  renew  annu- 
ally* The  superintending  the  manufacture 
of  these  bills  and  affixing  the  signature  to 
them  was  one  of  the  more  considerable 
duties  of  the  office.  But  some  years  ago 
an  Act  was  passed  providing  that  these 
bills  should  only  be  renewed  once  in  five 
years.  The  financial  engagements  and 
the  arrangements  connected  with  them 
varied  horn  year  to  year  and  from  six 
months  to  six  months ;  but  the  Bill  itself 
was  only  renewable  <mce  in  five  years.  At 
the  time  this  Act  passed  it  was  distinctly 
in  the  contemplation  of  the  Government, 
and,  he  might  say,  of  Parliament,  that  the 
manufacture  of  those  bills  should  be  carried 
over  firom  the  Exchequer  to  the  Bank ;  for 
it  was  provided  in  the  Act  that  the  remu- 
neration giyen  to  the  Bank  for  the  payment 
of  Excbeqoer  bills  should  include  any 
charges  connected  with  the  renewal  of  the 
MUs.  There  were  several  other  functions 
of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  with 
l^h  it  was  not  necessary  to  trouble  the 
Hoase,  but  the  function  of  the  greatest 
importance  and  dignity  was  that  called  the 


Exchequr  Control.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  to  note  all 
the  issues  of  public  money  that  were  au- 
thorised to  take  place  under  warrants  from 
the  Treasury,  and  to  see  that  those  issues 
were  within  the  amounts  yoted  by  Parlia- 
ment. This  was  a  duty  entailing  very  little 
labour,  occupying  yery  little  time,  and  far 
from  demanding  or  justifying  the  main* 
tenanoe  of  a  separate  establishment.  The 
office  was  invested  with  dignity  and  with 
considerable  emolument,  was  of  the  very 
highest  station  in  the  permanent  Civil  Ser- 
vice, and  comprised  functions  which  re- 
quired entire  independence  of  the  Execu* 
tive  Government.  The  headship  of  the 
Board  of  Audit  was  a  yery  responsible 
office,  and  one  involving  duties  of  much 
greater  amount  than  the  Controllership  of 
the  Exchequer  ;  but  there  was  nothing  in 
the  duties  of  either  which  would  render 
their  combination  in  the  hands  of  the  same 
person  in  the  slightest  degree  inconvenient. 
By  this  union  Uie  station  of  the  head  of 
the  Board  of  Audit  would  be  elevated,  the 
independence  of  the  Controller  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  be  maintained,  and  the 
charge  to  the  public  would  be  reduced. 
The  present  Controller  of  the  Exchequer, 
well  known  to  the  Members  of  this  House 
as  a  yery  distinguished  person,  and  as  an 
old  public  servant,  was  disposed  to  retire, 
and  it  was  the  intention  of  his  noble 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Goyernment  to 
advise  the  grant  to  Lord  Monteagle  of  one 
of  the  pensions  now  in  abeyance,  and  due 
to  him  for  political  services  in  two  of  the 
offices  he  formerly  held  as  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  and  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  Daring  the  life  of  Lord 
Monteagle,  therefore,  an  inqreased  public 
charge  of  ^00  a  year  would  result  from 
the  new  arrangement ;  but  this  would  be 
only  an  individual  tenure.  The  consolida- 
tion of  the  two  offices  would  effect  a  pros- 
pective economy,  and  this  would  not  be 
the  sole  advantage  of  the  arrangement. 
There  was  a  great  and  obvious  advantage 
in  obtaining  f^m  Parliament  authority  to 
place  at  the  bead  of  ^e  two  offices  one 
and  the  same  person,  who  would  give 
his  assistance  in  making  those  arrange- 
ments with  respect  to  the  filling  up  of 
vacancies  in  the  Audit  Office  which  would 
be  most  economical  to  the  public.  He 
did  not  say  that  in  point  of  law  the  Go- 
yernment would  not  be  able  to  combine 
the  two  offices  in  a  single  person  with- 
out coming  to  Parliament;  but  he  was 
afraid  that  the  person  appointed  would  in 
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such  case  be  entitled  to  draw  the  salary  of 
each  office  separatelyi  and  that  was  not  a 
state  ot  things  which  the  GoTemment  de- 
sired. The  Audit  Office  was  at  present 
large,  and  might,  with  an  extension  of 
duties,  prohablj  become  larger;  and  it 
would  be  adyantageous  to  be  enabled  to 
(effect  these  combinations  during  the  pre- 
sent Parliament,  Power  was  taken  under 
the  Bill  to  make  one  appointment  to  the 
office  of  Controller  General,  and  to  make 
proyision  for  the  duties  of  the  Assistant 
Controller,  who,  in  fact,  simply  acted  as 
the  substitute  of  the  Controller  during  his 
necessary  absence.  With  regard  to  the 
officers  of  the  Department,  provision  would 
be  made  in  that  considerate  manner  which 
was  usual  in  regard  to  arrangements  of 
this  kind.  One  of  them,  he  took  occasion 
to  mention,  was  a  Gentleman  of  great 
'^hisholm,  the  head  of  the 
of  the  Exchequer,  than 
'e  competent  person  was  to 
he*  whole  Civil  Service,  and 
oped  the  country  would  long 
ve  the  benefit  of  his  valuable 
the  third  clause  the  salary 
of  the  Controller  was  fixed.  He  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  thought  he 
had  shown  sufficient  cause  why  the  ap- 
pointment should  not  be  postponed,  it 
being  understood  that  the  present  legisla- 
tion would  not  interfere  with  the  reconsi- 
deration of  the  subject  of  duties.  He 
was  anxious  to  obtain  from  the  House 
liberty  and  sanction  for  objects  which 
were  strictly  of  a  practical  character,  and 
which  involved  the  public  economy,  and, 
he  believed,  the  principles  of  good  legisla- 
tion. It  had  occurred  to  him  that  pos- 
sibly it  might  be  the  feeling  of  the  House 
to  confine  the  measure  to  making  some 

grovision  for  the  present,  and  not  to  legis- 
bte  at  once  for  the  whole  of  the  future. 
In  that  case  he  would  have  no  objection  to 
alter  a  few  words  in  the  Bill  to  give  effect  to 
that  desire.  He  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. ' ' — Mr.  CkanceUor  0/  the  Exchequer.) 

LOKD  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  that 
anyone  might  suppose  from  the  state  of  the 
House,  and  from  the  period  of  the  Session 
ae  which  the  Bill  was  brought  forward,  that 
it  was  a  matter  of  petty  detail  or  official 
routine,  whereas  it  was  a  measure  for 
the  abrogation  of  one  of  the  most  an- 
eient  and  honourably  offices  in  the  Eing- 
'         Th&  Chancellor  of  th$  Exchequer 


dom.  The  office  of  the  Exche^ 
dated  from  the  Norman  Conquest ;  its 
birth  was  coeval  with  the  birth  of  the 
Kingdom  of  England.  Yet  the  end  of  this 
Bill,  if  passed,  would  be  that  this  ancient 
institution  would  be  utterly  swept  swaj. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  non.  Oentlenun 
would  not  now  persevere  with  a  measure 
of  such  magnitude.  If  this  were  a  com- 
mon Session,  and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  waited  until  the  I5th  of 
June  to  introduce  such  a  Bill,  we  should 
hold  that  he  had  not  dealt  fairly  with  the 
House,  nor  with  those  Members  who  hid 
been  driven,  by  weariness  and  lassitude, 
to  seek  repose  and  solace  at  their  coun- 
try seats.  But  this  is  not  the  close  of  a 
usual  Session.  This  Bill  has  been  thrust 
before  a  moribund  Parliament  now  panting 
at  its  last  gasp.  So  many  Members  bsd 
left  town,  so  many  had  gone  down  to 
their  constituents  to  solicit  support  at  the 
approaching  general  election,  and  were  il* 
ready  canvassing  through  the  country,  that 
the  Government  had  the  greatest  difficultj 
in  keeping  a  House  for  their  own  busineas. 
It  was  counted  out  last  ^Priday  during  the 
Committee  of  Supply.  Was  it,  then,  fair 
or  decorous  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  to  introduce  a  matter  of  such  stupen- 
dous magnitude  and  paramount  import- 
ance ?  He  desired  not  to  oppose  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  to  have  the  sub- 
ject amply  and  deliberately  discussed.  The 
arguments  in  favour  of  it  should  be  care- 
folly  weighed  ;  those  against  it  shonld  be 
thoroughly  investigated  ;  they  should  then 
balance  them  and  arrive  at  a  mature,  a 
sound,  and  permanent  conclusion  on 
the  whole  question.  Any  decision  thej 
could  now  arrive  at,  in  this  superficial  and 
hasty  manner,  would  not  have  weight  with 
the  country,  and  would  be  scorned  and 
tossed  aside  by  a  new  Parliament.  This  was 
not  a  matter  of  great  urgency,  and  as  Lord 
Montea^le  had  not  yet  resigned,  be  did 
not  see  why  there  should  be  such  baste. 
Why  not  wait  for  three  little  months  until 
the  meeting  of  the  new  Parliament  f  What 
loss  could  accrue  to  the  country  ?  What 
damage  would  thereby  be  caused  to  public 
business  ?  Would  the  accounts  be  thereby 
thrown  into  confusion  ?  Would  the  revenue 
of  the  country  be  diminished  by  postponing 
this  measure?  More  was  to  be  fesred 
from  hasty  legislation  than  ftx)m  prudent 
delay.  This  measure  had  been  hustled  up 
to  its  present  position.  It  was  introduced 
on  Monday  night  without  explanation ;  i| 
was  printed  and  delivered  yesterday ;  vid 
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thej  were  asked  to  affirm  the  principle  to- 
day. The  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer 
said  that  the  Bill  was  brought  in  to  effect 
a  saviug,  but  at  the  end  of  his  speech  he 
destroyed  his  own  argument  bj  stating  that 
it  would  cause  an  additional  expenditure 
of  £500  a  year.  Supposing,  howeyer, 
that  it  would  make  a  saving,  the  House 
should  consider  whether,  while  saying  a 
paltry  sum  of  £2,000  on  the  one  hand, 
there  might  not  be  a  loss  of  £1,000,000 
or  £2,000,000  sterling  on  the  other. 
Nay,  more;  they  must  remember  that  they 
lost  far  more  than  money  could  represent  in 
sweeping  away  an  ancient  institution,  if 
thej  thereby  caused  a  violation  of  constitu- 
tionftl  practice  by  freeing  the  Minister 
from  the  check  and  control  which  existed 
at  present.  Every  man  sought  to  increase 
his  power.  Ministers  were  no  exception  to 
the  common  condition  of  humanity.  They 
very  natorolly  kicked  at  every  instance  of 
control,  and  endeavoured  to  disburden 
themselves  from  every  check.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  tbe  Excheouer  said  that  it  would 
be  inconvenient  if  the  Bill  did  not  pass, 
because,  in  the  event  of  Lord  Monteagle's 
death,  a  new  appointment  must  be  made, 
and  that  this  appointment  must  be  for  life. 
This,  therefore  (he  would  have  us  believe), 
must  postpone  Hne  die  the  proposed  reforms 
in  our  financial  laws.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  forgotten  that,  by  the  3rd 
clause  of  the  Exchequer  Act,  the  appoint- 
ment was  always  made  subject  to  abolition 
or  regulation  by  Parliament.  This  argu- 
ment ab  ineonveniente  had  therefore 
no  force.  The  principle  of  this  Bill  was 
to  unite  the  offices  and  combine  the  func- 
tions of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
sod  of  tbe  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Audit. 
Before  the  House  could  come  to  a  judgment 
on  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  define  clearly  what  were  the  func- 
tions of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer, 
aod  what  were  the  functions  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Audit.  And  if  the  functions 
of  those  officers  were,  as  he  maintained 
they  were,  inconsistent  and  incompatible, 
they  could  not  be  so  hastily  combined.  It 
had  been  represented  that  the  function  of 
the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  was  to 
watch  the  appropriation  of  the  money  voted 
by  that  House.  This  had  been  so  often 
repeated,  so  frequently  whispered,  that  it 
came  at  last  to  be  regarded  as  a  fact,  and 
received  as  an  indisputable  truth.  Then 
those  who  were  anxious  to  abolish  the 
Bxchequer  pointed  out  that  the  Con- 
troller could  not  really  perform  that  funo- 
YOL.  CLXXX.    [third  series.] 


tion.  But  the  fact  was  that  the  Controller 
had  nothing  to  do  with  appropriation  ;  his 
duty  was  to  watch  over  the  issues,  fie 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu)  distinctly  denied 
that  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
was  ever  intended  to  follow  money  to  its 
appropriation  ;  he  asserted  that  it  had  been 
devised  as  a  check  over  issues ;  and  the 
Exchequer  had  not  failed  of  performing  its 
function.  That  that  was  the  case  was 
explicitly  stated  in  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Moneys,  which  sat  in  1856 
and  1857.  and  of  the  Commission  which 
preceded  it.  The  Commissioners  of  Public 
Accounts  reported  in  1831  that  the  func- 
tions of  the  Exchequer  consisted  in — 

"(1.)  That  of  the  receipt  and  safe  custody  of 
the  publio  treasure.  (2.)  That  of  control  over 
the  Crown  and  its  Ministers.  (3.)  That  of  re- 
cord." 

In  all  this  there  is  not  a  word  of  appro- 
priation. How,  then,  could  it  bo  argued 
that  because  the  Exchequer  was  no  check 
on  appropriation,  it  was  therefore  a  use- 
less office,  and  failed  of  its  intention  ? 
Lord  Monteagle,  before  the  Committee  of 
Public  Moneys,  was  asked — 

'*(605.)  Do  you  consider  it  as  a  part  of  the 
fuootions  of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  to 
see  that  tbe  Paymaster  in  any  way  makes  a  pro- 
per  use  of  the  money  when  once  paid  to  him  ? — 
Certainly  not ;  when  withdrawn  from  the  Exohe- 
qoer  account  I  have  no  sueh  authority ." 

The  Controller  of  the  Exchequer,  there- 
fore, distinctly  repudiates  such  a  function 
as  that  which  some  had  ignorantly  or  de- 
signedly endeavoured  to  saddle  upon  him. 
Mr.  Anderson,  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the 
Treasury,  admitted  to  tbe  same  Commit- 
tee— 

"(1084.)  The  Exchequer  can  have  no  control 
over  the  final  appropriation  of  the  public  money.*' 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxfordshire,  who  was  examining  him,  then 
said — 

"(1085.)  I  am  not  inquiring  about  the  final 
appropriation  of  the  pubUo  money ;  be  so  good 
as  to  confine  yourself  to  the  issue  of  money  into 
the  hands  of  the  man  who  has  to  appropriate  it. 
Do  you  consider  the  control  now  exercised  by  the 
Exchequer  a  sufllcient  check  for  that  issue  f — It 
is  the  utmost  that  you  can  have." 

It  had  been  said,  also,  that  that  check  was 
unreal  and  a  mere  fiction.  That  cry  had  not 
been  echoed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. He  doubtless  repudiated  such 
an  assertion,  and  refrained  from  using  it 
in  argument.  It  would  have  been  very 
inconsistent  if  he  had  done  so.  For 
if  tbe  funetion  of  ^le  Controller  of  the 
Exchequer  is  an  unreality,  why  transfer 
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it  to  the  Board  of  Audit!     Why  inflult 
them    by    imposiDg    upon    theui    a    fic- 
tion ?  Why  delude  the  nation  in  thinking 
that    a    check  was  maintained  in  their 
behalf  when    no   control  existed?     Why 
make  the  Board  of    Audit    lend   them- 
selves to  this  halluoination  ?     But  it  might 
be  granted  that  the  check  was  not  often 
required  :  but  that  was  no  argument  against 
its  maintenance.     Three-deckers  were  not 
often  wanted,  yet  they  were  built  and 
maintained.     The  fortifications  in  England 
which  were  now  being  constructed  at  great 
cost,  might  never  be  used,  and  yet  we  paid 
large  sums  for  building  them.     It  was  a 
fallacy,  therefore,  to  say  that  because  the 
check  was  not  often  called  into  exercise,  it 
was  therefore  inoperative  and  useless.   Its 
fallacy  was  proved  by  the  Report  of  the 
Public  Moneys   Committee.     In   the  Ap- 
pendix, there  was  a  list  of  about  200  cases 
in  which  the  Controller  of  the   Exche- 
quer had  exercised  a  real  authority  over 
Ministers  of   the  Crown.     Among  other 
payments    which    that    officer    had    pre- 
yented   was   one   of  £90,000  which  the 
Treasury  had  endeavoured  to  draw  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund.     To  this  the  Con- 
troller objected  ;  his  objection  was  valid  ; 
the  Treasury  had  to  give  way.    At  another 
time  the  Treasury  attempted  to  draw  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund  a  sum  in  excess 
of  the  salary  of  the  Lord  High  Chancellor. 
This  again  the  Controller  prevented,  and 
saved  that  sum  to  the  country.  At  another 
time  the  Treasury  wanted  to  draw  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  the  amount  of  the 
pension  of  a  man  who  was  dead.     This  was 
also  effectually  resisted  and  prevented  by 
the  Controller.    The  fact  was  that  the  Con- 
troller of  the  Exchequer  exercised  a  real  and 
very  important  control  over  issues.     First, 
there  was  the  check  which  he  exercised  over 
the  issue  from  the  Consolidated  Fund  of 
salaries  and  moneys  drawn  under  Acts  of 
Parliament ;  secondly,  he  prevented  more 
money  being  issued  from  the  Exchequer 
than  the  gross  total  of  the  annual  Votes ; 
and,  thirdly,  he  permitted  no  money  to  be  is- 
sued until  the  Appropriation  Bill  had  been 
passed.     If  the  Exchequer  were  abolished, 
which  would  be  the  ultimate  effect  of  this 
Bill,  money  might  be  employed   by  the 
Treasury  without  the  sanction  of  Parlia- 
ment at  all.     Money  might  be  drawn  out 
of  the  Exchequer  without  assembling  the 
House  to  vote  it.     The  same  might  occur 
in  this  country  which  was  now  passing  in 
Prussia.     The  contest  of  the  17th  century 
in  this  country  might  again  be  renewed. 
Lord  Rohert  Montagu 


The  only  two  Acts  which  rendered  it  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  Parliament  should 
meet  every  year  were  the  Mutiny  Act  and 
and  the  Appropriation  Act;  because,  by 
the  expiration    of   the    former   Act,  the 
army  was    dissolved   at  the  end    of    the 
year,  and  the  Controller  of  the  Exche- 
quer   would   allow   no   money  to  be   is- 
sued until  the  latter  Act  had  been  passed. 
Until  the  last  two'or  three  years  no  one 
troubled    themselves    about    the.  Mutiny 
Bill.     The  Appropriation  Bill  had  likewise 
been  gradually   ground  down  and  atten- 
uated ;  but  the  check  had  been  restored  to 
it  within  the  last  three  years,  and  it  was 
saved  for  a  time.      What  now  were  the 
functions  of  the  Board  of  Audit  ?     The 
functions  of  the  Board  of  Audit  were  en- 
tirely different  from  those  which  he  had 
described  as  belonging  to  the  Controller  of 
the  Exchequer.   It  was  a  detective  society; 
it  could  not  interfere  with  the  action  of  the 
Government — it  could  not  arrest  Ministers 
in  a  course  of  misappropriation — it  could 
in  no  way  fetter  the  action  of  the  Executive. 
Its  business  was  to  discover,  not  preFent, 
misappropriation.      It  had  to  search  and 
investigate,  and  if  it  discovered  that  aioney 
had  been  misappropriated  it  could  oolj  re- 
port the  circumstance  to  Parliament,  and 
leave  Parliament  to  dedi  with  the  Admi- 
nistration as  they  thought  proper.    By  this 
Bill  the  functions  of  the  Board  of  Audit 
would  be  entirely  changed,  and   it  would 
fetter  the  action  of  the  Government  and 
receive  authority  over  issues  with  which 
the  Commissioners  of  Audit  had  now  no- 
thing to  do.     [The  Chancellob  of  the 
Exchequer  shook  his  head.]     Theu,  the 
effect  would  be  to  substitute  for  the  exist- 
ing two  checks — the  one  operating  before 
the  issue  of  the  money,  and  the  other  af- 
terwards— the  merely  one-sided  cheek  of 
the  Board  of  Audit.     You  abandon  all  con- 
trol over  the  issues  before  expenditure,  and 
trust  alone   to  the    Appropriation    cheek 
which  comes  into  operation  after  the  money 
has  been  spent  and  the  accounts  rendered. 
That  that  check  was  practically  very  slight 
was  proved  by  the  circumstance  that,  al- 
though the  Board  of  Audit  had  reported  that 
the  Board  of  Works  had  misappropriated 
£176,000,  not  a  word  had  been  said  about 
the  matter  in  that  House.     The  Board  of 
Audit  reported  the  misappropriation  of  an 
enormous  sum,  and  yet  the  Minister  had  not 
been  called  to  account  for  it  by  the  House. 
Hence  the  check  was  not  very  serere.  Bat 
if  they  were  to  trust  to  this  subsequent  check 
alone,  then  it  should  be  made  co-extensire 
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with  the  present  check  of  the  Exchequer. 
It  Bhould  be  extended  to  all  the  accounts  ; 
it  was  wrong  to  leaye  some  accounts  free 
from  all  check  or  control  whatsoever.     The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  rehearsed 
a  portion  of  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  Public  Moneys,   wherein   thcj   recom- 
mended that  the  powers  of  the  Board  of 
Audit  should  be  extended,  that  the  rank  of 
the  chairman  should  ^e  exalted,  and  that 
he  should  receive  an  increased  salacj»  and 
should  be  made  independent  of  Ministers, 
and  amenable  to  the  House  of  Commons 
alone.     That  portion  of  the  Report  was 
familiar  to  him  (Lord  Robert  Montagu), 
for  be  had  adopted  it  in  1862  as  the  sub- 
stance of  a  Motion  which  had  been  opposed 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  That 
matter  was  now  not  touched  by  the  Bill 
before  the  House.     But  before  those  im- 
portant functions  were  conferred  upon  the 
Board  of  Audit  it  must  be   dealt   with. 
The   Board  now  audited  a  few  accounts, 
bat  they  ought  to  audit  all.    Then  it  would 
be  possible  to  make  some  requisite  changes 
in  the  Exchequer.      Every  witness  who 
testified  in  favour  of  a  cbonge  in  the  office 
of  the  Exchequer  in  1856  and  1857  had 
put  this  forward  as  the  necessary  prelude. 
This  formed  the  basis  of  Sir  George  Lewis's 
famous  memorandum.     He  recommended 
some  changes  in  the  Exchequer,  preceded, 
however,  by  the  extension  of  the  sphere 
and  powers  of  the  Audit  Board.     In  the 
year  1860  there   was  a    Motion   carried 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet   the  Member 
for    Portsmouth    (Sir    Francis    Baring), 
which  went    the  length    of    saying   that 
all    accounts   should   be   audited   by  the 
Commiastoners  of  Audit.     That  had  not 
been  done,  and  yet  the   House  was  now 
invited  to  alter  the  constitution  of  the  Ex- 
chequer.    The  Committee  on  Public  Ac- 
counts in  1861   had  again  entreated  and 
urged  the  Government  to  extend  the  sphere 
of  the  Board  of  Audit.     But  all  had  been 
in  rain.     He  had  referred  to  a  clause  in 
the  Act  which  said  that  the  Controller  of 
the  Exchequer  should  hold  no  other  office, 
and  there  was  another  clause  which  decreed 
that  Exchequer  Bills  should  be  prepared 
only  by  that  officer.   Exchequer  Bills  were, 
in  fact,  a  creation  of  public  debt.     They 
were  securities  transferable  from  hand  to 
handy    like  bank    notes,   and   payable  to 
hearer.     If  this  Bill  passed,  who  would 
draw  Exchequer  Bills  in  future  ?  Was  it  to 
be  the  Audit  Office  ?    It  was  not  consistent 
with  their  proper  functions  to  increase  at 
pleasure  the  amount  of  the  public  debt. 


Was  it  to  be  the  Treasury  ?  What,  then, 
would  prevent  them  from  issuing  Exche- 
quer Bills  beyond  the  amount  authorised 
by  Parliament  ?  Was  it  to  be  left  entirely 
in  their  hands  to  increase  the  Public  Debt, 
without  check  or  control  ?  That  the  Com- 
missioners of  Accounts  of  1831  regarded 
this  as  a  real  danger  is  proved  by  the  fol- 
lowing passage  in  their  Report : — 

*'  To  prevent  the  iMae  of  any  Exchequer  Bills 
beyond  the  amount  authorized  by  Parliament,  it 
should  be  provided  that  every  rach  Bill  be  ooun- 
tersi^ed  at  the  Exchequer  before  it  can  obtain  a 
legal  ourrenoy." 

And  yet,  in  defiance  of  all  these  recommen- 
dations, the  Exchequer  Office  was  to  be 
swept  oway.  There  were  anomalies  which 
this  Bill  would  not  touch.  According  to 
the  present  law  the  Controller  only  allowed 
money  to  issue  for  the  use  of  certain  speci- 
fied services,  and  in  his  warrant  he  declared 
that  the  money  so  issued  should  be  applied 
to  those  particular  services,  and  to  no  others. 
The  Paymaster  was  strictly  forbidden  to 
apply  the  money  drawn  for  one  purpose  to 
any  other  purposes.  Nevertheless,  as  soon 
as  he  received  the  various  sums,  he  threw 
them  all  into  one  drawing  account  and  one 
balance,  and  applied  the  whole  indiscrimi- 
nately for  all  the  services.  He  did  not 
deny  that  there  might  be  a  necessity  for 
such  a  proceeding,  but  certainly  it  was 
illegal,  and  any  Bill  professing  to  deal  with 
this  subject  should  deal  with  anomalies 
such  as  that.  Many  remedies  had  been 
suggested.  One  was  that  instead  of  hav- 
ing one  Paymaster,  there  should  be  an 
accountant  for  each  service,  who  should 
draw  what  was  required  for  that  service, 
and  keep  a  balance  for  that  service  alone. 
A  great  injury  would  thus  result.  The 
total  of  all  the  balances  in  the  hands  of 
this  multitude  of  Paymasters  would  amount 
to  far  more  than  the  balance  which  lies  idle 
in  the  hands  of  a  single  Paymaster.  The 
difference  between  these  sums  did  not  now 
lie  idle,  but  was  used  in  reducing  Deficiency 
Bills.  He  admitted  that  something  ought 
to  be  done,  but  he  doubted  whether  this 
was  the  right  time  for  doing  it.  A  far 
better  course  would  be  to  wait  three  months, 
when  a  new  Parliament  would  consider  the 
whole  subject  of  the  constitution  of  the 
Board  of  Audit  and  its  duties.  The  whole 
Exchequer  question  could  be  simultaneously 
debated;  and  then,  after  careful  consi- 
deration, a  sound,  a  definite,  and  a  perma- 
nent arrangement  could  be  effected.  Im- 
pressed with  that  belief,  he  should  move 
that  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  be  de- 
ferred for  three  months. 
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Sm  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
seconded  the  Motion.  In  one  respect  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  fallen 
into  an  error.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  rightly  said  that  the  present  office 
of  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  included 
Terj  heterogeneous  matters,  hat  the  union 
of  that  office  with  the  Chairmanship  of  the 
Board  of  Audit  would  entail  duties  verj 
litte  homogeneous.  It  must  he  an  anomaly 
to  unite  in  one  person  the  duties  of  exer- 
cising control  over  issues  and  of  presiding 
OTer  a  hody  which  performed  the  duties  of 
audit.  Lord  Monteagle,  in  his  eridence, 
had  stated  that  the  most  important  manner 
in  which  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
acted  was  when  he  acted  hy  way  of  pre- 
Tention,  and  the  knowledge  of  the  exist- 
ence of  that  check  prevented  any  necessity 
for  the  use  of  it.  If  there  was  not  some 
control  there  would  he  great  confusion  in 
the  appropriation  of  the  sums  voted  hy 
Parliament.  He  understood  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  say  that  the  office  of 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Audit  was 
held  quam  diu  se  bene  gesserit.  What  was 
the  effect  of  such  a  tenure  ?  Some  said 
it  meant  that  a  man  was  to  hold  his  office 
as  long  as  he  had  good  health  ;  hut  he 
took  it  that  an  appointment  quam  diu  se 
bene  gesserit  continued  as  long  as  the  holder 
of  the  office  behaved  himself  properly,  was 
guilty  of  no  misconduct,  and  was  under  no 
incapacity  ;  that  it  was  an  office  to  be  held 
for  life.  An  .hon.  Member  near  him  (Sir 
David  Dundas)  said,  there  must  be  some 
conviction  against  such  an  office  before  he 
could  be  removed  ;  but  perhaps  the  Attor- 
ney General  would  enlighten  them  on  that 
point.  His  own  belief  was  that  the  tenure 
quam  diu  se  bene  gesserit  was  not  quite 
so  secure  a  tenure  as  the  hon.  Member 
near  him  supposed.  He  thought  a  writ  of 
supersedeas  might  still  issue,  and  that  it 
must  be  granted  upon  some  cause  stated 
in  the  writ,  and  then  the  Minister  would 
he  responsible  to  Parliament  for  the  jus* 
tice  of  that  cause  ;  but  he  did  not  under- 
stand it  to  be  the  law  that  a  writ  of  super* 
sedeas  would  not  issue  except  upon  a 
conviction.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  tenure  of  the  office  of  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Audit  was  not  less  secure 
than  that  of  the  office  of  the  Controller  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  could  not  be  removed 
except  upon  an  address  from  both  Houses 
of  Parliament ;  because,  if  that  was  so, 
and  if  they  happened  to  have  an  unprin« 
eipled  Government  which  wanted  to  remove 
a  man,  it  might  find  out  something  against 
Lord  Robert  Montagu 


him,  so  that  the  office  would  not  beu 
positively  secure  as  a  freehold  office.  These 
were  important  points,  which  he  wooU 
like  to  have  cleared  up  before  they  pasaed 
that  Bill.  If  they  joined  to  an  office 
known  to  the  Constitution,  and  haviog  « 
permanent  tenure,  another  office  tbeteooFe 
of  which  wos  not  so  permanent,  they  went 
in  the  teeth,  if  not  of  the  letter,  at  leest  of 
the  spirit,  of  the  third  clause  in  the  Ex- 
chequer Act,  the  object  of  which  wae  net 
only  to  make  the  Controller  of  the  Exche- 
quer irremovable,  but  to  prevent  him  from 
holding  any  other  office  not  equally  per- 
manent. He  thought  it  highly  undesirable 
that  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  should 
hold  any  other  office  at  all ;  because,  al- 
though the  duties  of  the  Controllership 
might  not  be  numerous,  the  post  was  one 
of  such  responsibility  as  to  require  the  ea- 
tire  attention  of  one  man.  Another  point 
which  he  desired  to  have  cleared  up  in  con- 
nection with  that  Bill  was—  Did  the  measore 
positively  unite  the  office  of  the  Controller 
of  the  Exchequer  and  that  of  the  CbAi^ 
man  of  the  Board  of  Audit,  and  make  them 
so  closely  associated  that  the  Goveraoient 
of  the  day  could  never  confer  the  offieo 
of  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  od  any 
one  except  the  Chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Audit,  and  vice  versa  ^  A  email 
saving  to  the  public  from  the  amalga 
mation  of  these  offices  would  be  a  terj 
poor  compensation  for  the  evil  of  fusing 
into  one  office  functions  which,  if  not 
absolutely  incompatible,  were  very  inoou- 
sistent  and  heterogeneous,  and  the  union  of 
which  would  pro  tanto  affect  the  dignity,  in- 
dependence, and  the  insulated  positioOi  as  it 
were,  of  an  officer  who  was  the  guardian  and 
custodian  of  the  public  money,  and  hid 
in  fact  to  see  that  the  Votes  of  that  House 
were  properly  and  rigidly  carried  into 
effect. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  titfe* 
months." — (Lord  Robert  Montagu,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  wori 
*  now  *  stand  part  of  tiie  Question." 

Sm  FRANCIS  BARING  said,  he 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Robert 
Montagu)  that  there  was  no  truth  what- 
ever  in  the  reports  to  which  he  had  reforreo 
in  respect  to  this  question.  He  wiehw 
that  that  Bill  had  been*  brought  forward 
when  there  was  a  better  opportanity  fof 
its  discussion.  It  was  a  short  Bill,  bat  it 
dealt  with  a  matter  of  far  greater  jB0O«nt 
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ihan  the  mero  Baving  of  a  small  Bum  of 
money  bj  a  union  of  these  offices.  He 
had  long  been  of  opinion  that  the  office  of 
the  Controller  of  the  Bxchequer  and  the 
Audit  Office  required  some  revifiion.  The 
effiee  of  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer 
was  originally  a  very  important  one,  but 
it  had  now  become  yery  inefficient.  Eyery- 
body  who  went  through  the  efidence  takon 
by  the  Public  Moneys  Committee  would  be 
satisfied  that  the  check  which  that  officer 
exercised  in  former  times  was  now  gone. 
It  was  yery  desirable  that  check  should  be 
revived.  He  used  to  issue  his  warrant  to 
each  particular  department,  the  Army,  the 
Navy,  or  the  Ordnance,  and  the  Treasurer 
of  those  Departments  could  not  expend 
money  upon  anything  not  connected  with 
his  own  service.  Some  new  arrangement 
was  needed,  and  it  was  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance that  the  Audit  Office  should  be 
strengthened.  In  the  Report,  which  had 
been  referred  to,  the  late  Sir  James  Gra- 
ham had  declared  that  in  his  opinion  the 
Audit  Office  required  strengthening  ;  and 
every  exomination  which  he  (Sir  Francis 
Baring)  had  made  when  he  was  on  the 
Committee  of  Public  Accounts  satisfied  him 
that  the  Audit  Office  was  one  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  ought  to  be 
strengthened.  Sir  James  Graham  pro- 
posed a  plan  by  which  the  two  offices 
might  be  consolidated,  but  it  was  not 
adopted  by  the  Committee.  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  he  preferred  two 
separate  offices,  because  he  thought  their 
union  might  be  found  to  be  attended  with 
muoh  danger.  A  contrary  opinion,  how- 
eyer,  was  entertained  by  so  many  gentle- 
men whose  position  entitled  their  views 
upon  the  subject  to  respect  that  he  had 
sot  such  confidence  in  his  own  opinion  as 
to  lead  him  to  oppose  what  might  ulti- 
mately be  regarded  as  the  wisest  course 
to  pnrsae.  He  had  no  objection  to  the 
Bill  if  it  were  to  be  regarded  as  a  tem- 
porary measure  only,  and  he  saw  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  so  altered  in  Com- 
mittee as  to  render  it  purely  temporary  in 
its  character.  The  House  should  be  care- 
ful how  they  gave  their  sanction  to  the 
principle  of  the  abolition  of  the  office  of 
the  Controller  of  the  Bxchequer  without 
preyious  inquiry,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  provide  for  a  temporary  ar- 
rangement than  for  the  present  Parliament 
to  sanction  the  union  of  the  two  offices 
once  for  all.  He  was  particularly  desirous 
that  no  remark  of  his  might  appear  to  cast 
any  reflection  upon  the  Treasury  or  any 


of  the  heads  of  that  Department,  because 
a  great  deal  had  been  done  of  late  years 
in  the  improvement  of  the  public  accounts, 
and  that  improvement  had  more  especially 
been  visible  during  the  period  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  held  office.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  some  arrangement 
might  be  made  to  drop  some  part  of  the 
Bill,  or  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  the  House  an  assurance  thot 
Parliament  itself  should  be  called  upon  at 
some  future  time  to  deal  definitely  with 
the  subject. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  could  not  refrain  from  expressing  his 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  intro- 
ducing this  measure,  should  have  laid  so 
much  stress  upon  the  small  saving  which 
would  ultimately  accrue  from  the  amalga- 
mation of  these  two  offices,  becauso  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had, 
he  feared,  conveyed  the  impression  to  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  taken  part  in 
the  debate  that  the  Bill  had  been  introduced 
for  the  purpose  of  effecting  a  saving  of 
one  or  two  thousand  pounds  a  year.  If 
that  were  so  it  was  a  strong  reason  for  not 
proceeding  further  with  it.  It  seemed  to 
him,  howeyer,  there  was  a  more  important 
object  to  be  obtained  by  the  measure.  To 
some  extent  he  differed  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
Francis  Baring),  and  he  was  in  fayour  of 
what  he  understood  to  be  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  The  real  subject  for  considera- 
tion was  what  should  be  the  arrangement 
for  securing  the  right  appropriation  of 
public  money.  They  had  at  present  three 
offices — the  Treasury,  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  Audit  Office,  with  certain  functions 
diyided  between  them,  those  functions  being 
derived  from  very  ancient  times.  As  those 
functions,  however,  had  of  late  years  from 
the  condition  of  affairs,  become  greatly 
changed,  he  thought  it  was  advisable  that 
their  position  should  now  be  revised.  It 
was  especially  worthy  the  consideration  of 
the  House  whether  there  any  longer  ex- 
isted any  real  necessity  for  keeping  up  the 
department  of  the  Exchequer  at  all.  If, 
as  he  inferred,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was 
to  put  an  end  to  the  control  of  the  Ex- 
chequer as  a  distinct  office  of  the  estate, 
while,  individually,  he  was  willing  to  consent 
to  such  a  course  he  felt  scrupulous  at 
adopting,  at  the  present  stage  of  the  present 
Parliament,  a  measure  contemplating  such 
an  object.  The  question  was  one  of  great 
importance,  and  one  upon  which,  as  they 
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could  peroeive,  differoDt  opinions  were 
entertained  by  high  authorities.  The 
final  settlement  of  such  a  question  ought 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  left  to  the 
consideration  of  a  new  Parliament,  where 
it  would  reoeiye  better  attention  than  it 
could  possibly  do  under  the  present  cir- 
cumstances. If  they  looked  for  a  moment 
at  the  real  question  between  Parliament 
and  the  GoTernroent,  they  would  see  that 
Parliament  granted  to  the  Goremment 
certain  sums  of  money  for  executive  pur- 
poses, and  that  Parliament  possessed  two 
pieces  of  machinery — the  Exchequer  and 
the  Audit  Office,  intended  for  the  control 
of  the  Goyemment  in  the  expenditure  of 
the  money  which  had  been  placed  in  its 
hands.  The  consideration  and  adjustment 
of  any  changes  in  these  modes  of  eon- 
trolling  the  expenditure  of  the  GoTcm- 
ment  was  a  matter,  therefore,  of  great 
importance,  and  one  with  which  the  present 
Parliament  was  scarcely  in  a  position  to 
deal  satisfactorily.  Out  of  respect  to 
Parliament  these  changes  should  be  pro- 
duced at  a  time  when  in  a  full  House  they 
could  be  fairly  and  fully  considered.  Ano- 
ther objection  to  their  proceeding  with  this 
Bill,  as  a  final  measure,  was,  that  in  the 
system  of  these  two  offices  it  was  desirable 
to  introduce  a  fariety  of  improTcments. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  true,  that  a  good  many 
improvements  had  already  been  introduced, 
and  that  this  had  especially  been  the  case 
with  regard  to  the  Audit  Office ;  but  the 
passing  of  this  measure  would  lessen  those 
inducements  which  at  present  existed  for 
proceeding  with  the  improvement  of  the 
system  generally.  He  should  wish  to  see 
introduced,  at  the  earliest  possible  moment 
after  the  sitting  of  the  new  Parliament,  a 
measure  containing  provisions  not  merely 
for  the  re-construction  of  the  Exchequer, 
and,  if  necessary,  of  the  Audit  Office,  but 
also  for  dealing  with  those  questions  affect- 
ing the  superintendence  of  the  appropria- 
tion of  public  moneys  which  required 
solution.  That  being  his  feeling,  he  still 
thought  it  would  be  unfortunate  if  they 
rejected  the  Bill,  and  he  could  not,  there- 
fore, support  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Robert  Montagu),  because  he 
felt  that,  if  a  vacancy  were  to  occur  during 
the  recess  in  the  office  of  the  Controller 
General,  without  any  alteration  having  been 
made  in  the  law,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Govemnient  to  appoint  a  new  Controller 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  such  an  appoint- 
ment would  create  new  difficulties  and  in- 
creased expenditure  in  the  final  settlement 
Sir  Stafford  NarthcoU 


of  this  question  in  case  t^e  abolitioD  of 
the  office  were  deemed  necessary.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  as  the  matter  sow 
stood  it  would  be  desirable  to  frame  ssch 
a  provision  as  would  meet  the  contingesey 
which  would  arise  from  such  a  vaesnoj. 
He  might,  he  believed,  say  that  sooh  & 
vacancy  had  already  arisen,  and  for  his 
own  part  he  should  not  at  all  object  to  in 
arrangement  by  which  the  present  Chair- 
man of  the  Board  of  Audit  should  be  ip- 
pointed  to  the  office  of  Controller  Qeneral 
in  conjunction  with  the  office  which  be  «t 
present  held,  and  that  a  proper  addition 
should  be  made  to  his  present  salary,  bat 
he  objected  to  their  deciding  at  once  thit 
such  should  be  the  course  proposed  on  all 
future  occasions.  He  should  like,  tbere- 
fore,  to  see  some  proviso  annexed  to  tbe 
third  clause  to  the  effect  that  any  person 
holding  the  office  should  hold  it  eubject  to 
any  arrangement  with  regard  to  salary  or 
duties  which  Parliament  might  hereafter 
determine  upon.  His  object,  in  suggeatm; 
the  insertion  of  such  a  proviso,  was  a  deiire 
that  the  hands  of  Parliament  shoold  not 
be  fettered  in  the  future  discussion  and 
settlement  of  the  question.  Another  al- 
teration which  he  thought  he  was  fairly 
entitled  to  ask  for  in  the  Bill  was  the 
omission  of  the  second  clause.  He  eonid 
not  see  the  necessity  for  introducing  such 
a  clause.  It  was  prejudging  the  question, 
although  he  was  rather  prepared  to  go  in 
the  same  direction;  but  it  would  be  mors 
respectful  to  Parliament  to  omit  it  from 
the  Bill.  He  would  therefore  support  tbe 
second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but,  unless  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  suggested 
some  other  mode  of  accomplishing  tbe  ob- 
ject, he  should  propose  the  alterations  to 
which  he  had  referred.  This  was  a  matter 
of  really  very  great  importance.  It  had 
been  for  a  long  time  under  consideration, 
and  although  he  was  anxious  to  see  it 
settled  it  would  be  a  great  pity  to  harry  it 
at  the  last.  At  the  present  time  tbe  at- 
tention of  the  public  had  been  called  to  tbe 
defects  of  our  system  of  audit.  Tbe  qoes- 
tion  was  also  being  considered  by  a  Com- 
mittee upstairs  on  the  public  accoants. 
They  ought  to  deal  with  the  Bxcbcqncr 
and  Audit  Office  in  a  way  which  would 
satisfy  the  public  that  every  reasonable 
precaution  was  taken  for  preventing  tbe 
misappropriation  of  public  money  and  otber 
frauds  and  irregularities,  and  to  settle  tbe 
relations  between  the  three  great  depart- 
ments—the Treasury,  the  Exchequer,  and 
the  Audit  Office— on  a  much  more  sslw* 
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faetorj  footing  than  at  present.  His  noble 
Friend  had  stated  his  views  with  great 
ability,  bat  he  disagreed  with  him  to  a  great 
extent  in  some  parts  of  his  speech,  and  he 
appealed  to  him  whether  it  would  be  worth 
while  to  press  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 
It  wonid  be  better  to  make  the  necessary 
alterations  in  Committee  and  to  leave  the 
matter  to  be  discussed  more  fully  in  an- 
other Parliament. 

Sir  MINTO  PARQUHAR  said,  he 
hoped  they  would  have  a  very  distinct  ex- 
planation of  the  views  and  intentions  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  the 
suggestions  made  by  his  hon.  Priend  (Sir 
Stafford  Northcote)  before  his  noble  Friend 
consented  not  to  press  his  Amendment  to 
a  division.  The  functions  of  the  Audit 
Board  and  the  Exchequer  were  different. 
The  duty  of  the  one  was  to  look  into  the 
aecounts,  that  of  the  other  was  to  be  a 
positive  and  absolute  check.  In  matters 
of  finance,  he  had  always  found  that  the 
last  thing  they  should  give  up  was  any 
Balutory  check.  After  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Sir  Francis  Baring)  who  had  taken  so 
mnch  pains,  and  had  so  much  experience 
in  this  matter,  he  hoped  his  noble  Priend 
would  press  his  Amendment  unless  they 
reoeired  a  satisfactory  answer  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  thought  the 
question  whether  the  offices  of  Chairman 
of  the  Board  of  Audit  and  Controller  of 
the  Exchequer  could  well  be  held  by  one 
individual  a  matter  of  much  less  conse- 
quence than  whether,  according  to  the  im- 
pression he,  in  common  with  his  hon,  Priend 
(Sir  Stafford  Northcote),  derived  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  speech,  it 
was  meant  to  do  away  with  the  Controller. 
That  was  a  most  important  question.  No 
doubt  one  man  might  hold  both  these 
offices  as  head  ;  but  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  throwing  out  as  he  did  that  the 
abolition  of  the  office  of  Controller  would 
be  done  with  that  tenderness  always  ex- 
hibited in  these  matters,  it  was  pretty 
clear  that  it  must  be  meant  to  do  away 
with  that  office  altogether.  If  the  func- 
tions of  the  office  regarding  the  present  con* 
trol  over  public  moneys  were  still  to  be  per- 
formed, there  must  be  a  staff  for  each  office 
to  assist  the  holder,  whether  he  held  one  or 
two  offices,  to  do  that  duty.  Now,  the  office 
of  Controller  of  the  Exchequer  was  to  pre- 
vent improper  issues  of  public  money.  It 
was  perfectly  true  that  the  Audit  Office 
might  discover  a  year  or  two  afterwards 


that  such  issues  had  taken  place,  but  it 
would  then  be  too  lato.  The  moneys  would 
havo  gone  out  of  the  Exchequer,  and  once 
gone  it  would  be  like  trying  to  catch  hold 
of  an  eel.  They  might  blame  individuals, 
but  the  money  was  lost.  Although  quite 
disposed  to  give  full  credit  to  the  Lords  of 
the  Treasury,  the  Controller  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  a  constitutional  officer,  placed 
between  them  and  Parliament  to  see  that 
moneys  directed  by  Parliament  to  go  in  a 
particular  direction  should  go  in  that  di- 
rection only  ;  and  he  must  say  what  he 
8a\Y  in  the  Public  Moneys  Committee  had 
convinced  him  that  considerable  value  be- 
longed to  the  functions  of  the  Controller. 
Some  of  the  officers  of  the  Treasury,  in 
giving  evidence,  showed  that  the  office 
gave  them  a  little  trouble.  It  made  them 
look  to  their  P's  and  Q's.  They  did  not 
like  it,  and  evidently  wanted  to  get  rid  of 
it.  They  might  again  fall  on  bad  times  ; 
and  he  should  be  sorry  to  see  this  whole- 
some check  abolished.  No  public  advan* 
tage  would  be  gained  by  doing  away  with 
it.  His  hon.  Priend  below  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote)  had  suggested  what  was  not 
an  unreasonable  course.  The  question 
had  been  brought  before  them  so  suddenly, 
the  Bill  being  only  circulated  yesterday, 
that  some  reasonable  time  should  be  given 
for  its  consideration,  and  he  should  be 
quite  content  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer adopted  the  course  suggested  by 
his  hon.  Priend.  He  hoped  he  would  not 
drive  them  to  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  by  persisting  in  portions  of  it, 
which,  after  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Francis  Baring), 
should  be  expunged. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  BXCHE- 
QUER  said,  a  great  portion  of  this  de- 
bate had  arisen  from  the  importation  into 
it  of  what  he  had  endeavoured  to  exclude 
—that  it  was  the  design  of  the  Bill  to 
abolish  those  duties  which  were  now  per- 
formed by  the  Controller  of  the  Exchequer. 
That  had  been  assumed  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Robert  Montagu),  by  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Sir  Stafford  NorthcoteJ, 
and  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Francis  Baring).  Now,  he  had  stated,  as 
clearly  as  he  could,  that  that  was  not  the 
intention  of  the  Bill.  He  said  in  express 
terms  that  all  the  duties  of  the  Controller 
of  the  Exchequer  should  continue  to  be 
performed  precisely  as  they  were  now  per- 
formed, until  Parliament  bad  had  the  op- 
Eortunity  of  considering  the  question.  He 
ad  asked  for  power  to  prevent  the  ueoes- 
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sily  of  maiataiiiing  offl«M  uselest  to  tlio 
country,  due  proTitioo  being  made  for  the 
performance  of  necessary  duties.  But  of 
all  claaees  of  men  politicians  were  ky  far 
the  most  suspicious;  they  sometimes,  how- 
ever, outwiUed  themselTes,  and  fell  into 
error  by  their  over  suspicion  and  deter- 
mination to  see  motives  which  did  not 
exist.  He  did  not  say  a  word  in  dispa- 
ragement  of  Bxchequer  control ;  but  if  he 
were  asked  his  opinion,  he  would  say  this, 
that  Exchequer  control  had  become  in- 
efficient, anomalous,  and  unreal  to  a  very 
great  degree.  Whether  it  should  be, 
however,  entirely  abolished  or  modified 
was  a  question  of  great  importance  and 
delicacy,  which  he  had  not  examined  with 
that  coolness  and  precision  which  would 
enable  him  to  come  to  a  positive  conclusion 
upon  it.  His  desire  was  that  these  sepa- 
rate duties  should  be  maintained  as  at 
present,  and  with  the  fullest  liberty  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  to  extend  these  duties 
by  restoring  the  effieiencr  of  the  Exche- 
quer control.  It  appearea  to  him  that  the 
practical  differences  between  himself  aud 
those  who  had  taken  part  in  the  debate 
were  very  small.  He  differed  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Francis  Baring)  on 
one  point,  for  he  was  fully  convinced  (hat 
the  duties  of  Exchequer  control  were  not 
duties  ssfficient  in  themselves  to  occupy 
the  time  of  a  public  officer.  It  was,  there- 
fore, he  tliought,  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  remove  the  anomaly  of  what  approached 
to  be  a  sinecure.  Nor  would  he  admit  the 
doctrine  that  had  been  urged  of  incompa- 
tibility of  function  in  these  two  offices. 
He  would  repeat  what  he  had  before  stated, 
that  if  there  should  be  a  desire  on  the  part 
of  the  House  to  reserve  its  ultimate  deci- 
sion upon  the  union  of  these  offices  he  had 
no  objection.  The  only  object  he  had 
was  the  practical  one  of  laying  the  foun- 
dation of  an  improvement  which  would 
be  permanently  effected  if  Parliament 
should  approve  a  reduction  of  useless  and 
unnecessary  offices.  One  suggestion  would 
be  met  by  altering  the  first  two  lines  of 
tlie  first  clause,  '*  on  the  occurrence  of  a 
vacancy  in  the  said  office,*'  and  snbstitut- 
ing  the  words,  **  on  the  occurrence  of  the 
next  vacancy  in  the  office  of  Controller 
General."  In  the  third  clause  the  words 
"  for  the  time  being  "  might  be  struck  out, 
and  he  would  not  object  to  the  insertion  of 
the  words  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  end  of  the  clause.  He  could  not  agree 
to  the  omission  of  the  second  clause.  The 
proper  way  would  be  to  introduce  some 
Th$  ChanceUar  ofih$  Exchequer 


words  making  provision  fsr  the  perfmiN 
ance  of  all  the  duties  that  were  now 
diichargedv  and  he  would  not  say  more 
than  that  be  did  not  think  tbe  petfonnsaes 
of  these  duties  required  the  mMUteiSBse 
of  the  Exchequer  establishment  as  it  new 
stood.  The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Gesi^ 
Bowyer)  appeared  to  think  thai  the  tanin 
upon  which  tbe  Chairman  of  tke  Board  <£. 
Audit  held  his  office  -^  quam  dink  $e  bem 
gesiorU  ■  ■  was  a  weaker  tenore  than  that  of 
the  Controller  General,  who  was  o«lj  re* 
movable  upon  an  address  by  both  Houmi 
of  Parliament.  Practically,  there  wsb  t 
difference  between  the  two,  but  the  udIoq 
of  these  two  offices  would  be  a  reason  for 
placing  the  tenure  of  both  on  the  same 
footing,  and  the  recommendation  of  tbe 
Select  Committee  that  the  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Audit  should  be  considered 
to  hold  one  of  the  first  positions  in  tbe 
Civil  Service  was  a  reason  for  raising,  not 
only  his  salary  but  his  office,  to  the  highest 
position  of  dignity  and  independence.  Tbe 
only  subject  he  felt  justified  in  pressid; 
upon  Parliament  at  the  present  time  wis 
the  practical  one  of  laying  the  foundation 
of  an  improvement  which  could  be  made 
permanent  if  Parliament  should  think  fit- 
that,  namely,  of  effecting  one  of  the  plain- 
est duties  of  a  person  in  his  position^the 
relieving  the  public  from  the  burden  of  an 
unnecessary  expense.  Some  of  tlie  sag' 
gestions  thrown  out  he  should  take  iste 
consideration.  Though  he  could  not  uij 
that  the  Bill  would  be  productive  of  in* 
mediate  economy,  yet  its  tendency  wa» 
towards  eoouomy.  The  notion  that  this 
Bill  entailed  an  additional  charge  of  ^0 
upon  the  public  was  entirely  without  fous- 
datiou.  He  begged  to  disclaim  any  inten- 
tion of  questioning  the  motives  of  iH 
noble  Lonl  (Lord  Eobert  Uontagu). 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdraion. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  2<>,  and  commiUed  for  Monday 
next. 

INLAND  REVENUE  (re-eommUUd)  BILl- 
[BiLt  207.]    COMMITTEE. 

Bill  eoneider&i  m  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  6  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Stamp  Duties  on  Charter- 
parties  reduced). 

The  CHAKCELLOR  ot  me  EXCHB'- 
QUER  said,  he  hnd  some  Amendments  tA 
propose  in  this  clause,  with  a  view  te  the 
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coav»«leiiee  of  persomi  who  made  use  of 
cb«iier«p«riies.    There  was  a  certain  class 
of  these  docaoaents  which  were  aeiijl  from 
abroad  as  mere  ieoders  signed  bj  the  party 
L       makkif   the  tender,    aid  which   beeaue 
cbarteivparties  when  thej  weredalj  signed 
in  this  country.     He  wished  in  the  case  of 
these  eharter-fMtrties  to  give  a  power,  net 
generally    conferred,    of     stamping    the. 
wrttten  docnment  on  the  payment  of  only 
6^.     It  woald  be  better  to  negatifo  the 
clause  aad  bring  np  another, 
Clanse  $truck  out 
Clauses  8  to  15  agreed  to. 
Clause  16  (Receipts  given  for  Sums  de- 
poeited  on  Allotments    of  Shares,  or  for 
Calls  on  Scrip  or  Shares,  not  to  be  ez- 
enapted  from  Stamp  Duty). 

Mb.  H 'MA HON  said,  this  clause  made 
receipts  given  for  sums  deposited  on  allot- 
ments of  shares  liable  to  stamp  duty.  Was 
it  not  desirable  that  the  letters  of  allotment 
themselves  should  also  be  subject  to  the 
duty  ? 

The  chancellor  op  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  a  new  one,  and    might, 
perhaps,  at   some    period   be    taken  into 
consideration,  but  at  present  he  felt  pre- 
cluded from  requiring  that  letters  of  allot- 
ment should  be  sul^ect  to  the  duty. 
Claase  i$greed  to. 
Clauses  17  to  21  agreed  Uh 
Clause  22  (Appeals  against  Adjodioa- 
tionaon  Stanip.-^Duties  in  Scotch  Cases 
to  be  heard  in  Scotland). 

6m  OOLMAN  0*LOGHLEN  said,  ibis 
eknse  directed  that  appeals  against  adju- 
dications on  stamp  duties  in  Scotch  cases 
should  he  determined  by  the  Court  of  Er- 
cbeqnev  in  Scotland.  He  wished  to  know 
why  appeals  in  Irish  cases  were  not  to  be 
determined  in  Ireland, 
^  The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 

QUER said,  he  was  under  the  impression 
L^,  tbatnnder  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  Irish 
etses  would  be  determined  in  Ireland,  but 
in  the  event  of  that  not  being  the  case,  he 
Would  take  care  to  introduce  an  Amend- 
iQeot  to  rectify  the  omission. 

Clause  agreed  i&;  as  were  also  Clauses 
23  and  24. 

Clause  25  (Amending  the  Law  respect- 

^tig  Appeals  under  Excise  Acts  on  Com- 

i^laints  before  Commissioners  and  Justices). 

Sib  WILLIAU  JOLLIFFE  said,  he 

Xrished  to  inquire  to  whom  the  appeal  lay 

^^rom  the  decisions  of  the  Commissioners  of 


tha  Inland  Beveave  and  of  the  jostieet . 
He  oalled  attentieo  to  the  large  expenses 
attending  appeals  frem  the  deeisiene  of 
the  magistrates  in  potty  sessions  on  appii* 
cation  for  licences,  and  expressed  some 
dissatisfactiea  at  not  having  heard  from 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exeheqoer  some  in* 
timation  of  the  intention  of  the  Qovem* 
moot  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject.  Sone  * 
drinking  licenees  were  granted  as  a  matter 
of  course  by  the  Excise,  while  others  were 
granted,  or  refused,  l^  the  magistrates ; 
and  the  whole  subject  was  in  a  most  unsa-* 
tisfactory  state.  He  had  hoped  that  the 
Chancellor  would  have  tntrodnoed  a  ekiose 
which  would  have  prevented  the  litigation 
and  expenses  Kkeiy  to  arise  under  this 
clause 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  appeal  in  the  decisions 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  lay  > 
to  the  superior  courts  as  in  ordinary  cases*   . 
The  other  remarks  of  the  right  hon^  Ba»  • 
ronet  were  ntther  wide  of  the  objects  of 
the  daose,  which  related  only  to  appeals 
with  regard  to  decisions  as  to  inland  re- 
venue questions.   The  question  of  liceBsinf 
was  a  large,  interesting,  and  difficult  one. 
He  hoped  the  Legislature  would   shortly 
approach  its  consideration,  but  he  doubted 
whether  the  preparation  of  a  measure  to 
meet  the  difficulties  was  part  of  the  proper 
duties  of  a  Finance  Minister. 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  said,  he 
thought  that,  as  a  large  aaio«nt  of  revenue 
was  raised  under  the  licensing  system,  it 
was  one  that  came  within  tlie  functions  of 
the  Finance  Committee* 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  the  following  new  clause 
was  substituted  for  Clause  7 : — 

^'  In  lieu  of  the  stamp  duty  of  5«.  now  charge- 
able by  law  on  any  Charter-party,  or  any  doea- 
ment  ehargeible  with  Stamp  Duty  ai  a  Charter-    ' 
party,  there  ahali  be  ebarged  and  paid  thereon 
the  stamp  duty  of  td.,  and  it  shall  not  be  lawiiil     . 
nnder  any  pretence  whatever  for  the  Oomsus- 
sioners  of  Inland  Revenue  to  stamp,  after  the 
same  shall  have  been  slgpned,  any  Charter-party,  '  ' 
or  any  suoh  Deoument  as  aforesaid,  whieh«  after    * 
the  expiration  of  one  calendar  month  from  the    * 
passing  of  this  Act,  shall  be  made   o«  or  by  ,^ 
means  of  any  printed  form,  or  on  a  form  which 
shall  be  partly  printed ;  and  if  any  person  after  ' 
the  period  aforesaid  shall  make  or  sign  aay  Gbafter-' 
party,  or  other  snob  Document  as  aforesaid,  wfanoh 
shall  be  priated  or  partly  printed,  ao4  shall  not 
be  duly  stamped  for  denoting  the  duty  (lereby 
charged  thereon  before  the  same  shall  be  signed, 
he  shall  forfeit  the  sum  of  £60 ;  Protided  always 
that  if  any  Charter-party  or  other  such  Doedoient 
as  aforesaid,  which  shall  be  wholly  in  writtog     • 
shall  bo  brought  to  be  stamped  within  the  respec^ 
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tire  times  hereinAfter  meniiMied,  after  tbe  mme 
shall  bear  date  and  shall  hare  been  first  signed, 
the  Commissioners  shall  stamp  the  same  on  the 
following  terms--(that  is  to  say)  if  within  fourteen 
days,  on  payment  of  the  Duty  and  4«.  Hd,,  and  if 
after  that  time  and  within  one  calendar  month 
after  snch  date  and  first  signing,  then  on  payment 
of  the  Duty  and  the  sum  of  £10 ;  but  after  the  ex- 
piration  of  the  last-mentioned  period  it  shall  not 
be  biwful  to  stamp  such  Charter-party  or  other 
Document  as  aforesaid  on  any  pretenee  whatever : 
prorided  always  that  if  any  Charter-party,  whether 
printed  or  written,  shall  be  first  signed  by  any 
party  thereto  out  of  the  United  Kinffdom,  such 
Charter-party  being  unstamped,  it  shall  be  lawful 
for  any  party  thereto  within  ten  days  after  it  shall 
have  been  received  in  this  kingdom,  and  before 
the  same  shall  have  been  signed  by  any  person 
here,  to  afiU  thereto  an  adhesive  stamp  denoting 
the  Duty  ohargeable  thereon,  and  to  cancel  such 
stamp  by  writing  across  the  same  his  name  and 
the  date  when  he  shall  so  aflix  such  stamp,  and 
thereapon  snch  Charter-party  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  duly  stamped." 

Preamble. 

Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  wished  to  point 
oat  the  growiDg  necessity  for  a  Bill  to 
consolidate  the  whole  of  the  laws  relating 
to  the  Exchequer,  in  consequence  of  the 
yearly  alterations  in  the  Stamp  Acts.  Un- 
der present  circumstances  it  was  scarcely 
possible  to  find  out  the  actual  state  of  the 
law  upon  the  subject  without  wading 
through  innumerable  clauses  in  various 
Acts;  and,  therefore,  he  trusted  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  take  into 
consideration  the  propriety  of  introducing 
such  a  Bill  on  the  assembling  of  the  new 
Parliament.  One  of  the  anomalies  requir- 
ing removal  w&s  this.  A  stamp  duty  of 
30f .  was  required  for  a  power  of  attorney 
to  sign  a  document  on  which  the  stamp 
duty  was  6i. 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  felt  the  force  of  what  had 
been  said,  and  thought  it  would  be  very 
desirable  that  they  should  have  a  consoli- 
dation of  the  Stamp  Acts. 

Sm  COLMAN  O'LOQHLEN  said,  he 
wished  to  direct  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's attention  to  the  fact  that  ships 
might  be  sold,  assigned,  or  mortgaged 
without  making  any  return  to  the  revenue 
by  means  of  stamps,  and  the  law  even 
provided  an  admirable  and  cheap  machinery 
for  doing  so.  It  was  for  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  to  consider  whether  the  stamp  duty, 
payable  on  the  mortgage  of  land,  should 
not  be  extended  to  the  transfer  of  ships. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  he  had  to  complain 
that  in  Ireland,  in  transactions  with  regard 
to  land,  persons  had  to  pay  double  stamp 
duty  as  compared  with  the  duty  in  Eng- 
land.   In  England  they  had  to  pay  only  a 

lite  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


lOf  •  doty  ;  in  Ireland  they  had  to  pay  u 
ad  vahrem  duty  besides.  That  doobb 
duty  seriously  interfered  with  the  tmufer 
of  land  in  Ireland.  It  was  a  matter  of 
great  importance  that  the  transfer  of  land 
in  Ireland  should  not  continue  to  be  of  the 
exhorbitant  character  it  had  been  OTor 
since  the  ye^r  1858. 
.  Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  that  with  regaid 
to  settlements  a  gentleman  had  writteo  to 
him  stating  that,  in  addition  to  the  5<.  doty 
on  every  £100  ad  wihrem,  he  had  also  to 
pay  £1  158,  for  the  deed. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  if 
anybody  wished  to  have  the  decision  of  the 
Commissioners  with  regard  to  the  proper 
stamp  to  be  put  on  the  deed  he  could  go  to 
them,  and  if  he  was  not  satisfied  with  their 
decision  he  could  go  the  Court  of  Exchequer. 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  if  his  hon.  Friends  farnished 
him  with  the  particulars  of  the  seTcral 
cases  he  would  see  what  could  be  done. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 
House  reamed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con* 
sidered  on  Monday  next. 

LAW  OP  EVIDENCE,  Ac.,  BILL-{Biu SO.] 
OOMMITTBE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Parties  to  Action  for  Breich 
of  Promise  of  Marriage  to  be  admissible  u 
Witnesses.) 

Sib  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  he  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  making  some 
general  remarks  upon  the  Bill,  and  woold 
take  a  short  retrospect  of  the  law.  Daring 
the  many  centuries  in  which  justice  had 
been  administered  in  the  Law  Courts  of 
this  country,  no  one,,  up  to  a  very  reoeot 
period,  could  be  a  witness  in  any  sait  or 
proceeding  in  which  he  had  the  slightest 
pecuniary  interest.  At  length,  in  1828, 
Lord  Brougham  in  his  celebrated  speech 
upon  Law  Reform  called  the  attention  of 
Parliament  to  this  subject,  and  froo 
that  time  until  1842,  several  succesiiTe 
efforts  were  made  by  Lord  Bronghsn 
himself,  by  other  members  of  the  legii 
profession,  and  by  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  qualify  and  improve  the  lav, 
but  those  efforts  were  made  in  vain.  At 
length,  in  1842,  Lord  Denman  brought  a 
Bill  into  the  House  of  Lords,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  remove  the  disqualificalioiiof 
witnesses  on  the  ground  of  interest.  Lo^ 
Denman  was  opposed,  he  believed,  by  ererj 
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Judge  npon  tbe  Bench  and  bj  almost  ererj 
Minister  of  the  Crown,  especiallj  those 
who  had  Blled  the  office  of  Home  Secre* 
tarj,  bat  his  Bill  was  passed.  For  nine  years 
after  this  the  subject  was  agitated  from 
time  to  time,  and  at  length,  in  1851,  Lord 
BroQgham  brought  into  the  House  of  Lords 
a  Bill  to  make  all  parties  to  civil  suits  com- 
petent witnesses.  Lord  Brougham  intro- 
daeed  that  measure  in  a  rery  memorable 
speech,  which  had  the  effect  of  doing  away 
with  the  prejudices  and  objections  of 
most  of  his  hearers.  He  was,  however, 
opposed  by  Lord  Chancellor  Truro,  whose 
authority  was  the  greater  because  he  had 
been  a  leading  advocate  at  the  bar  nnd  had 
filled  the  office  of  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Common  Pleas  ;  he  was  cautiously  and 
timidly  sanctioned  rather  than  supported  by 
Lord  Campbell,  but  was  earnestly  sustained 
by  another  high  authority,  Lord  Cranworlh. 
The  Bill,  however,  became  law;  and  he 
believed  that  no  change  effected  in  our 
law  procedure  during  the  present  century 
had  been  attended  with  more  beneficial  re- 
Bolts.  The  Bar,  the  Bench,  the  Press, 
and  the  public  were  agreed  as  to  this.  But 
in  that  Act  two  exceptions  of  quoH-cWiX 
cases  had  been  inserted,  owing  to  the  per- 
severance of  those  who  had  opposed  the 
measore  altogether.  With  the  first  of 
these  exceptions — cases  for  breach  of  pro- 
mise of  marriage  —  Clause  No.  1  of  the 
present  Bill  was  intended  to  deal.  He  did 
not  deny  that  considerable  objections  might 
reasonably  be  made  to  the  examination  of 
the  parties  to  this  description  of  action ;  be- 
cause loose  conversations  between  two  per- 
Boos  might  be  greatly  exaggerated  by  one  of 
them  if  a  desire  existed  to  establish  a  con- 
trut,  and  there  was  the  danger  of  the 
Bjmpathies  of  the  jury  being  unduly  exer- 
cieed  in  favour  of  the  lady.  But  it  should 
always  be  remembered  that  the  great  ob- 
ject of  all  judicial  proceedings  was  the  dis- 
covery of  the  truth.  He  thought  that  the 
proviso  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Leominster  (Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy),  which 
would  provide  that  there  must  be  a  pro- 
mise in  writing,  would  go  far  to  remove 
the  objections. 

Sir  GEORGB  BOWYER  said,  he  was 
aware  that  in  referring  to  those  breach  of 
promise  cases  he  was  touching  on  delicate 
ground ;  but  he  hoped  he  should  avoid 
giving  offence  to  any  one  in  that  House  or 
in  higher  regions.  He  thought  that  the 
Legislature  had  shown  its  wisdom  by 
making  cases  of  breach  of  promise  an  ex- 
ception to  the  general  rule,  for  a  person 


who  was  anxious  for  a  good  match  would 
not  stick  at  a  trifle.  If  a  man  were  with 
a  woman  without  witnesses,  what  was  he 
to  do  ?  Let  the  House  imagine  the  case 
of  a  yeuug  man  who  was  supposed  to  be  a 
desirable  catch,  who  had  happened  to  meet 
a  young  woman  of  an  imaginative  or  de- 
signing turn,  and  who  had  happened  to 
be  alone  with  her.  After  such  an  occur- 
rence she  might  go  into  the  witness-box 
and  swear  he  had  made  a  proposal  of  mar- 
riage to  her  which  she  had  accepted.  The 
defendant  might  go  into  the  witness-box 
and  say  he  had  not ;  but  if  the  woman  was 
clever,  designing,  and,  above  all,  good- 
looking,  the  great  probability  was  that  she 
would  get  the  jury  on  her  side,  and  the 
defendant  would  find  considerable  difficulty 
in  extricating  himself  from  the  scrape. 
Cross-examination  would  not  be  very  effec- 
tive in  such  a  case.  He  was  afraid  that 
the  clause  would  lead  to  a  good  many  mar- 
riages which  would  not  be  productive  of 
domestic  happiness.  If  the  clause  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leominster  (Mr.  Ga- 
thorne Hardy)  should  be  adopted,  he 
thought  it  would  nullify  the  clause  alto- 
gether. To  be  consistent,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  should  entirely  do  away 
with  the  law  of  evidence.  He  admitted 
that  in  civil  cases  the  rules  of  evidence 
had  been  carried  too  far  ;  but  if  he  under- 
stood this  Bill  rightly,  it  was  founded  on 
the  principle  that  every  possible  sort  of 
evidence  ought  to  be  laid  before  a  jury. 
Was  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  prepared 
to  go  the  length  of  admitting  hearsay  evi- 
dence ?  It  was  said  that  the  parties  who 
knew  more  about  the  matter  than  anybody 
else  did  ought  to  be  heard.  That  might 
be  true  in  some  cases,  but  not  in  others  ; 
and  in  this  particular  instance  the  prin- 
ciple was,  in  his  opinion,  a  dangerous 
one.  It  should  be  remembered  that  it 
was  the  interest  of  the  parties  con- 
cerned to  deceive  the  Court.  If  the  clause 
passed,  at  all  events  there  should  be  a 
retrospective  limitation  ;  it  ought  not  to 
apply  to  promises  of  marriage  given  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  then  after  the 
Act  passed  men  would  take  care  not  to 
put  themselves  in  a  dangerous  position,  and 
would  take  care  always  to  have  a  witness 
with  them  to  state  what  really  did  happen. 
He  objected  to  the  clause  and  should  cer- 
tainly TOte  against  it. 

Mr.  ROEBUCK  said,  the  arguments  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  against  the 
clause  were  just  those  used  against  Lord 
Brougham's  Bill|  the  merit  of  which,  by 
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the  way,  belonged  not  to  Lord  Brougham 
bnt  to  Jeremy  Benthavw  He  ooold  not 
agree  with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Sir  Oeorge  Bowjer)  that  in  a  breaeh  of 
promise  ea«e  the  man  was  as  ltkelj«rto  be 
the  injured  party  as  the*  woman.  It  was 
mnoh  more  probable  thai  the  man  was  the 
deoeiYer.  He  assured  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  he  only  spoke  of  women  as  he 
had  done  beeause  he  did  *ot  know  enough 
of  them.  His  hon.  Friebd  feared  that  if 
women  were  allowed  to  tell  their  own  story 
in  the  witness-box  justice  would  be  defeat- 
ed, but  could  it  be  thought  possible  that  if 
a  woman  swore,  for  instance,  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  ppotnised  her  mar* 
riage  she  would  be  believed  ?  It  was  so 
mibeard-of  a  proposition  that  it  would  be 
sure  to  be  scouted.  And  why  did  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  think  that  he  would  be 
in  a  different  position  ium  any  other  de- 
fendant in  such  an  aetioii  who  would  hate 
the  opportunity  of  being  heard  on  his  own 
behalf.  With  reference  to  the  proposition 
which  he  understood  was  about  to  be  made, 
that  the  contract  should  be  in  writing,  it 
would  be  a  substantial  alteration  of  the 
existing  law,  and  it  was  one  to  which  he 
could  not  assent.  It  would,  he  believed, 
lead  to  great  wrong  and  injury  being  done 
to  women  by  deep  designing  men.  Let 
them  imagine  a  young,  inexperienced,  and 
pretty  woman  of  eighteen,  having  listened 
to  the  honied  words  of  such  a  person,  ad- 
dressing him  in  commercial  language,  and 
requesting  that  he  should  pnt  his  proposal 
to  marry  in  writings  and  dlily  sign  it.  If 
that  proviso  were  adopted,  the  offset  would 
be  that  there  would  be  do  su^  thing  as  a 
valid  promise  to  marry. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY  said,  he 
jutied  the  unfortunate  man  who  ever  de- 
fended an  action  for  breach  of  promise 
when  persons  like  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Roebnck)  were  on  the  jury. 
He  could  not  admit  that  men  were  always 
deceivers  and  women  dever  ;  and  certainly 
juries  did  not  deal  out  anything  like  equsl 
justice  between  them*  The  other  day  a 
lady  brought  an  action  against  a  gentleman 
who  was  lame  and  unable  to  take  care  of 
hiroselfv  and  though  her  position  would 
have  been  that  of  a  nurse  rather  than  of  a 
wife,  she  recovered  heavy  damages  for  the 
loss  of  that  position^  In  another  case 
some  years  ago  a  lady  with  a  large  fortune 
made  a  solemn  promiae  of  marriaf^e  to  a  gen  - 
tleman,  and  when  he,  being  jilted,  brought 
his  action  for  the  damage  he  had  suffered 
by  losing  the  material  comforts  he  supposed 
Jfr.  Roebuck 


he  was  going  to  obtain,  he  was  disimsBed 
with  a  farthing  damages,  amid  shouts  of 
contempt.  Was  this  a  reciprocal  seiion; 
if  so,  was  it  treated  fairly  by  juries?  In 
the  former  case,  the  lady  nurse  received 
several  thousand  pounds;  in  tlie  latter 
ease  the  gentleman,  after  being  kept  sere^ 
ral  years  waiting,  wae  dismissed  witk  a 
farthing  damages,  amidst  the  laighter  of 
the  people  in  court.  Yielding  in  bo  re- 
spect to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  k 
devotion  to  those  among  the  fair  sex  who 
did  not  bring  actions  for  breach  of  pro- 
mise, and  having  the  greatest  contempt 
for  those  who  did,  be  would  treat  tbeee 
promises  in  the  way  which  promises  of  a 
much  less  serious  character  were  treated 
under  the  Statute  of  Frauds.  Beeause 
people  were  apt  to  coastnie  that  into  a 
promise  which  was  never  meant  to  be  one; 
the  Statute  of  Frauds  required  that  eer- 
tain  promises  should  be  in  writing  ;  and  if 
there  was  any  one  class  of  cases  in  which 
this  precaution  became  necessary,  it  was 
in  cases  where  marriage  was  in  question, 
and  promises  were  extorted,  or  imaginsry 
promises  were  framed  by  mothers  and  sis- 
ters  anxious  for  the  match  out  of  innocent 
conversations.  Lord  Brougham  had  him- 
self made  an  exception,  in  allowing  the 
action  for  breach  of  promise,  the  en- 
deuce  of  the  parties,  and  it  did  not  ap- 
pear that  Lord  Brougham  had  ehan^ 
his  mind.  No  doubt,  juries  very  nawch  re- 
sembled in  feeling  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Mr.  Roebuck).  When  a  yoang 
and  pretty  lady  was  set  before  them  as 
having  been  deluded  there  was  no  holding 
them  in.  He  remembered  hearing  an  old 
member  of  the  Northern  Circuit,  who  had 
been  a  barrister  in  India,  tell  the  story  of  a 
Circassian  slave  who  had  murdered  the 
master  of  a  harem  there.  He,  as  counsel, 
had  to  defend  her.  It  was  a  bad  ease, 
but  he  said,  *'  Put  her  in  her  best  dreis, 
the  more  transparent  the  better ;  set  her 
opposite  the  jury,  and  I'll  answer  for  the 
result."  And  the  result  was  exactly  what 
he  predicted.  She  had  stabbed  the  man, 
but  the  jury  pardoned  the  crime  for  the 
sake  of  the  interesting  woman  they  saw 
before  them.  So  in  the  case  of  an  action 
for  breach  of  promise.  A  young  and  in- 
teresting woman  would  get  damages ;  bat 
if  a  man  was  ever  so  young  and  interest- 
ing he  got  no  damages,  but  had  to  paj 
heavy  costs  and  get  scouted  besides.  For 
his  part,  he  thought  this  action  might  well 
be  abolished,  for  he  did  not  believe  in  the 
broken  hearts  of  young  ladies,  who,  di- 
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reetljr  thej  got  a  dowry  in  the  shape  of 
damoges,  got  somebody  else  to  console 
them.  If,  however,  you  mast  have  the 
aotion,  why  not  treat  it  as  a  serious  matter? 
Why  should  not  these  promises  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  as  promises  under  the 
Statute  of  Frauds  ?  In  a  class  of  cases 
with  which  magistrates  at  petty  sessions 
were  very  familiar  (bastardy)*  material  cor- 
roborative evidence  of  the  woman's  state- 
ment was  required*  and  the  law  was  altered 
specially  to  require  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  iniquities  which  had  been  perpetrated. 
The  alteration  which  was  proposed  by 
this  Bill  was  to  create  new  evidence  nnder 
oireurastances  which  would  make  almost  a 
new  action,  and  if  it  were  carried  the  class 
of  cases  to  which  he  had  referred  would  come 
into  the  courts  as  actions  for  breach  of  pro- 
mise of  marriage,  instead  of  being  as  now 
settled  before  magistrates  at  petty  sessions. 
He  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  clause ;  in- 
deed, he  should  not  vote  upon  it  all,  but  he 
should  move  the  addition  of  the  following 
proriso  : — 

**  Provided  always  that  no  raeh  aetion  shall  be 
hereafter  brought  uoleis  the  promiae  be  in  writing, 
ngoed  hj  both  the  parties." 

It  was  quite  a  mistake  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr,  Roebuck)  to  suppose 
that  when  a  promise  is  made  the  young 
lady  must  sit  down  on  the  spot  and  write  it 
out»  and  then  call  on  the  gentleman  to 
sign  it.  This  was  not  the  case,  nor  was  it 
the  case  nnder  the  Statute  of  Frauds.  If 
tlie  promise  could  be  made  out  from  any 
number  of  letters  or  other  documents  be- 
tween the  parties  that  was  sufficient. 

Mb.  E0£BUCK  said,  that  in  the  City 
of  London  the  Statute  of  Frauds  was  prac* 
tically  a  dead  letter.  A  vast  number  of 
transactions  took  place  without  any  writing 
at  all,  the  security  being  merely  the  cha- 
racter of  the  parties. 

C01.ONEL  SYEIES  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  clause. 

Thb  solicitor  general  said,  he 
sgreed.with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Gathorae  Hardy)  that  this 
was  a  very  ezceptbnal  kind  of  action. 
Why  it  happened  he  could  not  say ;  bat 
hia  experience  in  courts  of  justice  was  that 
in  aeUons  for  breaches  of  promise  of  mar- 
riage the  women  had  it  all  their  own  way, 
aod  the  men  had  no  chance.  The  lady 
waa  well  got  up,  placed  in  a  conspicuous 
place,  and  the  attention  of  the  jury  aireeted 
to  hevt  and,  of  coarse,  she  was  generally 
in  tears.  If  she  were  placed  in  the  witness 
box  and  cried  under  cross-ezaminatioiiy  as 


they  alwagrs  did.  it  would  he  all  over  with 
the  man.  The  jury,  to  show  their  chivalry^ 
their  admiration,  for  the  h\r  sex,  and  their 
contempt  for  their  own,  would  immediately 
return  a  verdict  lor  her.  If  this  amend-' 
ment  of  the  law  were  sanctioned,  it  would 
be  found  that  a  certain  class  of  attorneya 
would  come  into  Court  with  a  crop  of  ac* 
tions  for  breach  of  promise,  which  no  single 
man  could  stand  against  except  he  had 
the  advantage  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Sir  George  Bowyer)» 
and  could  protect  himself  by  the  vow  of 
celibacy. 

The  chairman  put  the  Question, 
that  the  Proviso  be  added  to  the  clause, 
and  declared  that  "  the  Ayes  liave  it.'* 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  he  saw 
no  necessity  for  the  words  *' signed  by 
both  parties.*'  They  might  be  omitted 
without  any  disadvantage.  Love-letters 
which  would  be  written  evidence  of  a  pro- 
mise were  not  usually  signed,  or  were 
signed  generally  with  initials  or  with  some 
fancy  or  assumed. name. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said,  he 
thought  the  purpose  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  LeooQunster  (Mr.  Gaihorne 
Hardy)  would  he  answered  if  it  were  pro- 
vided that  the  promise  should  be  "under 
the  hands  of  tue  parties  charged  there- 
with." 

Mr.  GATHORNE  HARDY  assented. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  understood  that 
the  Proviso  had  been  agreed  to. 

Mb.  roebuck  said,  he  rose  to  Order. 
He  was  against  the  Proviso,  but  he  wished 
to  see  their  proceedings  carried  on  with 
order.  He  believed  the  Proviso  had  been 
declared  to  be  carried. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  was  not 
so.  The  Proviso  was  not  carried.  He 
had  put  the  Question,  taken  the  Ayes  and 
Noes,  and  had  said  in  the  usual  manner, 
''I  think  the  Ayes  have  it,"  when  that 
expression  of  o|union  was  challenged  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Suffolk 
(Sir  FiteRoy  KeHj). 

Proviso,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Ma.  LONGFIBLD  said,  he  opposed  the 
clause.  He  said  he  could  conceive  nothing 
more  repugnant  to  the  feelings  than  that 
any  reckless  inAividiial  should  be  allowed 
to  call  into  the  witness-box  a  woman,  whom 
he  had  perhaps  deceived^  and  subject  her 
to  examinatiott  and  eross-ezamiiiadon  as 
to  the  nature  of  i^er  entire  past  life.  The 
instincts  of  getitlemen  revolted  at  this 
aetion  \mng  tMdted  like  an  action  enit 
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bill  of  exchange  or  the  sale  of  a  bale  of 
goodB.  He  thought  that  the  clause  would 
hare  a  detrimeDtal  effect,  instead  of  being 
a  protection  to  the  sex,  of  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Roebuck)  was  so  chivalrous  a  champion, 
and  for  whom  he  had  exhibited  more  feel- 
ing than  he  was  ever  known  to  display 
for  any  other  portion  of  the  human  race. 

Question  put,  "That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  dmded : — Ayes  27  ; 
Noes  86 :  Majority  59. 

Clause  2  (Parties  to  any  suit  instituted 
in  consequence  of  Adultery  may  offer 
themselves  as  witnesses  on  their  own 
behalf.) 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  that  this 
was  a  most  important  clause.  The  object  of 
it  was  not  to  compel  parties  in  a  suit  for 
adultery  to  come  forward  and  give  evi- 
dence, but  it  gave  the  parties — the  man 
or  the  woman— the  option  to  come  forward 
and  deny  the  charge.  In  the  Bill  of  1851 
this  clause  was  not  adopted.  So  great 
was  the  inconvenience  felt  in  conseiuience 
of  that  omission  that  the  learned  Judge 
who  presided  over  the  Divorce  Court  had 
expressed  his  opinion  that  a  clause  like 
the  present  should  be  introduced  into  this 
Bill.  When  he  introduced  the  Bill  he 
took  the  liberty  to  read  to  the  House  a 
letter  from  that  learned  Judge  to  that 
effect.  The  clause  in  the  Act  of  1851, 
which  disallowed  parties  in  such  suits  to 
be  called  as  witnesses,  had  given  rise  to 
some  strange  anomalies.  In  a  suit  for 
adultery  neither  party  was  competent  as 
a  witness,  but  if  the  suit  was  one  insti- 
tuted by  the  wife  for  cruelty  and  deser- 
tion, and  if  the  husband  should  plead  the 
adultery  of  the  wife,  then  both  parties 
were  competent  as  witnesses  either  to 
prove  or  to  disprove  the  adultery.  Again, 
if  the  husband  or  wife  instituted  a  suit 
for  the  restitution  of  conjugal  rights,  and 
if  the  wife  should  plead  adultery,  both 
parties  were  competent  witnesses.  The 
inconvenience  was  so  great  that  an  Act  was 
introduced  which  provided  that  the  wife  or 
husband  might  be  a  witness  in  a  case  for 
cruelty  or  desertion,  but  not  for  adultery. 
When  these  three  charges  were  combined, 
desertion,  cruelty,  and  adultery,  the  Court 
and  the  jury,  so  far  as  regarded  the  evi- 
dence, were  obliged  to  keep  them  distinct. 
It  was  a  great  injustice  that  a  lady  should 
be  charged  in  court  with  the  crime  of 
adultery— that  she  should  hear  a  friend, 
Mr.LonsfieU 
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he  might  aay  a  false  friend,  swearing  to 
conversations  which  she  was  capable,  per- 
haps,  of  directly  contradicting  or  eatii- 
factorily  explaining — and  that  she  Bhoold 
be  unable  to  go  into  the  witness-box  to  gite 
her  evidence.  There  might  be  esses  of 
suspicion  against  a  woman  so  Btrosg  as 
would  satisfy  a  jury  of  her  guilt,  but  ihe, 
who  knew  more  than  any  other  persoo  in 
existence  of  all  the  surrounding  circuai- 
stances  which  might  tend  to  explain  awsj 
what  was  suspicious,  or  qualify  or  give 
them  a  colour  consistent  with  innooenee, 
was  excluded  by  our  law  from  saying « 
word  in  her  own  defence.  This  <)ae&tioo 
they  knew  had  been  much  considered,  not 
only  by  the  learned  Judge  who  presided 
over  the  Court  of  Divorce,  but  the  most 
eminent  members  of  the  bar  who  practised 
in  that  court,  and  they  all  agreed  in  the 
policy  and  justice  of  the  measure  he  nov 
submitted  to  the  Committee — a  measure 
which  he  hoped  would  now  meet  the 
approval  of  Parliament.  He  moved  Id 
line  14,  after  '«  adultery  *'  insert  **  in  which 
any  question  of  adultery  shall  arise." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  swd, 
that  by  this  clause  the  hon.  and  learoed 
Member  proposed  to  give  this  power  of 
i>flpcring  evidence  not  in  the  ordinary  wty 
and  subject  to  the  ordinary  rules  of  eii- 
dencc.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemso 
proposed  to  make  husband  and  wife  com- 
petent to  appear  as  witnesses,  but  not 
compellable,  so  that  he  or  she  need  not 
appear  unless  they  saw  fit.  He  (the 
Attorney  General)  looked  with  apprehen- 
sion on  the  practical  working  of  this ;  W 
if  it  were  not  for  the  high  reputation  of  the 
learned  Judge  who  recommended  it,  and  a 
practical  anomaly  which  existed  in  the 
present  system,  he  should  have  great 
difficulty  in  making  up  his  mind  to  agree 
to  it.  If,  however,  the  law  was  to  be 
altered,  why  should  it  be  done  in  a  manner 
wholly  without  precedent  ?  Why  sbonW 
not  the  giving  of  this  evidence  be  made 
compellable  as  well  as  optional  ?  Such  an 
exception  to  the  general  rule  made  the 
proposal  condemn  itself.  If  the  reasons 
for  the  change  were  sound,  why  not  go 
the  whole  length,  and  put  evidence  of  this 
kind  on  the  same  footing  as  all  other  en* 
dence?  The  argument  which  weighed 
most  in  favour  of  the  change  was  that 
under  the  present  law  wo  had  an  ano- 
malous and  extraordinary  state  of  things* 
If  an  action  was  brought,  in  which 
adultery  was  charged,  neither  partj 
could  be  examined  ;  but  if  the  aetioa  wai 
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based,  aay  upon  orueltj,  and  in  tlie  pro- 
ceedings a  charge  of  adultery  should  arise 
bj  way  of  defence,  both  parties  could  be 
examined  either  roluntarily  or  compulsorily. 
If  hon.  Members  could  make  up  their 
minds  to  the  enormous  addition  to  the 
terrible  scandals  of  these  proceedings 
which  would  result  from  making  hus- 
band and  wife  come  into  the  box  and 
gire  the  past  history  of  their  whole  lires 
from  their  own  lips,  the  Honse  wonld 
of  course  pass  this  clause ;  but  if  so,  let 
them  be  consistent,  and  let  not  the  exa- 
mination or  non-examination  depend  any 
longer  upon  the  question  whether  the  pro- 
ceedings were  commenced  for  adultery  or 
for  eruelty.  This  would  only  be  adding  to 
the  existing  anomaly,  which  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  clause  to  rectify.  He  should  cer- 
tainly Yote  against  the  clause  if  it  were 
not  altered  so  as  to  make  such  witnesses 
compellable  as  well  as  competent  to  gire 
etidence. 

Sib  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  he  could 
not  consent  to  make  it  compulsory  upon 
husband  or  wife  to  give  eyidenoe  as  to 
their  own  adultery.  The  learned  Judge 
of  the  Court  also  strongly  objected  to  it. 
It  was  true  that  adultery  was  not  an  in- 
dictable offence,  but  it  was  a  crime ;  and 
it  was  a  well-known  maxim  of  our  law  that 
no  person,  whether  in  criminal  proceedings 
or  in  gruoft-criminal  proceedings,  could  be 
compelled  to  give  evidence  against  him- 
self. Under  these  circumstances  he 
should  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee 
upon  the  clause  as  it  stood  ;  but  he  should 
propose  a  proviso,  which  would  perhaps 
leseen  the  difficulties  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral.    It  was  as  follows  : — 

**  Provided  alwayi  that  no  person  though  com- 
petent shall  be  compellable  to  be  called  aa  a  wit- 
neaa  on  any  issue  which  raises  the  question 
whether  such  person  shall  be  guilty  of  adultery/' 

Mb.  hunt  said,  he  rose  to  ask  for  an 
explanation.  If  a  husband  or  wife  pre- 
sented himself  or  herself  as  a  witness,  were 
they  to  be  subjected  to  cross-examination 
on  points  tending  to  criminate  themselves? 

Sm  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  that  if 
they  offered  themselves  as  witnesses  they 
would  then  open  the  door  to  cross-examina- 
tion to  any  extent. 

Mb.  hunt  :  Would  they  be  compelled 
to  answer  questions  to  criminate  them- 
lelvea? 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY :  Undoubtedly. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  approved  of  the 
proviso,  but  could  not  support  the  clause. 
The  bon.  and  learned  Qentleman  had  bet- 


ter keep  them  separate,  and  then,  if  any 
clauses  at  all  were  left  in  the  Bill  when  it 
came  out  of  Committee,  he  would  vote  for 
it. 

Mr.  SELWYN  moved  the  omission  of 
the  clause.  He  need  add  nothing  to  what 
the  Attorney  General  had  said  as  to  its 
adding  greatly  to  the  enormous  scandals 
which  attached  to  these  proceedings  ;  and 
he  could  not  be  a  consenting  party  to  any- 
thing which  would  increase  those  evils. 
He  admitted  that  great  weight  was  due  to 
the  views  of  the  learned  Judge  of  the  Di- 
vorce Court  (Sir  James  Wilde) ;  but  in 
such  a  matter  as  this  he  felt  bound,  as  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  not  to  surrender 
his  own  judgment  eren  to  the  opinion  of 
one  for  whom  he  entertained  so  much 
respect. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  that  with  respect 
to  this  being  only  a  permissive  clause  its 
effect  would  be  the  same  as  if  it  were  com- 
pellable. A  person  accused  might  or  might 
not  tender  themselves  to  give  evidence  ; 
but  if  they  did  not,  what  would  be  said  by 
the  learned  counsel  on  the  other  side  ? 
Would  not  absence  from  the  witness-box 
be  held  to  be  a  direct  admission  of  guilt  ? 
He  had  opposed  the  creation  of  this  court 
from  the  first ;  and  he  deplored  its  ex- 
istence now  as  one  of  the  greatest  public 
calamities  of  the  country.  He  would  con* 
sent  to  nothing  which  would  increase  and 
aggravate  the  evils  arising  from  it,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  vote  against  the  clause. 

Mr.  WALTER  said^  he  felt  some  dif- 
fioolty  as  a  layman  in  offering  an  opinion 
on  a  subject  of  that  kind  ;  but  ho  must 
take  leave  to  say  that  he  thought  the 
arguments  urged  against  the  clause  were 
by  no  means  satisfactory.  His  lion,  and 
learned  Friends,  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  Member  for  the  University  (Mr.  Sel- 
wyn),  had  spoken  in  very  strong  terms — 
although  in  terms,  no  doubt,  which  were 
not  stronger  than  were  deserved*-of  the 
gross  scandal  to  public  morals  to  which 
divorce  cases  gave  rise.  But  in  a  question 
of  that  nature  what  they  had  to  look  to 
was  not  whether  more  or  less  scandal  or 
disgrace  would  be  produced  by  the  opera- 
tion of  that  clause,  but  whether  or  not  it 
would  facilitate  the  ends  of  justice  by 
eliciting  the  truth,  and  so  tend  to  prevent 
innocent  persons  from  suffering  cruelty 
and  wrong.  These  divorce  cases  were  in 
themselves  scandals,  that  was  an  evil  in- 
herent in  their  very  nature,  and  it  could 
not  be  helped.  Bnt  if  the  effect  of  his  hon. 
aud  learned  Friend  (Sir  FitsRoy  Kelly's) 
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clause  would  be  to  assist  in  promotion  the 
interests  of  justice,  that,  and  that  alone, 
would  be  his  reason  for  supporting  it. 
Clause  negatived. 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  that  after 
the  opinion  just  expressed  bj  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  first  and  second  clauses  of 
the  Bill  he  thought  it  would  be  an  act  of 
disrespect  on  his  part  towards  the  majority 
if  he  were  to  proceed  anj  further  with  the 
measure. 

House  resumed. 
[No  Eeport.] 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 

CONTINUANCE.— LEAVE. 

ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  ri2th  June],  *'That 
leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  con- 
tinue and  amend  '  The  Peace  Preservation 
(Ireland)  Act,  1856.'"  —  (/Sir  Bohwt 
Peel) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  remmed, 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  that  he  must  oppose 
this  Bill  as  he  had  opposed  the  original 
Act  when  it  was  brought  in.  A  Return 
for  which  lie  had  moved  some  years  ago 
showed  that  the  counties  and  baronies  in 
Ireland  were  proclaimed  upon  the  most 
ridiculous  and  frivolous  pretexts.  Cork, 
for  instance,  was  proclaimed,  not  because 
of  any  crime  or  outrage  which  had  been 
committed,  but  on  a  charge  of  disaffection, 
in  the  year  1848.  The  fact  that  peace 
and  tranquillity  were  observable  through- 
out the  county  rendered  the  renewal  of 
the  Act  perfectly  unnecessary.  When  a 
barony  in  Ireland  was  proclaimed  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  no  person  was 
allowed  to  carry  a  gun  without  a  licence, 
and  it  was  an  easy  thing  for  any  person 
to  make  a  representation  to  the  authorities 
that  an  outrage  had  been  perpetrated,  in 
order  that  a  proclamation  might  be  issued. 
The  Chief  Secretary  must  have  seen  that 
persecutions  had  taken  place  under  the 
Act.  In  order  to  show  the  tyranny  which 
had  been  practised  under  its  provisions  he 
might  instance  one  or  two  cases  which  had 
occurred.  In  Tipperary  a  young  lad  pos- 
sessed a  toy  dagger  of  the  most  harmless 
description,  but  his  possession  of  this  dan- 
gerous weapon  having  become  known  to 
the  police  they  entered  the  house  in  which 
he  lived  and  arrested  him,  and  the  boy 
Mr.  Walter 


was  subsequently  sentenced  to  a  ssTere 
term  of  imprisonment.  A  short  time  since, 
in  the  same  county,  a  man  who  bad  been 
to  a  fair  and  had  become  intoxicated  wu 
arrested.  Four  percussion  caps  were  foond 
in  his  pocket,  and  he  was  sentenced  to  i 
month's  imprisonment  with  hard  laboar 
on  the  charge  of  being  in  possesiion  of 
munitions  of  war — the  lawyer  by  whom 
he  was  sentenced,  and  who  acted  in  the 
absence  of  the  barrister  of  the  coaotj, 
sapiently  remarking  that  percus&ion  caps 
were  necessary  for  the  use  of  fire-armi. 
In  another  case  two  boys  taking  part  in 
the  theatrical  representation  of  Dtm^Ioi 
were  engaged  in  a  mimic  combat  with  old 
foils,  when  a  sub-Inspector  of  police  rushed 
upon  the  stage  and  took  them  into  castody. 
The  two  lads  were  dragged  through  the 
streets  and  detained  in  prison  during  the 
night.  No  murder  had  taken  place  for  & 
considerable  time  in  the  country,  and  it 
would  be  a  graceful  act  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  withdraw  this 
Motion,  and  to  leave  the  act  to  drop,  at 
least  for  this  year. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  he  had  alwaya  op- 
posed these  Algerine  Acts  for  Ireland. 
Such  a  thing  would  not  be  tolerated  for 
ono  moment  in  England.  The  Bill  was 
entitled,  "An  Act  to  continue  and  amend 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act,'*  a  complete 
misnomer.  He  should  like  to  know  what 
amendments  would  be  introduced  bj  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland?  Tipperary  was 
always  under  the  Peace  Preservation  Act. 
During  the  garrotting  times  in  London  he 
found  it  necessary  to  provide  himself  with 
a  weapon,  but  when  he  went  to  Tipperary 
he  was  in  danger  of  being  arrested  bj  an 
officious  policeman  for  carrying  weapons  io 
a  proclaimed  district  without  having  a 
licence,  so  he  got  a  licence — a  document 
printed  in  red  ink — a  sanguinary  affair, 
giving  him  leave  to  carry  one  gun  and 
two  pistols.  But  this  did  not  prevent  bad 
characters  having  arms,  and  if  a  Member 
of  Parliament  passed  through  Tipperarjf 
with  a  fowling-piece  and  stopped  at  Goolds 
Cross  Station  be  would  be  liable  to  be 
arrested.  Lord  Lismore,  the  lordlieaten- 
ant  of  the  county,  happened  to  send  bis 
gun  by  his  servant  to  the  gunsmith  for 
repairs,  and  the  policeman  finding  bim 
with  a  gun  in  a  proclaimed  district— it 
was  the  town  of  Nenagh — brought  him  be* 
fore  the  magistrates.  And  sometimea  it 
was  difficult  to  get  a  licence  ;  the  landlord 
of  one  of  the  police  barracks,  who  was  s 
tenant  of  his,  applied  to  the  resident  ma- 
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gistrate  for  leave  to  carry  arms,  and  be 
was  refused  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
all  thieves  in  that  district.  And  in  this 
Bill  an  arhitary  power  was  given  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  impose  taxation  in  any 
district  which  was  proclaimed  a  most  ob- 
jectionable thinf(. 

Mr.  M'MAHON  said,  he  hoped  it  was 
by  accident  that  the  Bill  was  not  brought 
forward  at  an  early  hour,  when  English 
Members  could  see  the  nature  of  it.  No 
such  law  as  this  was  ever  thought  of  for 
England  or  Scotland  :  and  there  was  no 
pretence  for  it  in  Ireland  where  there  had 
been  no  recent  agrarium  outrages.  The 
Peace  Preservation  Act  had  been  made  a 
source  of  great  oppression  and  injustice, 
lie  hoped  the  right  hou.  Baronet  tlie  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  would 
state  to  the  House  clearly  the  necessity 
which  existed  for  the  BxM,  and  what  clauses 
he  considered  it  imperative  to  pass. 

Mb.  LANIQAN  said,  he  must  deny  that 
Ireland  was  in  a  state  to  require  the  re- 
newal of  this  Act.  The  gaols  were  almost 
empty.  At  the  last  assiiea  in  the  North 
Biding  of  Tipperary  the  grand  jury  dis- 
posed of  the  business  in  about  an  hour ; 
and  the  judge  who  presided  got  rid  of  all 
the  crimmal  cases  in  about  six  hours.  Be 
hoped  the  Bill  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mr.  KEB  said,  he  objected  to  Bids  of 
this  nature,  which  were  only  intended  to 
meet  cases  ef  disturbance  and  agrarian 
outrage. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  that 
the  charges  delivered  by  the  Judges  during 
the  last  two  or  three  years  showed  that 
there  was  no  necessity  for  any  such  mea- 
sure as  this.  Instances  had  occurred  in 
almost  every  county  in  Ireland  in  which, 
without  its  being  so  intended,  these  Acts 
had  operated  oppressively,  and  he,  there- 
fore, trusted  that,  under  existing  circum- 
'  stances,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  qot 
think  it  necessary  to  press  this  Bill.  The 
state  of  the  county  which  he  represented 
was  conclusive  against  the  necessity  for 
such  a  measure,  and  the  opinion  of  Irish 
Members  was  decidedly  against  it. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  was  quite 
ready  to  admit  that  the  state  of  the  country 
waa  vastly  improved  from  what  it  was  in 
1860.  ife  believed  that  Tipperary  was  as 
peaceful  and  as  quiet  as  the  streets  of 
London.  Still  there  were  certain  districts 
,  which  were  considered  dangerous  and  which 
had  been  proclaimed.  In  conjunction  with 
the  authorities  at  the  Irish  Office  he  had 
gone  carefully  through  the  proclaimed  list, 
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and  with  respect  to  certain  districts  of  Ar- 
magh, to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  "Wex- 
ford had  referred,  it  was  true  they  were 
proclaimed,  but  the  proclamation  had  been 
withdrawn,  and  no  part  of  Armagh  was 
DOW  proclaimed.  The  same  might  be  said 
of  the  counties  of  Wicklow  and  Wexford. 
Tl>ere  was  a  proclamation  in  existence  since 
1861  for  some  part  of  the  county  Mayo, 
but  he  had  eonsulted  with  the  Irish  autho- 
rities, and  to*morrow  he  proposed  te  write 
to  inform  the  Lord  Lieutenant  that  there  was 
no  longer  any  necessity  to  continue  the 
proclamation  in  that  particular  barony. 
But  he  appealed  to  the  House  to  support 
him  in  givmg  power  to  the  Gorernment  of 
exercising  this  power  on  occasions  when  it 
might  be  necessary.  Certainly  there  were 
instances  in  which  the  Act  had  been  car- 
ried out  with  great  indiscretion,  especially 
where  some  young  men  were  interfered  with 
who  were  acting  the  part  of  Nerval.  It 
was  much  to  be  regretted  that  there  had 
been  any  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
police,  who  had  exceeded  their  duty  and 
been  severely  rebuked.  Stories  were  cur- 
rent which  he  did  not  believe,  and  alarm 
existed  in  the  minds  of  some  persons  which 
he  did  not  share,  that  there  were  some 
persons  of  the  name  of  Fenians  who  were 
disaffected  to  the  Government,  and  it  was 
desirable  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
have  tho  newer  of  exercising  this  power  of 
proclamation  when  necessary.  Parts  of 
the  counties  of  Antrim  and  Down  were 
proclaimed  in  consequence  of  the  disturb- 
ances at  Belfast,  and  there  the  measure 
was  not  taken  in  order  to  insult  the  inha- 
bitants, but  as  one  necessary  for  the  preser- 
vation of  peace  and  tranquility.  As  soon  as 
the  state  of  things  permitted  it  would  be 
revoked.  He  trusted,  therefore,  the  House 
would  support  the  Government  in  this 
matter.  The  measure  had  been  originally 
passed  in  1847,  and  had  been  iu  force  for 
nearly  eighteen  years.  He  should  be  the 
last  man  in  the  House  to  get  up  and  support 
the  measure  if  he  thought  it  not  neces- 
sary for  Ireland.  In  this  eountiy  it  cer- 
tainly was  not  necessary;  but  everybody 
must  admit  there  was  great  difference  in 
the  circumstances  of  the  two  countries. 
This  power  had  always  been  exercised  in 
the  most  lenient  manner^  The  Act  would, 
if  this  renewal  Bill  were  passed,  continue 
for  two  years  longer,  and  at  the  end  of  that 
time  it  would  be  competent  for  any  hon. 
Members  who  might  be  then  in  Parliament 
to  oppose  or  support  the  Government  who 
might  ask  for  its  renewal.     But  meanwhile 
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he  thonght  it  absolately  necesBary  to  place 
this  power  in  the  hands  of  the  Gorernment, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  assent  to  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  MA6ITIRE  said,  he  trusted  that 
English  and  Scotch  Members  would  give 
the  Bill  some  further  consideration.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  admitted  that 
the  Bill  was  of  an  exceptional  character. 
No  substantial  reason  had  been  giren  for 
its  introduction,  and  he  was  quite  certain 
that  it  would  not  be  tolerated  for  England. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  admitted  that 
the  state  of  Ireland  afforded  no  justification 
for  the  passing  of  such  a  penal  measure. 
Some  gentleman  connected  with  the  North 
of  Ireland  asked  for  the  Bill,  because  Ire- 
land was  filled  with  peace  and  contentment, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  for  it 
because  Ireland  had  rastly  improved,  and 
was  free  from  outrages.  Tipperary  was  as 
peaceful  as  London,  and  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  such  exceptional  legislation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  did 
not  believe  in  the  existence  of  the  Fenians, 
and  therefore  this  Bill  must  be  passed. 
Surely  the  House  would  not  support  this 
reasoning.  He  blushed  with  shame  when 
he  saw  volunteers  parading  through  London 
while  they  were  not  permitted  in  Ireland. 
If  there  were  any  reason  for  this  Bill,  he 
(Mr.  Maguire)  would  readily  agree  to  it ; 
but  in  truth  there  was  none.  The  Go- 
vernment had  not  pursued  a  generous 
policy  towards  Ireland  ;  and  he  thought 
that  it  was  time  that  they  did  so.  England 
would  not  bear  one-tenth  of  such  severity 
as  the  Bill  proposed  to  inflict  upon  Ireland 
which  was  now  m  a  state  of  permanent  tran- 
quility. The  wisest  policy  Government 
could  adopt  would  be  to  trust  the  people 
rather  than  to  exhibit  this  continual  dis- 
trust of  them.  He  was  aware  it  would  be 
absurd  as  well  as  factious  to  fight  the  Bill 
through  its  various  stages,  but  it  was  the 
duty  of  Members  who  opposed  it  to  take 
one  division  in  order  to  show  their  feeling 
upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  TORRENS  said,  he  thought  that 
Government  would  be  very  unwise  if  they 
did  not  press  this  measure. 

Mr.  ESMONDE  said,  that  his  experi- 
ence was,  that  in  places  which  were  pro- 
claimed the  Government  did  not  carry  out 
the  law,  and  he  instanced  Belfast,  where, 
notwithstanding  the  locality  being  pro- 
claimed, there  were  a  great  number  of 
arms,  as  was  proved  by  the  firing  which 
took  place  during  the  recent  disturbance. 
He  should  vote  for  the  Bill  in  the  hope  I 
Sir  Baert  Peel 
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that  the  Gh>Temment  would  enforce  it  where 
necessary. 

Colonel  DUNNE  said,  he  would  vote  for 
the  Bill  if  it  were  necessary,  bat  the  faet 
was  crime  in  Ireland  bad  decreased.  Ha 
thought  that  at  all  events  the  Government 
should  give  them  some  distinct  assainDce 
that  there  was  a  necessity  for  the  Bill  be* 
fore  the  House  was  asked  to  agree  to  it.  He 
should  like  to  know  what  local  authorities 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  consulted  before 
he  framed  the  measure,  for  he  (Colonel 
Dunne)  had  never  heard  of  the  magistrates 
being  consulted  upon  the  matter,  and  if 
it  were  the  police  only  who  had  given  their 
opinion  he  must  say  that  he  should  dis- 
trust them.  Mere  stories  about  Feniins 
should  not  form  the  ground  of  penal  legis- 
lation. Nor  did  disapproval  of  the  acts 
of  the  Government  form  disloyalty. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  aaid.  what  be 
had  stated  was  that  he  did  not  believe  is 
the  disaffection  of  the  Fenians,  of  which 
they  had  heard  so  much;  neither  did  he 
believe  that  the  loyalty  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  would  allow  of  an  insurrection 
being  attempted  either  by  that  or  soy 
other  body  of  men. 

Lord  JOHN  BROWNE  said  he  trosted 
that  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  this  BUI 
might  be  altogether  done  away  with,  bot 
thought  it  would  be  premature  to  permit  it 
to  drop  at  present.     When  all  disturhaoces 
in  Ireland  ceased  the  Bill  would  fall  to  tbe 
ground  of  itself.  Of  his  personal  knowledge 
he  could  state  that  the  local  magistrates 
had  been  consulted  in  reference  to  this  Bill* 
Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  regretted  tbit 
the  right   hon.   Baronet    had   not  girea 
some  stronger  reasons  for  the  oontinaaoce 
of  this  anomalous  law.     He  (Mr.  Heolej) 
had  always  been  very  much  averse  to  tbe 
continuance  of  such  legislation,  especiallj 
in  face  of  the  fact  that  there  was  a  de- 
crease of  crime  in  Ireland  in  proportion  to 
the  population.     The  right  hon.  Baronet 
seemed  to  think  no  more  of  the  contino- 
ance  of  this  legislation  than  of  blowrag 
his  nose.      He   (Mr.   Henley),  however, 
thought  that  they  ought  to  know  the  pre- 
cise grounds  upon  which  it  was  proposed, 
and  why  the  Government  thought  that  the 
common  law  of  the  land  was  not  sufficient 
to  keep  the  peace  in  Ireland.  This  seemed 
at  first  sight  a  very  innocent  Bill,  but  to 
repeat  an  expression  which  had  been  used, 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  white  brand/ 
in  it.     He  was  most  amicus  to  see  the 
same  laws  in  England  and  in  Ireland,  sod 
he  repeated  that  before  they  proposed  sooh 
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ao  exoepiional  law  as  this  thej  shoold  hare 
a  statement  of  strong  grounds  for  it. 

Mb.  ROBBUCK  said,  he  wished  to 
refer  to  a  very  peculiar  ciroumstance  con- 
nected with  this  Bill — namelj,  that  during 
the  last  Administration  of  the  late  Sir 
Robert  Peel  this  Bill  had  been  introduced 
and  rejected  bj  a  large  majority*  and  Sir 
Robert  Peel  was  turned  out.  Now  that 
the  state  of  Ireland  had  greatly  improred 
the  Bill  had  been  again  introduced.  It 
did  not  come  with  a  very  good  grace  from 
tlie  party  who  bad  before  resisted  it. 

Question  put :  —  The  House  dwicUd  : 
—Ayes  135 ;  Noes  43 :  Majority  92. 

Bill  order$d  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir 
RoBBRT  Pbel,  Sir  Gsobge  Qbet,  and  Mr. 
Luke  White. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  OATH  BILL. 
[bill  86.]     THIBD  BBABIRe. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Mb.  MONSELL,  in  moTing  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  at  that  late  hour 
of  the  night  he  was  compelled  to  ask  the 
kind  indulgence  of  the  House  whilst  he 
made  some  brief  observations  in  reply  to 
the  objections  raised  against  the  present 
measure.  With  regard  to  the  objection 
so  generally  made  that  this  Bill  ought  not 
to  hate  been  brought  in  by  a  pritate  Mem- 
ber,  he  begged  hon.  Oentlemen  to  recollect 
that  this  Bill  was  not  one  to  uupose  any 
new  oath  or  burden,  but  it  was  one  simply 
to  repeal  certain  clauses  in  the  existing 
oath  taken  by  Roman  Catholic  Members. 
He  hoped  if  the  measure  should  be  suc- 
cessful that  it  would  lead  to  the  adoption 
of  one  uniform  oath  for  all.  Such  a  Bill, 
he  would  admit^ought  to  be  brought  in  by 
thjs  Government ;  but  it  was  perfectly  fair 
that  those  who  complained  of  certain 
clauses  of  an  oath  which  they  had  taken 
should  make  their  complaint  to  the  House, 
and,  if  it  were  well  founded,  that  their 
grievance  should  be  redressed.  But  the 
real  point  to  which  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  was  the  argument  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Buckinghamshire  (Mr.  Disraeli)  in  his  oppo- 
sition to  the  messure  :  because  if  this  Bill 
should  fail  in  arriving  at  that  stage  when 
it  would  become  law,  such  failure  would  be 
owing  to  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  alone. 
It  was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Buckinghamshire  who  had  rallied  his 
party  to  endeavour  to  mutilate  the  Bill  in 
Its  progress  through  Committee.  If,  then, 
the  existing  oath  be  preserved  it  would  be 


owing  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  alone. 
Now,  upon   what  grounds  did   the   right 
hon.    Gentleman    oppose    the   measure? 
Why,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  oath  was  of  no  use  at  all^that  the 
Protestant  feeling  was   so  strong  in  the 
eonntiy.     ["Order,   order!"]    He    (Mr. 
Moneeil)  believed  that  he  was  perfectly  in 
order  in  alluding  to  the  statements  made 
upon  this  question  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Buckinghamshire. 
["Order!*']     He  (Mr.  MonselT)  asserted 
that  he  was  in  order.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Protestant  insti- 
tutions of  the  country  were  so  strong  that 
the  oath  was  of  no  use  at  all-^that  it  was 
a  mere  sentimental  grievance  on  the  part 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Members,  and  that 
it  was  better  for  them  to  allow  the  oath  to 
remain  as  it  was.     Well,  he  (Mr.  Monsell) 
wished  to  ask  whether  it  could  be  a  senti- 
mental feeling  on  his  own  part  when  he 
declared  that  he  felt  deeply  the  grievance 
of  being  obliged  to  take  that  oath.     He 
believed,  from  Arundel  Castle  down  to  the 
humblest  habitation  in  which  lived  a  Ro- 
man Catholic  town  councillor,  that  oath 
was  looked  upon  as  a  grievance  and  an 
insult  by  him  who  was  compelled  to  take 
it.     The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men the  Members  for  the  University  of 
Dublin  and  Belfast  (Mr.  Whiteside  and  Sur 
Hugh  Cairns)  said  the  oath  was  perfectly 
clear  and  simple,  but  Lord  Althorp,  Lord 
Campbell*  and  Sir  Robert  Peel  entirely 
differed  from  them.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Belfast  quoted 
Mr.  Serffeant  Shoe's  statement  with  re- 
gard to  the  meaning  of  this  oath,  and  said 
that  he  entirely  agreed  with  it.    Now,  the 
fact  in  connection  with  that  statement  was, 
that  immediately  after  he  had  made  it — 
which  he  did  in  a  note  attached  to  a  pam- 
phlet publishing  his  speech — Mr.  Napier, 
the  then   Solicitor  General  for  Ireland, 
stated  in  that  House  that  by  the  course  he 
had  taken  he  (Mr.  Sergeant  Shoe)  had  bro- 
ken the  oath.  Mr.  Napier,  therefore,  charged 
Mr.  Sergeant  Shee  on  that  occasion  with 
perjury.    Was  not  an  oath,  therefore,  that 
could  be  interpreted  one  way  by  one  gen- 
tleman and  another  way  by  another,  am- 
biguous and  a  grievance  to  every  honour- 
able man  who  was  called  upon  to  take  it  ? 
It  had  been  said  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate that  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Hadfield)  was  not  obliged  to  take  it, 
but  he  (Mr.  Monsell)* was.    The  other  day, 
in  looking  over  some  petitions,  he  found 
that  an    admirable    one    bad   been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  by  the  Commisstoners 
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of  Supply  of  Aberdeen  in  favour  of  this 
Bill.  Immediately  following  it  was  one 
from  the  congregation  of  Baptists,  against 
the  Lahore  bishopric,  signed  by  2,000 
personsi  in  which  they  said  they  were  op- 
posed on  principle  to  any  Church  estab- 
lished by  law,  as  being  unjust  and  detri- 
mental to  the  best  interests  of  the  nation. 
They  (the  Baptists)  were  not  required  to 
take  this  oath,  but  they  required  those  who 
had  no  such  feelings  with  regard  to  the 
Established  Church  to  do  so.  Was  that, 
he  asked,  just  ?  Now,  with  regard  to  the 
constitutional  part  of  the  question,  the 
late  Sir  Robert  Peel  did  not  impose  it  as 
a  check  on  the  legislative  action  of  Roman 
Catholic  Members.  Was  it,  therefore, 
constitutional,  or  was  there  any  other 
instance  in  which  such  a  restriction  was 
imposed?  The  object  of  tests  was  to 
exclude  persons  holding  opinions  consi- 
dered objectionable.  In  1675  an  attempt 
was  made  to  limit  the  legislative  action  of 
Members  of  Parliament,  and  a  Bill  passed 
the  House  of  Lords,  after  seventeen  days' 
discussion,  which  contained  an  oath  which 
required  Members  to  swear  that  they  would 
not  in  any  way  alter  the  constitution  of 
Church  and  State,  but  it  was  thrown  out 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  The  Parlia- 
ment of  Scotland  in  1681  passed  a  similar 
Bill,  which  the  Earl  of  Argjie  refused  to 
take  without  giving  an  explanation  of  his 
meaning  of  that  oath,  and  he  was  tried 
for  high  treason,  aud  although  he  escaped 
at  the  time,  was  afterwards  executed  for 
that  crime.  That  he  believed  was  the 
only  instance  where  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  interfered  with  in  his  legis- 
lative action,  and  it  became  the  occasion 
of  a  foul  and  abominable  crime.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  did  not  think  that 
he  was  asking  anything  unreasonable  when 
he  asked  the  House  to  abolish  the  present 
form  of  oath,  and  he  contended  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bucking- 
hamshire, who  was  the  most  powerful 
opponent  of  the  Bill,  had  not  adduced  any 
reason  why  the  oath  should  be  retainea. 
It  would  be  much  better  for  them  to  have 
confidence  in  each  other,  and  act  together 
in  union.  He  thanked  the  House  for  the 
support  they  had  given  to  the  measure  in 
that  House,  and  he  expressed  a  hope  that 
it  would  meet  with  the  same  success  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  The  institu- 
tions of  the  country  would  iu  no  degree 
suffer  by  such  an  act  of  generosity.  It 
would  confirm  and  strengthen  them  in  the 
affections  of  the  people,  more  than  all  the 
oaths  the  ingenuity  of  man  could  frame, 
Mr.  Momell 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third  time.'' 
•— (Ifr.  Monselh) 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  invariably  represented  the 
oath  as  a  case  of  grievance,  and  complained 
that  its  words  were  vague,  obscure,  and 
ambiguous.  But  the  words  were  identicsl 
with  those  which  were  sent  by  the  Catbolie 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  to  the  GoTem* 
ment  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  thej  were 
drawn  up  by  those  ecclesiastics  in  order  to 
induce  the  Government  and  Parliament 
to  consent  to  the  passing  of  the  Emancipa- 
tion Bill.  The  instructions  given  to  those 
who  drew  up  the  Emancipation  Act  were 
to  throw  aside  everything  that  was  offen- 
sive, and  to  frame  such  an  oath  as  the 
whole  body  of  Roman  Catholics  could  take. 
In  1821,  when  Mr.  Plunket  endeavoared 
to  frame  an  oath  for  all  Members  he  failed, 
because  the  Vicar- General  of  the  Midland 
District  told  him  that  he  had  misande^ 
stood  the  principles  of  his  (the  Roman 
Catholic)  Church.  Accordingly,  in  1829, 
an  oath  was  framed  which  was  voluntarily 
taken  and  welcomed  with  acclamation  by 
Roman  Catholics,  and  was  now,  after  they 
had  obtained  by  it  all  they  required,  diaco- 
vered  to  be  a  grievance. 

Mr.  WHALLEY  said,  he  did  not  ask 
the  House  to  reconsider  their  decision ;  hat 
he  wished  to  remind  them  that  this  oath 
formed  only  one  part  of  the  protection  to 
Protestantism  which,  as  was  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  last  spoke,  was 
stipulated  for  and  agreed  upon  when  the 
concession  to  the  Roman  Catholics  was 
made  in  1829.  Another  portion  was  that 
certain  institutions  of  the  Romish  Church, 
the  order  of  Jesuits,  should  not  be  allowed 
in  this  country  without  registration ;  hot, 
from  returns  which  he  held  in  his  hand»  it 
appeared  that  the  latter  stipulation  had 
been  altogether  disregarded.  The  Govera* 
ment  did  not  enforce  the  law,  and  there 
were  now  no  less  than  seventy  of  these  in- 
stitutions in  the  country,  illegal  becanse 
unregistered.  He  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  be  called  on  to  enforce 
the  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1829  which  con- 
tained what  were  regarded  as  protections 
to  the  Protestant  Church. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Monsell)  asked  a  pertinent  question 
of  Members  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House — namely,  why  did  they  not  insist 
on  the  Nonconformists  taking  an  oath 
similar  to  that  demanded  by  the  existing 
law  of  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  that 
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House.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
read  the  pastoral  issued  only  that  morning 
by  Dr.  Manning  he  must  have  perceived 
that  the  question  which  had  arisen  between 
the    great    body  of   Protestants  in  this 
country  and  the  Roman  Catholic  priest- 
hood,  was  not   a    question   which  could 
arise  with  regard  to  the  Nonconformists. 
The  Nonconformists  had  no  foreign  con- 
nection.    The  Nonconformists  of  the  ad- 
tanced  school  objected  to  all  established 
churches  ;  they  did  not  seek  establishment 
for  their  various  religious  opinions  in  the 
ordinary  sense  of  that  term.     But  it  was 
obf  ious  that  the  highest  authorities  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood  contemplated 
the  re- establishment  of  the  Roman  Church 
in  this  country  as  a  rival  establishment 
competing  with  and  endeavouring  to  sup- 
plant the  Church  of  England  ;  and  there- 
fore it  was    only   right   that   the  House 
should   require  a    declaration  from   Ro- 
man   Catholic   Members  that,    in    seek- 
ing   to  establish  the  Church    of    Rome, 
they  would  not  dis-establish   the   Church 
of  England.      He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.   Member   for    Limerick,  though  for 
a    different   reason    than    the   one  given 
by  him  (Mr.  Monsell),  that  the  grounds 
stated  by  the  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Buckinghamshire  (Mr.    Dis- 
raeli) for  opposing  the   Roman   Catholic 
Oath  Bill  were  totally  insufficient.     The 
discussions  in   that  House  for  years  had 
shown  that  there  were  many  grounds  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
oath,   which  were    not   adverted    to    by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bucks.      In 
1854,  in  1857,  and  in  1858  the  House 
deliberately  rejected  Bills  similar  to  that 
now  before  the  House.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Monsell)   no  doubt   re- 
joiced* at  the  great  progress  which  had 
been  made  towards   the  re-establishment 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  this 
country ;    but  he  asked  the  right  hon. 
Member  whether,  in  the  circumstances  of 
the   day,  or  in  the  documents  recently 
iasaed   by    the  Papacy   to  the    authori- 
ties   of   the  Roman   Church,   there  was 
anything  to  show  that  the  maintenance 
of  the  terms  of  the  oath  was  less  desir- 
able now  than   formerly  ?      It  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  Newdegate)  that  there  were 
reasons  why  the   Roman   Catholic    laity 
vvoald  act  wisely  if  they  were  to  support 
the  continuance  of  the  oath,  having  before 
their  eyes  the  examples  of  France  and 
Italy.     Only    that  day    he  had  read   in 
the  Dublin  Reomo  an  article  on  the  recent 
encyclical  letter  of  the  Pope.    The  writer 


advocated  the  restoration  of  the  temporal 
power  of  the  Pope  by  force,  justified  the 
coercion  of  those  who  dissented  from  Rome, 
justified  the  intolerance  which  characterized 
the  laws  of  Spain  ;  and  all  he  wrote  in 
conclusion,  bj  way  of  excuse,  was  that, 
under  existing  circumstances,  it  would  be 
unsafe  to  attempt  such  coercion  in  this 
country.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
thonght  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could 
not  be  surprised  that  a  large  minority  of 
that  House  adhered  to  the  course  which 
had  been  theretofore  the  course  of  the 
majority— a  course,  which  bad  been  en- 
forced by  the  majority  even  when  the 
measure  contemplated  other  objects  as 
well  as  those  of  the  present  Bill,  and  was 
proposed  by  the  Government.  He  trusted 
that  he  might  thereafter  meet  with  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  in  the  perform- 
ance of  that  which  he  believed  to  be  his 
duty,  inspired  by  no  spirit  of  intolerance, 
but  acting,  as  he  believed,  in  the  inte- 
rests, not  only  of  the  Protestant,  but  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  the 
House. 

Question  put^  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  3%  and  pcMed. 

RECORD  OF  TITLES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
[BILL  161.]— (ionfjr)— COMMITTEE. 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  62  (Record  to  be  managed  by 
certain  Officers  of  the  Court). 

Mb.  SCULLY  said,  he  wished  tbat  the 
fees  in  Ireland  should  not  exceed  those 
in  England,  and  he  begged  to  propose  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  thought 
the  Amendment  was  unnecessary. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mr.  WHITESIDE  moved  the  following 
clause : — 

"  That  any  person  who  has  obtained  from  the 
Commissioners  for  tho  sale  of  Incumbered  Es- 
tates in  Ireland  or  from  the  Landed  Estates  Court 
a  conveyance  or  declaration  of  title,  or  who  shall 
hereafter  obtain  the  same,  may  apply,  every  fivo 
years,  by  summary  petition,  supported  by  such 
•evidence  as  the  Court  shall  require,  to  be  declared 
the  owner,  with  registry  of  indefeasible  title  as 
originally  granted  by  the  Court ;  and  upon  the 
declaration  of  the  Court,  granted  and  registered 
or  recorded  as  may  be  required  by  law,  the  person 
named  therein  shall  be  deemed  owner  as  declared 
to  all  intents  and  purposes ;  such  declaration 
shall  not  be  chargeable  with  the  percentage  duty 
provided  by  the  Act." 

He  said  the  clause  would  be  very  beneficial 
to  landed  proprietors^in^.  Ir^eJa^g^Qgl^ 
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Thb  ATTORNET  general  said, 
he  most  decline  to  accept  the  dame. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  regretted 
the  determination  of  the  Attorney  Oenerals 
hnt  he  had  the  tatisfaction  of  ha? ing  done 
hit  duty  in  propoaing  the  danie* 

Clause  nsgatived. 

House  resumed. 


t^  KentingUm. 
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Bill  reported,  with  Amendments  ;  as 
amended,  to  he  considered  on  Monday 
next,  and  to  be  printed.    [Bill  217.] 

NAVY  AND  ARMY  EXPENDITURE. 
OOMMITTEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Clabekoe  Paget, 

L.  Eetohfed,  T\uA  the  Expenditure  inourred  for 
certain  Navy  Serrioes  in  the  year  ended  the  3 let 
day  of  March  1864,  has  &llen  short  of  the  snms 
appropriated  to  those  Services  hj  the  snm  of 
£494,860  3#.  id, ;  and  that  the  Expenditure  which 
has  been  incurred  for  certain  other  Navy  Serrices, 
and  not  provided  for  in  the  sums  appropriated  to 
those  Services  for  the  same  year,  has  amounted 
to  the  sum  of  £298,009  St.  &d. 

2.  ResoHfed,  That  the  said  Expenditure  for 
Navy  Services  unprovided  for  as  aforesaid,  amount- 
ing to  £298,009  St.  6d.,  has  been  temporarily  de- 
frayed, under  the  authority  of  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  out  of  the  Surpluses 
which  have  arisen,  as  aforesaid,  upon  other  votes 
for  Navy  Services,  amounting  to  £494,960  2#.  4^. 

3.  Reiohed,  That  the  application  of  so  much 
of  the  said  Suirplusesbe  sanctioned. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 

On  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 

INGTOK, 

4.  Resolved,  That  the  Expenditure  incurred  for 
certain  Army  Services  in  the  year  ended  the  31st 
day  of  March  1864,  has  fallen  short  of  the  sums 
appropriated  to  those  Services  by  the  sum  of 
i&789,a78  12#.  9d.,  and  that  the  Expenditure 
which  has  been  incurred  for  certain  other  Army 
Services,  and  not  provided  for  in  the  sums  appro- 
priated to  those  Services  for  the  same  year,  has 
amounted  to  the  sum  of  £210,381  1 U.  lOd, 

6,  Resolved,  That  the  said  Expenditure  for 
Army  Services  unprovided  for,  as  aforesaid, 
amounting  to  £210,881  Us.  10<;.,  has  been  tem- 
porarily defrayed,  under  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
missioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  out  of  the 
Surpluses  which  have  arisen,  as  aforesaid,  upon 
other  votes  for  Army  Services,  amounting  to 
£789,378  12#.  9d, 

6.  Resolved,  That  the  application  of  so  much  of 
the  said  Surpluses  be  sanctioned. 

Besolutions  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  he  reported  To-morrow, 


Mr.  Whiteside 


THEATRES,  Ac.  BILL*[Buj.  64.] 
SECOND  BEADING.  '  ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Second  Beading  [13th  June]  read. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  would  name  Moa* 
day  for  the  resumption  of  the  debate. 

Viscount  GAL  WAT  said,  he  would 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw 
the  measure.  He  had  made  his  speech, 
and  he  ought  to  be  satisfied,  and  not  gWe 
Member^  the  trouble  of  coming  down  to 
the  House  to  oppose  it,  because  he  had  no 
earthly  chance  of  carrying  it  this  Sessioo. 

Motion  made,  and  Questiou  proposed, 
*' That  the  Debate  be  farther  adjourned 
till  Monday  next." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not 
present;  House  counted,  and  40  Mem- 
bers not  being  present, 

House  adjoamed  at  a  aoirter 
before  Two  o^olock. 


HOUSE    OP    LOBDS, 
Friday,  June  16,  1865. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sat  First  in  ParliametU  -  Tbe 
Lord  Ashburton,  after  tbe  Deatb  of  bis  Brotber. 

PuBuo  Bills — Firtt  Reading^  kdminltj  Aeti 
Repeal* (165);  Admiraltj  Powers  dto.*(  160); 
Dookyard  Ports  Regulation*  (107);  ConHs- 
bulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  *  (168); 
Navy  and  Marines  (Wills)*  (169);  Rom&n 
CatbolioOatb*(170). 

Select  Committee-^On  Mortgage  Debentores,  Earl 
Belmore,  Earl  Grey,  and  Lord  Bedeidale 
added. 

i20por(— Locomotiyes  on  Roads*  (164). 

Cammittee^Vnion  Cbargeability  (133);  Doct 
yard  Extensions  *  (143) ;  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement of  Lands  Acts  (Ireland)  Amead- 
ment*  (ill);  Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Ireland)  (Provisional  Order  Conlinia- 
tion)(No.  3)*(m). 

Report ^Dookjjird  Extensions*  (143);  Drain- 
age and  Improvement  of  Lands  Acts  (Ireland) 
Amendment*  (117);  Drainage  and  ImproTe- 
ment  of  Lands  (Ireland)  (Provisional  Order 
Confirmation)  (No.  3)  •  (147). 

Third  Reading  —  Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland)* 
(139);  Militia  BaUotfl  Suspension*;  Militia 
Pay*,  hnd pasted. 


EXHIBITION    OF   MINUTURES    AT 
KENSINGTON— QUESTION. 

Eabl  stanhope  said,  he  wished  to 
oall  the  attention  of  the  noble  Earl  the 
Lord  President  to  the  general  complaint  of 
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tiie  exorbitancy  of  the  sam  of  5#.  each 
fixed  for  the  price  of  the  catalogues  pro- 
vided for  Yisitors  to  this  exhibition. 
He  thought  the  sum  of  5s.  was  unneoes* 
sarily  high,  or  at  all  events  that  another 
edition  might  be  provided  at  the  cost  of 
28.  6d,  each.  He  was  sure  that  his  noble 
Friend,  whose  liberal  feelings  in  these 
matters  were  well  known,  would  be  ready 
to  adopt  any  step  tending  to  increase  the 
popularity  of  this  exhibition,  and  he 
thought  that  if  the  price  of  the  cata- 
logues were  reduced  a  much  larger  number 
of  persons  would  be  induced  to  visit  the 
exhibition. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  would  be 
extremely  glad  to  see  this  exhibition  ren- 
dered as  popular  as  possible,  but  he  felt 
bound  to  say  that  it  had  been  found  neces- 
sary to  fix  the  price  of  the  catalogue  at 
5s.  in  order  to  insure,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  defrayal  of  the  expenses,  and  to  pre- 
vent having  recourse  to  other  sources  to 
meet  the  necessary  charges. 

THE  SLAVE  TRADE  PAPERS. 
QUESTION. 

LoBD  BEOUOHAM  said,  he  regretted 
^he  absence  of  his  noble  Friend  (Earl 
BusseU),  as  he  wished  to  urge  strongly 
upon  him  the  early  production  of  the  slave 
trade  papers.  These  only  came  down  to 
December,  1864,  while  much  of  impor- 
tance  had  occurred  since  this  period.  The 
slave  trade  of  Cuba  had  increased  in  the 
most  frightful  manner,  notwithstanding 
the  repeated  promises  and  contracts  of 
Spain.  Her  conduct,  indeed,  was  detest- 
able and  disgraoeftd.  She  had  concluded 
a  treaty  with  us  many  years  ago  for  its 
abolition  on  receiving  a  large  sum  as  com- 
pensation for  any  possible  loss  she  might 
sustain.  He  could  not  say  that  treaty  re- 
mained unexecuted,  for  she  had  received 
the  money,  but  not  performed  her  obliga- 
tions. Instead  of  making  a  law  (as  she  had 
promised)  making  slave  trade  piracy  (which 
she  could  not  do  regularly  without  the 
general  concurrence  of  nations),  she  had 
made  flimsy  proclamations  and  mock  laws, 
while  the  infernal  traffic  went  on  increas- 
ing. The  difficulties  lay  both  in  Cuba  and 
at  Madrid.  In  Cuba  Earl  Eussell  declared 
in  a  despatch  last  year  that  all  ranks, 
from  the  highest,  without  any  exception, 
were  in  a  state  of  demoralization  and  cor- 
ruption as  regards  slavery  and  the  traffic ; 
and  at  Madrid,  when  a  noble  had  fallen 
into  distress  he  was  sent  out  as  governor 


to  Cuba  to  restore  his  fbrtunes;  and  some 
had  actually  made  £100,000  or  £150,000 
in  a  year  from  the  bribes  of  the  slave 
traders.  One  was  a  great  exception. 
General  Dulce,  who  honestly  and  strongly 
enforced  the  law  against  the  abominable 
traffic.  He  had  not  been  supported  at 
Madrid,  however,  and  a  person  bearing, 
he  grieved  to  say,  the  honoured  name  of 
ArguelleSf^had  grossly  libelled  him  because 
he  would  not  overlook  his  slave  trade  deal- 
ings. This  man  had  been  tried  and  dis- 
graced, and  sentenced  for  his  misconduct, 
but  the  sentence  was  not  executed  upon 
him.  The  conduct  of  Spain  was  disgrace- 
ful, and  he  conceived  that  the  true  remedy 
to  enforce  her  performance  of  the  treaty 
was  to  impose  a  heavy  duty  on  slave-grown 
produce.  His  illustrious  Eriend,  that 
great  warrior  and  statesman,  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  the  saviour  of  Spain,  had 
plainly  expressed  that  opinion,  and  Lords 
Denman  and  Ashburton  had  held  the  same 
opinions.  We  repeatedly  protested  against 
the  conduct  of  Spain,  and  our  repeated 
protests  were  treated  as  so  much  empty 
wind.  But  if  we  were  in  earnest  and 
chose  to  make  Spain  perform  her  contract, 
and  abolish  the  infernal  traffic,  we  had 
the  means  in  our  own  hands  both  of  com- 
pelling the  mother  country  and  the  colony, 
by  imposing  a  duty  on  Cuba  slave-grown 
produce,  which  would  at  once  aboliidi  her 
slave  trade. 

V.AitT.  GRANYILLE  said,  he  could  not, 
off  hand,  give  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  information  he  required  with 
respect  to  the  papers ;  but  he  would  make 
inquiry  on  the  subject. 

CHURCH  SERVICES  AT  ST.  ALBAN'S— 
CONFESSION  IN  THE  CHURCH  OP 
ENGLAND.— LAW  OF  EVIDENCE. 

The  MAEauBSS  op  WESTMEATH 
rose 

"  To  bring  before  the  House  the  Information 
promised  in  Debate  to  The  Right  Reverend  the 
Lord  Bishop  of  London  on  Friday  the  12th  of 
Maj  respecting  Infractions  of  the  authorized 
Worship  of  the  Church  of  England,  which  were 
particularly  mentioned  as  having  been  practised 
in  the  Church  of  St.  Alban,  Holbom,  as  well  as 
in  other  Churches ;  and  also  the  solemn  Oath 
alleged  to  have  been  taken  by  the  Rey.  J.  Going, 
Incumbent  of  St.  Panrs,  Lorrimer  Square,  and 
his  Curates,  in  a  Pastoral  Address  issued  by  him 
respecting  Confession,  and  called  the  Seal  of 
Confession.*' 

The  noble  Marauess  proceeded  to  say  that 
it  was  argued  in  some  quarters  that  the 
Protestant  religion  was  so  deepl;^  rooted 
in  the  hearts  of  ttie  people  of  tms  coun- 
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try  that  it  wfiis  impoesible  to  weaken  it. 
He  agreed  that  the  Protestant  religion  was 
deeply  rooted  in  the  hearts  of  the  English 
people ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
there  was  the  utmost  danger  in  those  ob- 
jectionable practices.    When  this  matter 
was  noticed  in  their  Lordships'  House  on 
a  former  occasion  the  Bishop  of  London 
stated  that  the  infractions  complained  of 
were  not  sustained  by  such  evidence  as  he 
could  act  upon ;  but,  on  this  occasion,  he 
was  prepared  to  state  in  the  hearing  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  facts  which  there 
was  evidence  to  prove.    He  had  the  evi- 
dence of  some  eight  or  nine  respectable 
witnesses  who  were  present    at    scenes 
which  their  Lordships  would  have  some 
dijQiculty  in  believing   could   have  been 
enacted  in  Protestant  churches.     He  him- 
self  had    attended    the   church    of    St. 
Matthias,  at  Stoke  Kewington,  on  Whit 
Sunday,  and  on  his  return  home  he  made 
a  note  of  what  he  had  seen  and  heard 
there.     The  church  was  furnished  in  a 
very  unusual  manner.     The  part  of  the 
Morning  Service  which  he  was  enabled  to 
hear  and  the  Psalms  were  intoned  very 
unintelligibly  to   the    Gregorian    music. 
After  the  Morning  Service  there  was  a 
long  pause,  during  which  the  bell  tolled. 
A  youth  came  forward  with  a  lighted 
taper,  made  a  low  bow  at  one  extremity 
of  the  table,  and  lit  a  candle,  and  then 
ceremoniously  went  round  to  the  other 
end  of  the  table,  made  an  obeisance,  and 
lit  the  other  candle.     The  table  appeared 
to  be  covered  with  a  crimson  embroidered 
table-cloth,  upon  which  stood  a  large  black 
cross  on  a  black  ground,  and  several  vases 
of  flowers  were  on  the  table.     The  two 
clerg3naQen  who  read  the  Lessons  and  the 
Morning  Prayers  had  a  red  strap  over  their 
shoulders,  with,  apparently,  a  brass  cross 
at  the  end.    llie  two  clergymen  and  a 
younger  one  and  the  choristers,  who  were 
very  numerous,  had  now  assembled  at  one 
side  of  the  chancel,  apparently  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  procession  down  the 
centre  of  the  church,  which   they   pro- 
ceeded to  do,  singing  a  hymn.     In  the 
centre  of  the  procession  was  a  man  carry- 
ing a  large  brass  cross  elevated.      The 
three    clergymen    had    crimson -coloured 
garments,    reaching  very  low  down  on 
their  persons,  ornamented  with  gold  or 
gilt  lace.    This  procession  differed  in  no- 
thing  that  he  could  perceive  from    the 
ceremonial  processions  usually  met  with 
in  the  streets  of  Roman  Catholic  towns  on 
the  exhibition  of  the  Host.     The  three 
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principal  performers  now  separated  from 
the  rest  and  went  towards  the  oommunion 
table,  and  there  remained  with  their  backs 
to  the  congregation,  until  a  youth  brought 
forward  a  plated  or  tin  pot,  from  which  he 
threw  clouds  of  incense.    The  prindpai 
then  turned  round  and  pulled  up  some 
part  of  the  machine,  thereby  obscunng  the 
whole  chancel  from  view  by  the  clouds  of 
smoke  that  arose  from  it ;  then,  taming 
round  to  the  table,  he  incensed  every  part 
of  it,  and  everything  upon  it,  as  well  as 
the  book  in  the  hands  of  the  other  indivi- 
dual, who  read  the  Gospel  after  it  had 
been  incensed.    They  then  went  on  in- 
toning the  Ten  Commandments :  and  it 
was  only  by  hearing  occasionally  a  word 
in  the  responses  that  he  knew  what  part 
of  the  service  was  being  performed.  Dur- 
ing the  whole  of  this  time  the  little  boy 
kept  swinging  about  the  incense-pot  inter- 
minably.    At  the  end  of  this,  one  of  the 
clerical  performers,  having  put  off  his  red 
costume,  went  into  the  pulpit  with  the 
white  surplice  on,  having  the  red  str^ 
over  it.     A  part  of  his  doctrine  was  that 
the  red  costume  which  his  company  wore 
represented  the  tongues  of  Are  that  d^- 
peared  upon  the  Apostles,  red  being,  ac- 


cording to  him,  the  colour  of  Are ;  but,  in 
his  humble  opinion,  the  vestment  in  ques- 
tion better  accorded  with  the  scarlet  dra- 
pery of  the  woman  in  the  Book  of  Revela- 
tions. Another  eye-witness  had  given  him 
the  following  statement  of  the  same  ser- 
vice:— 

'^Prayers  were  intoned,  and  so  imperfectly 
pronounced,  as  to  make  it  impossible  to  knov 
whether  the  language  used  was  English  or  Latin. 
Morning  Prayers  being  ended,  the  chuich  bell 
rang  for  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour,  the  three 
priests  and  the  choristers  went  awaj.    Presently 
a  youth  appeared  with  a  long  lighted  taper.    He 
was  dressed  in  a  white  gown  ti^l  in  at  the  waist. 
He  lit  the  two  candles  on  the  communion  table, 
going  well  round  the  comers  of  the  table  to  per- 
form this  ceremony.     On  the  table  was  a  tall 
cross  and  several  vases  of  flowers,  the  church  also 
was    ornamented    with  wreaths,  bouquets,  and 
hoops  of  the  everlasting  yellow  flower.    One  of 
the  priests  entered  bearing  a  pUte  covered  with  a 
crimson  cloth  on  his  head  and  put  it  upon  the 
table.    The  beU  ceased  ringing,  and  a  hymn  wu 
sung.    At  its  commencement  there  issued  forth 
firom  the  vestry  door  a  procession,  the  chorister 
boys,  two  and  two,  some  one  bearing  a  very  tall 
brass  cross  raised  on  high,  and  lastly  the  three 
priests,  who  were  dressed  in  crimson,  braided  with 
gold.    The  procession  moved    slowly  and  with 
practised  steps  down  the  middle  of  the  churoh,  and 
back  again  up  the  chancel,  where  each  chorister 
took  his  place,  the  three  priests  walked  towards 
the  communion  table,  and  stood  there  with  tiieir 
backs  to  the  assembled  people.    Two  boys  stood 
within  the  rails,  one  with  the  inoense  bolder,  wbieh 
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he  beayed  to  and  bo.  The  prineipal  priest  then 
torned  ronndj  took  the  incense,  caused  it  to  emit 
Tolumes  of  smoke,  and,  turning  towards  the  table, 
he  threw  the  incense  smoke  about  in  every  direc- 
tion. One  of  the  priests  then  read  the  Epistle  ; 
after  which  another  priest,  taking  an  illuminated 
book  off  a  desk,  or  stand,  on  the  table,  gave  out 
the  Gospel,  then,  turning  towards  the  principal 
priest,  he  held  the  book  wide  open,  while  clouds 
of  incense  arose  over  it.  After  intoning  and 
chanting  (unintelligibly)  the  Communion  Service, 
one  of  the  priests  went  off,  and,  divesting  himself 
of  the  outer  crimson  overall,  ascended  the  pulpit 
and  preached  a  sermon,  telling  us  that  those  red 
dresses  symbolized  the  tongues  of  fire  that  fell 
upon  the  Apostles,  the  colour  of  fire  being  red." 

The  church  bell  rung  for  a  quarter  of  an 
hour,  and  the  three  priests,  with  a  number 
of  choristers,  proceeded  to  the  communion 
table.    One  of  the  priests  entered  with  a 
cloth,  which  he  placed  upon  the  table,  and 
then  the  three  priests,  with  some  of  the 
choristers,  proceeded  to  the  vestry,  whence 
they  returned  dressed  in  crimson   robes 
blazing  with  gold.     Incense  was  profusely 
cast  about,  and,  after  some  further  cere- 
monies, one  of  the  priests  divested  himself 
of  his  robe  and  entered  the  pulpit  to  preach 
the  sermon.     He  had  many  communica- 
tions upon  the  subject,  but  most  of  the 
writers,  while  they  expressed  their  willing- 
ness to  come  forward  if  a  properly  consti- 
tuted court  for  dealing  with  such  matters 
should  be  formed,  said  they  did  not  desire 
their  names  to  be  made  public  at  present. 
He  had  also  to  refer  to  another  church — St. 
Mary's — in  the  same  parish  of  Stoke  New- 
ington.     He  had  been  informed  by  a  re- 
spectable gentleman  resident  in  that  parish, 
and  who  had  been  for  some  time  church- 
warden, that  being  apprehensive  that  the 
rector  was  about  to  introduce  a  number  of 
novelties  into  the  service  he  appealed  to 
liim  to  abstain  from  doing  so.    A  large 
sum  of  money  being  then  necessary  for 
tlie  repairs  of  the  church,  the  gentleman, 
upon  the  faith  of  the  rector's  promise  that 
iu>  innovations  should  be  introduced,  as- 
eisted  in  collecting  the  amount  required, 
immediately  the  money  was  raised,  how- 
p^er,  the  rector   changed  his  mind,  and 
mtroduced  the  modem  system.     He  be- 
iioved  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  tried 
t^  bring  about  a  better  state  of  things,  and 
h^d  offered  to  arbitrate.     An  attempt  was 
Ell  ade  to  ascertain  the  feelings  of  the  pa- 
"J^hioners,  and  it  appeared  that  the  singing 
P'Mty  numbered  800,  while  the  reading 
P^7  were  4,000.     The  noble  Marquess 
^^  read  an  account  of  his  visit  to  the 
Clinrch  of  St.  Mary  Magdalene,  Munster 
^Q'^re,   where    similar  ceremonies  took 


place,  and  before  commencing  the  sermon 
the  priest  made  the  Popish  sign  of  the 
Cross  on  his  forehead.     The  noble  Mar* 
quess  also  read  a  description  of  the  services 
at  St.  Alban's,  Holborn,  and  Christ  Church, 
Clapham,  which  were  marked  by  the  same 
characteristics,  floral  decorations,  banners, 
J&requent  genuflections,  and  the  like.    The 
noble  Marquess    then  proceeded  to  say 
that  there  were  one  or  two  other  mat- 
ters to  which  he  desired  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the   right    rev.  Prelate    (the 
Bishop  of   London).     As    his    Lordship 
was  pleased  to  say  that  if  any  Tractarian 
Prayer  Book  were  used  in  the  churches — 
which  his  Lordship  very  much  doubted- 
proceedings  against  the  offending  clergy- 
men should  be  at  once  taken,  he  wished  to 
call  his  attention  to  the  book  he  held  in  his 
hand,  which  had  been  in  use  in  St.  Alban's 
Church,  Holborn,  where  the  book  itself 
was  purchased.    The  right   rev.  Prelate 
stated  that  a  complaint  had  been  formerly 
made,  which,  when  investigated,  proved 
to  have  reference  only  to  the  use  of  an 
ancient  hymn  which  had  been  also  used 
by  the  Church  of  Eome.    But  this  book 
contained  not  only  hymns,   but   prayers 
and  litanies  not  found  in  the  Book  of  Com- 
mon prayer — hymns  and  prayers  in  several 
instances  containing  doctrines  wholly  at 
variance  with  those  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  which  were  specially  protest^ 
against  by  that  Church.     There  could  be 
little  doubt  that  a  very  large  proportion 
of  the  hymnals  now  in  use  in  many  of 
the  churches   of  the  country,   including 
Hymns,  Ancient  and  Modem,  which  he 
understood  had  a  circulation  of  a  million 
copies,  and  were  said  to    be    in    use  in 
several  cathedrals  and  a  large  number  of 
parish    churches,   contained  doctrines  of 
the  Eoman  Catholic  Church  insiduously  in- 
troduced into  them — a  circumstance  which 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Prelates  to  deal 
with  at  once.     There  were  many  errors 
of  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church  introduced 
into  this  book,  while  Eoman  missals,  brevi- 
aries, and  other  works  of  devotion  among 
Eoman  Catholics  had  been  placed  under 
contribution  to  supply  poisonous  food  for 
the  people's  souls.  It  did  not  require  much 
theological  learning  to  see  that  Mariolatry, 
the  Invocation  of  Saints  and  Angels,  Tran- 
substantiation,    the    Eeal  Presence,  and 
Prayers  for  the  Dead,  had  all  a  place  in 
this  book.     The  organs  of  the  Tractarian 
party  mentioned  the  churches  where  these 
services  were  used;  and  as    the    matter 
seemed  to  call  for  investigation  he  should 
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present  the  papers  to  the  Lord  Bishop  of 
London.  The  question  was  one  which 
concerned  millions  of  memhers  of  the 
Estahlished  Church,  as  well  as  all  those 
who  sympathized  with  her  Protestant 
Articles  and  Formularies,  and  any  atten- 
tion given  to  the  suhject  would  not  be 
misspent. 

He  had  now  to  call  attention  to  a  state- 
ment he  made  on  a  former  occasion  rela- 
tive to  the  public  letter  addressed  to  the 
parishioners  of  St.  Paul's,  Lorrimore- 
Square,  Walworth,  by  the  Rev.  J.  GK>ing, 
incumbent,  and  his  curates,  the  Rev.  F. 
W.  Holder  and  the  Rev.  W.  G.  Abbott, 
in  which,  after  urging  the  parishioners 
to  come  to  them  for  the  purposes  of  con- 
fession, they  say,  ''  Remember  that  your 
clergy  are  bound  by  a  most  solemn  oath 
never  to  betray  your  confidence."  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London) 
very  properly  denied  that  he  ever  adminis- 
tered such  an  oath,  and  also  declared  that 
the  administration  of  such  an  oath  would 
be  a  misdemeanor;  but  the  question  re- 
mained why  such  a  document  should  be 
put  into  circulation,  containing  induce- 
ments to  criminals  to  take  clergymen  into 
their  confidence  on  the  allegation  that  they 
had  taken  a  solemn  oath — clearly  an  illegsd 
one— not  to  betray  the  confidence  thus 
reposed  in  them?  There  were  guilds, 
oonfratemities,  and  sisterhoods  in  which, 
he  understood,  that  vows  of  questionable 
legality  were  taken.  Mr.  Lyne,  who 
called  himself  ''  Father  Ignatius,''  for  in- 
stance, in  a  report  of  a  lecture  delivered 
by  him  at  Manchester,  and  revised  by 
himself,  said — 

'<  We  have  established  a  branch  of  oar  Third 
Order  in  Newcastle  and  its  members  are  sworn 
to  bring  about  a  daily  celebration  of  the  Eucharist 
in  the  town,  if  possible." 

As  a  practical  commentary  on  this  system 
of  administering  and  taking  illegal  oaths, 
they  had  read  of  the  excommunication 
fulminated  by  Brother  Ignatius  against 
two  members  of  his  "  Third  Order,"  re- 
siding in  Bristol,  who,  in  that  document, 
were  charged  with  the  crime  of  perjury — 
of  having  broken  some  oath  of  obedience 
to  himself,  and  they  had  been  in  conse- 
quence cursed  with  the  utmost  possible 
vehemence  bv  this  mountebank.  And  now 
he  would  ask  the  right  rev.  Bench  what 
they  intended  to  do  ?  It  was  at  one  time 
his  intention  to  use  his  privilege  as  a  Peer 
and  represent  these  matters  in  an  audience 
to  Her  Majesty;  but  he  had  rejected  this 
course  on  reflecting  that,  in  taking  lliat 
The  Marquess  of  Wsetnmth 


step,  he  should  be  boimd  to  use  the  pri- 
vilege by  craving  leave  to  go  into  the 
Royal  presence  through  the  medium  df 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  whom  it 
had  been  his  painful  duty  to  unmask  in 
reference  to  the  case  of  &e  unfortunate 
Mary  Ryan.  He  felt  bound  to  notice  the 
illegal  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  G^itle- 
tleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  in  refusing,  on  the 
most  flimsy  pretexts,  to  prosecute  fho» 
who  must  be  regarded  by  every  reasonable 
man  as  having  infringed  the  law.  When 
he  found  that  he  must  proceed  through 
the  agency  of  Sir  Qeorge  Grey,  he  was 
reminded  of  the  exclamation  of  Cromwell, 
"The  Lord  deliver  me  from  Sir  Harry 
Yane !  "  and  he  exclaimed,  "  The  Lord 
deliver  me  from  Sir  George  Grey !  "  He 
would  ask,  whether  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  right  rev.  Bench  to  leave  matters  in 
their  present  condition,  or  whether  it  wss 
proposed  by  them  or  by  the  Government 
to  legislate  upon  this  subject  with  a  view 
to  putting  an  end  to  these  constantly  re- 
curring scandals.  He  could  only  hope  tiiat 
the  appeal  which  he  had  made  to  the 
Members  of  the  right  rev.  Bench  would 
not  have  been  made  in  vain. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  he  had  to 
express  his  thanks  to  the  noble  Marques 
for  bringing  these  facts  under  the  atten- 
tion of  l^eir  Lordships.  The  matter  was, 
of  course,  a  very  serious  one ;  and  he  be- 
lieved he  was  giving  expression  to  the 
sentiments  of  his  right  rev.  Brethren  when 
he  said  that  they  regarded  it  in  a  Teiy 
serious  light.  But  he  feared  the  facts 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Marquess 
were  so  intimately  connected  with  fresh 
legislation,  that  it  was  doubtful  whether  he 
had  touched  upon  any  real  remedy.  In  more 
than  one  instance  he  (the  Bishop  of  London) 
had  had  occasion  to  consult  the  highert 
legal  authorities  upon  the  course  to  be 
pursued  in  these  cases,  and  his  conviction 
was  that  the  impediments  which  at  pre- 
sent existed  rendered  action  in  these  mat- 
ters extremely  difficult.  One  great  difficulty 
was  the  existence  of  a  rubric  which  pro- 
vided that  the  ornaments  of  the  Church  snd 
its  ministers  shall  be  retained,  and  be  in 
use  as  they  were  in  the  second  year  of 
the  reign  of  King  Edward  YI.  That 
rubric  was,  he  hoped,  capable  of  such  an 
interpretation  as  he  himself  put  i^Km 
it ;  but  it  was  clear  that  its  existenoe  in- 
troduced great  uncertainty  into  the  law. 
He  was  perfectly  ready  for  his  own  part, 
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and  he  belieyed  he  might  express  a  similaf 
readiness  on  the  part  of  his  right  rev.  Breth- 
ren, to  promise  his  support  to  any  well-con* 
sidered  measure  introdacing  an  alteration 
which  would  tend  to  remore  this  difficulty. 
A  point,  too,  in  which  the  law  required 
alteration,  and  an  alteration  which  he 
should  also  he  prepared  to  support,  was 
another  rubric  which  provided  that  where 
doubt  was  entertained  upon  any  subject  of 
this  kind  reference  should  be  made  to 
Uie  bishop  of  the  diocese,  and  in  case  of 
his  decision  not  being  deemed  satisfac- 
tory to  the  archbishop  of  the  province, 
whose  decision  was  to  be  final.  At  first 
sight  this  remedy  appeared  to  be  an  ex- 
tremely easy  one ;  but  in  many  cases  in 
which  he  had  endeavoured  to  apply  this 
mode  of  settling  the  matter,  he  had 
been  met  with  an  objection  which  he 
believed  to  be  insuperable.  The  rubric 
said,  "  If  they  have  any  doubt  **  but  in 
these  cases  the  clergyman  invariably  said 
that  he  entertained  no  doubt  at  all  upon 
the  subject,  and  therefore  declined  aU 
reference  to  himself,  the  archbishop,  or 
any  one  else.  All  that  they  could  say, 
therefore,  was  that  the  law  was  in  a 
very  unsatisfactory  state.  It  was  said 
that  these  evils  could  not  be  put  down 
until  a  new  court  was  established  to  deal 
with  them,  but  it  was  an  alteration  in 
the  law,  and  not  a  new  Court  that  was 
required.  While  deeply  deploring  such 
follies  as  those  to  which  the  noble  Mar* 
ijpssM  had  referred,  he  felt  convinced  that 
he  should  have  the  sympathy  of  his 
right  rev.  Brethren  when  he  regretted,  as 
on  a  former  occasion,  the  difficulties  which 
obstructed  them  in  attempting  to  deal 
with  these  matters.  Bishops  were  in- 
veated  in  ecclesiastical  matters  with  a  two- 
fold authority.  The  first  was  the  autho- 
rity their  advice  always  carried  with  it, 
and  to  which  he  was  glad  to  say  by  far 
the  majority  of  the  clergy,  not  only  in 
his  own  diocese  but  throughout  the  ^ng- 
dom,  were  always  ready  to  accommodate 
themselves;  but  in  case  any  persons 
were  not  willing  to  listen  to  the  first  kind 
of  authority,  the  bishops  could  only  fall 
back  upon  their  legal  authority,  which 
was  of  course  circumscribed  by  the  written 
law,  the  uncertain  nature  of  which  ren- 
dered it  difficult  for  the  bishop  to  do 
more  than  protest  against  these  evils, 
and  use  his  personal  influence  to  procure 
their  abatement.  There  were,  however, 
two  other  partieis  who  might  do  much  to 
discourage  these  things,  the  patrons  and 


the  parishioners.  A  good  deal  of  power 
was  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the  pa- 
trons. If  they  appointed  improper  per- 
sons they  had  themselves  to  thank. 
And  the  parishioners  also  could  use 
much  lawful  and  proper  influence  in  the 
election  of  churchwaridens,  for  in  their 
choice  of  persons  to  fill  this  office  they 
had  once  every  year  an  opportunity  af- 
forded them  of  expressing  the  view  in 
which  they  regarded  these  matters,  and,  if 
they  thought  fit,  of  assisting  to  put  an  end 
to  them.  In  the  churches  to  which  the 
noble  Marquess  had  alluded  what  had 
taken  place  might  be  supposed  to  be  the 
will  of  the  parishioners,  as  expressed  W 
the  election  of  the  churchwanlens.  ISLq 
trusted  that  in  the  district  churches — ^for 
it  was  principally  in  those  churches  that 
these  matters  were  complained  of — the 
parishionerswouldbear  in  mind  the  solemn 
duty  which  devolved  upon  them  in  their 
choice  of  their  churchwardens.  Of  course, 
the  noble  Marquess  would  not  expect  him 
to  enter  into  all  the  subjects  to  which 
he  had  alluded,  and  especially  he  could 
not  in  that  place  say  much  as  to  re- 
velations or  concessions  made  by  indi- 
viduals to  clergymen  in  whom  they 
confided.  The  particular  instance  to 
which  the  noble  Marquess  had  referred 
appeared  to  show  nothing  more  than 
that  the  clergyman  referred  to  was  ac- 
customed to  listen  to  such  matters  as 
his  parishioners  chose  to  divulge  to 
him.  If  the  noble  Marquess  would  refer 
to  his  (the  Bishop  of  London's)  primary 
chaige  he  would  find  the  subject  to 
which  he  alluded  treated  at  very  con- 
siderable length.  He  believed  also  that 
the  sentiments  of  others  of  his  right  rev. 
Brethren  had  been  as  publicly  expressed 
on  the  same  subject.  He  might  without 
offence  allude  to  his  Grace  the  Archbishop 
of  this  Province,  who  in  another  diocese, 
now  a  long  time  ago,  had  occasion  to  in-  ' 
quire  into  a  complaint  relative  to  the 
practice  of  confessing  to  clergymen,  and 
ail  that  took  place  at  that  time  at  Leeds 
had  been  published,  the  sentiments  of  his 
most  rev.  Brother  being  as  clearly  express- 
ed as  his  own  sentiments  in  the  charge 
to  which  he  had  alluded.  It  would  be 
the  greatest  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
bishops  were  not  quite  aware  of  the  very 
great  evils  which  the  noble  Marquess  had 
pointed  out,  and  he  should  be  most  anxious 
in  any  way  that  he  could  by  the  use  of  his 
legitimate  influence  to  dissuade  the  clergy 
from  the  practices  complained  of.    But  he 
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was  bound  in  jnstioe  also  to  say  that  one 
distressing  part  of  the  case  was  this— 
that  many  of  those  who  were  mUdng 
themselves  conspicaons  in  this  way  were 
men  of  very  deep  piety,  and  were  sacri- 
ficing their  health  to  their  most  self-deny- 
ing efforts  in  the  poorest  parts  of  lus 
diocese. 

LoBD  EBUEY  said,  he  desired  to  make 
a  few  observations  on  the  subject  which  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, to  whom  in  the  outset  he  must 
offer  his  best  thanks  for  the  courage  and 
perseverance  he  had  displayed.    He  said 
courage,  because  whoever  ventured  to  do 
what  the  noble  Marquess  had  done  was 
certain    to    be    severely    criticized    and 
pointed  at  as  an  intolerant  bigot.   It  could 
not,  however,  be  any  longer  denied  that 
the  great  increase  in  those  practices  to 
which  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Westineath)  referred  was  causing  a  deep 
feeling  of  disquietude  among  the  Protes- 
tant portion  of  our  fellow-countrymen,  and 
that  the  public  discussion  of  the  subject 
could  no  longer  be  adjourned — with  all 
his  heart  he  wished  it  could — ^no  matter 
could  possibly  be  less  inviting.    It  was 
apt  unduly  to  excite  the  minds  of  men, 
and  in  treating  of  it,  however  much  a 
man  might  desire,  it  was  very  difficult  to 
avoid  giving  offence.  What  was  it  that  they 
complained  of?  They  saw  a  Church,  whose 
confessors  and  martyrs  suffered  and  bled  to 
establish  it  in  the  utmost  purity  of  doctrine 
and  simplicity   of  ritual,  gradually  ap- 
proaching in  its  doctrine  and  ritual  to  the 
Church  of  Home.     They  had  transubstan- 
tiation,  in  all  but  the  name;   auricular 
confession,  penance,  priestly    absolution, 
prayers  for  the  dead,  ornamental  vest- 
ments, emblematic  banners,  and  proces* 
sions,  crucifixes,  incense,  candles  lighted 
in  broad  daylight,  with  an  exaggerated 
amount  of  music  in  the  service.    They 
were  told,  indeed,  that  these  things  were 
contrary  to  law,  and  that  ttie  law  was 
sufficient  to  repress  them ;  but  the  obvious 
rejoinder  to  this  kind  of  reply  was,  that 
the  law  was  the  same  as  it  had  been  for 
the  last  twenty-five  years;  and  that  so  far 
from  these  practices  having  been  put  an 
end  to,  they  had  during  that  time  gone  on 
steadily  increasing.    The  right  rev.  Pre- 
late had  himself  acknowledged  that  the 
law  was  powerless.  Scarcely  a  week  passed 
without  hearing  of  something  new  in  these 
matters.   The  Bishop  of  Exeter— no  mean 
judge  in  these  matters — ^had  recently  re- 
fused to  consecrate  a  church  in  Torquay 
The  Bishop  of  London 


because  of  its  Eomish  ornamentation  and 
the  manifest  tendency  of  the  practices  «f 
the  clergy  of  the  church  to  lead  men  om 
to  Rome.  Only  a  fortnight  ago  the  notie 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby),  in  pn- 
senting  a  petition,  told  them  that  the  cliaidi 
of  a  very  populous  parish— St  Martin's, 
in  Liverpool — ^had  a  very  small  congrega- 
tion because  of  the  eccentricitieB  piac^ 
by  its  incumbent.  What  those  pniciises 
were  they  were  informed  by  another  nobk 
Earl  later  in  the  debate^the  use  of  in- 
cense and  auricular  confession.  The  ligiit 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  London]  told 
them  that  the  right  rev.  Bench  wonM  not 
shrink  from  the  prosecution  of  such  cases; 
but  he  added  that  the  law  was  not  dear, 
that  it  was  difficult  to  obtain  informntloD, 
and  that  he  did  not  move  unless  he  was 
sure  the  law  was  on  his  side.  Li  trntli, 
from  some  reason  or  other,  the  law  ytmi 
but  little  use  in  stemming  the  evil.  Ik 
case  was  put  by  one  of  the  newspapers 
known  for  its  High  Church  leanings  (7^ 
Morning  Post)  with  so  much  truth  and  fair- 
ness that  he  could  not  help  quoting  two 
sentences  from  it — 

^  There  can  be  do  doubt  that  the  use  of  inwnse 
in  Divine  servioe,  the  interpolation  of  ODautboriKd 
prayers,  and  certain  processions  are  wholl;  witin 
ont  excuse  ;  they  are  additions  to  the  pmoribed 
ritual,  and  are  a  moral,  though  perhspi  oot  a 
technical,  Tiolation  of  the  Act  of  Uniformitr^ 
the  oath  of  canonical  obedience.  The  diffieoltj 
is,  how  to  bring  the  case  of  delinquency  hoiDete 
any  ofifending  clergyman.  People  often  feel  scut- . 
dalized  who  shrink  from  being  mixed  op  with  i  pio- 
secntion." 

The  evil,  therefore,  went  on  uncheArf. 
until  the  Protestant  world  were  startled 
by  some  such  scandal  as  that  of  Hr* 
Wagner  and  Miss  Constance  Kent,  which 
revealed  to  them  how  their  Church  was  be- 
ing undermined  and  destroyed.  He  might, 
perhaps,  be  asked,  if  things  were  in  sach 
a  state,  what  was  the  remedy  he  had  to 
propose  ?  He  confessed  that  in  a  Hoase 
where  Her  Majesty's  Government  was  so 
largely  and  ably  represented,  and  whert 
almost  the  entire  Bench  of  Bishops  bad 
seats,  it  was  hardly  fair  to  put  npon  a 
private  Member  the  responsibility  of  find- 
ing a  remedy  for  the  dilemma  in  whidi 
the  Church  now  found  herself.  HoweTer, 
in  this  instance  he  stood  perfectly  clear. 
Five  years  ago  he  made  a  Motion  nrging 
their  Lordships  to  address  Her  Majesty  for 
a  Eoyal  Commission  to  revise  the  nibncsi 
formularies,  and  canons  of  the  Chttreb; 
and  upon  that  occasion  he  met  with  an  op- 
position so  overwhelming  as  dmost  to  cast 
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an  air  of  ridicule  upon  his  Motion,  and  he 
was  compelled  to  dlow  it  to  be  negatived 
without  a  division.  The  canons,  rubrics, 
and  formularies  of  the  Church  remained 
unrevised;  in  many  respects  absurd,  ob- 
solete, and  contradictory  regulations  per- 
plexed the  administration  of  the  law,  and 
he  appealed  to  the  right  rev.  Bench  to 
confirm  what  he  was  about  to  say — that 
the  language  of  some  of  the  rubrics  and 
occasional  services  went  far  to  palliate,  if 
theydid  not  absolutely  justify,  some  of  those 
practices  which  were  so  bitterly  complained 
of.  Bat  he  addressed  himielf  to  those  dis- 
tinguished persons  who  occupied  the  right 
rev.  Bench,  and  he  ventured  to  suggest  to 
them  one  means  of  combating  this  evil, 
which  would  not  need  the  putting  the 
law  into  operation,  or  the  expenditure  of 
a  single  shilling.  Partly  from  their  high 
offices,  partly  from  their  own  characters, 
partly  from  the  patronage  which  they  had 
at  their  command,  they  had,  or  they  might 
haye,  a  paramount  influence  in  their  re- 
spective dioceses.  Now,  if  they  would  cause 
it  to  be  understood  that  they  entirely  set 
their  faces  against  these  practices  and  those 
who  dabbled  in  them— if  they  would  check 
them  wherever  they  saw  them  springing 
up,  and  make  it  unmistakable  that  they 
gave  neither  support  nor  countenance  to 
them-^hough  it  might  not  put  an  end  to 
them  altogether,  it  would,  at  all  events, 
go  far  towards  it ;  and  it  would  tend  very 
much  to  restore  confidence  to  the  public. 
Bui  could  they  say  with  truth  that  such 
had  been  the  conduct  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench  ?  Let  their  Lordships  look  at  the 
recent  charges.  Did  they  see  any  attempt 
made  to  grapple  with  tiiat  evil  ?  Why, 
they  had  been  startled  by  one  of  the  latest 
of  thoee  charges,  which  seemed  to  point 
to  the  desirableness  of  making  advances  to 
the  Church  of  Eome.  These  expressions 
bad  »nce  been  explained;  but  he  must 
^jy  considering  the  circumstances  in  which 
the  Church  now  found  itself,  a  more  dan- 
gerous utterance  could  hardly  be  imagined ; 
and  he  was  afraid,  therefore,  that  they 
must  say  that  while,  generally  speaking, 
the  Bench  was  indifierent,  there  were  some 
^ht  rev.  Prelates  who  gave  a  tacit,  and 
^mc  an  open,  countenance  to  many  of  the 
Praoticee — ^thus  bringing  the  Church  into 
troubles  and  dangers,  both  religious  and 
l>olitical,  of  which  it  was  impossible  to 
A^resee  ^e  issue.  That  subject  was  very 
^«rfirom  being  exhausted,  but  it  was  not 
^is  uitention  to  trouble  their  Lordships 
further  than  with  a  few  words  upon  one 


point — he  meant  the  exaggerated  amount 
of  music  in  the  services  inflicted  by  re- 
lentless clergymen  upon  reluctant  con- 
gregations in  rural  districts  and  parish 
churches.  The  choral  service  was  un- 
doubtedly legal  in  cathedrals;  it  was 
doubtful  whether  it  was  so  in  ordinary 
parish  churches  and  chapels.  Many  people 
were  very  fond  of  it,  and  it  was  a  great 
pity  that  any  one  should  be  deprived  of 
what  he  liked.  Unfortunately,  however, 
it  was  found  that  it  was  almost  invariably 
the  thin  end  of  the  wedge— the  premoni- 
tory symptom  of  the  coming  of  those  ob- 
jectionable Komish  practices  of  which  it 
was  complained;  and  he  protested  as 
strongly  as  he  could  against  the  youth  of 
this  country  being  educated  in  a  school 
which  had  a  tendency  towards  that  Church, 
of  the  members  of  which  he  desired  to 
speak  with  perfect  respect,  but  against 
which  our  own  Church  was  intended  to 
be  a  standing  protest.  The  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  told  them  that  many  of  the 
persons  who  introduced  these  practices 
were  very  pious  and  self-denying  men. 
He  believed  it,  and  he  respected  them 
for  it ;  but  he  asked  whether  Roman  Ca- 
tholic priests  did  not  display  equal  self- 
denial,  and  whether  they  did  not  refuse 
to  marry  in  order  that  they  might  devote 
their  lives  to  the  relief  of  suffering  and 
distress?  Therefore,  that  argument  was 
entirely  beside  the  question.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  also  spoken  of  the  power 
of  the  churchwardens ;  but  the  church- 
wardens had  in  many  instances  done  their 
best  without  being  able  to  get  rid  of  the 
evil.  The  public  were,  then,  in  this 
matter  in  an  evil  case.  They  saw  how 
little  the  law  had  done  for  them,  and  his 
noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl  below  him 
(Earl  Granville)  had  informed  them  the 
other  night  that  while  he  was  by  no 
means  prepared  to  deny,  and  was  certainly 
prepared  to  regret,  the  existence  of  those 
things  which  tiie  noble  Marquess  opposite 
had  set  forth,  yet  that  the  (Government 
had  no  remedy  to  propose.  Well  he  knew, 
and  had  always  been  forward  to  admit, 
that  these  things  could  not  be  remedied 
all  at  once,  in  a  moment ;  but  he  earnestly 
trusted  that  their  Lordships  did  not  in- 
tend to  sit  with  folded  hands,  rejecting 
all  proposals  for  a  remedy,  until  this  matter 
became  the  property  of  a  popular  agita- 
tion, and  passed  out  of  the  domain  of  calm 
and  deliberate  settlement. 

LoM)  HOUGHTON  said,  he  could  by 
no  means  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  who 
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had  just  sat  down  as  to  the  desirability  of 
discossiiig— 

LoBD  EEDE8DALE  rose  to  order. 
They  were  carrying  on  a  discnssion  with* 
out  there  being  any  Question  regularly 
before  the  House. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  said,  he  hoped  he 
would  be  permitted  at  least  to  nu^e  one 
remark,  and  that  was  that  he  sincerely 
trusted  the  Members  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench  would  not  allow  themselves  to  be 
induced,  in  consequence  of  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  below  him,  to  adopt  any 
tyrannical  action  towards  any  portion  of 
the  Church.  It  was  much  to  be  regretted 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  come  forward  in 
that  House  to  speak  in  harsh  terms  of 
highly  honourable  and  pious  men,  whose 
lives  were  devoted  to  the  cause  of  charity 
and  benevolence,  simply  because  they  dif- 
fered from  him  in  certain  of  their  reli^ 
gious  opinions.     ["  Question  V*] 

The  Eabl  of  SHAFTESBURY,  who 
was  also  met  with  cries  of  *'  Question," 
said,  he  had  intended  to  offer  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  subject  brought  forward 
by  the  noble  Marquess ;  but  he  could  as- 
sure their  Lordships  that,  however  strong 
might  be  his  own  feelings  on  the  subject 
which  had  just  been  brought  under  their 
notice,  yet  if  the  continuance  of  the  dis- 
cussion was  at  all  irregular  he  would  not 
then  say  a  single  word  upon  it. 

The  Mabqubss  of  WESTMEATH 
wished  to  say  only  a  few  words  in  re- 
ply; but  tjiere  being  a  general  cry  of 
"  Order"  the  noble  Marquess  sat  down. 


DIVISIONS  OP  THE  HOUSE. 
STANDIKO    OBDEB  NO.   25.      NEW  STAKDINO 
OBDEBS. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  moved--' 
that  the  Resolutions  of  the  10th  of 
March  1857,  regulating  the  Mode  of 
taking  Divisions,  be  now  vacated :  The 
same  was  agreed  to. 

Then  it  was  moved  to  resolve, 

"  That  when,  on  the  Qaeition  being  put*  a 
Division  is  called  for,  the  Lord  on  the  Woolsaok  or 
in  the  Chair  shall  order  Strangers  to  withdraw, 
and  thereupon  the  House  and  the  Side  Lobbies 
shall  be  cleared  of  Strangers,  but  not  the  Galleries 
and  the  Space  within  the  Kails  of  the  Throne, 
unless  the  House  shall  so  order : 

*^  That  as  soon  as  the  Order  has  been  giyen  for 
Strangers  to  withdraw,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
shall  turn  a  Two  Minute  Sand  Glass,  to  be  kept 
on  the  Table  for  that  Purpose ;  and  the  Doors 
thaU  be  locked  after  the  Lapse  of  Two  Minutes, 

Lord  Souffhton 


as  indicated  by  the  Sand  Glass,  and  the  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  or  in  the  Ohair  shall  then  again 
put  the  Question: 

"  That  the  Contents  shall  go  forth  through  tke 
Door  on  the  Rig^t  Side  of  the  House  near  the 
Throne  which  leads  to  the  Bight  Lobby,  and 
shaU  proceed  through  Uie  Right  Lobbj  and  re- 
enter the  House  through  the  Door  on  the  Right 
of  the  Bar ;  and  the  Not-Contents  shall  go  forth 
through  the  Door  on  the  Left  of  the  Bar  which 
leads  to  the  Left  Lobbj,  and  shaU  proceed  through 
the  Left  Lobby  and  re-enter  the  House  through 
the  Door  on  the  Left  Side  of  the  House  near  the 
Throne  :  ,    ^  »_^ 

**  That  any  Lord  may,  on  the  ground  of  Intr- 
mity,  by  Permission  of  the  House,  have  the  prifi- 
lege  of  being  told  in  his  Seat ;  and  that  the  Votm 
of  such  Lords  and  of  the  Lord  on  the  Woobsok 
or  in  the  Chair  be  taken  first : 

"  That  Two  or  more  Tellers  be  appointed  fer 
each  Diyision  without  respect  to  tbisir  Degne ; 
and  that  Two  Clerks  be  in  attendance  at  ea^ 
Division  to  take  down  or  mark  the  Namea  of  the 
Contents  and  Not-Contents  respectively ;  and  that 
such  Clerks  be  stationed  in  the  respective  Lobbies 
as  near  as  conveniently  may  be  to  the  Doors 
through  which  the  Contents  and  Not-Conteato 
re-enter  the  House : 

"  That  if  any  Lord  shall  have  by  Mistake  gone 
out  with  the  Contents  or  Not-Contente  (as  the 
Case  may  be),  having  intended  to  vote  on  the 
other  Side,  ho  shall  wait  until  the  other  Lords  in 
the  same  Lobby  shaU  have  passed  out,  and  oa 
presenting  himself  to  the  Tellers  desire  tbaths 
may  not  be  counted  by  them,  he  having  entered 
that  Lobby  by  misUke;  and  the  Tellers  diall 
thereupon  come  with  such  Lord  to  the  Table  and 
inform  the  House  of  the  Circumstance,  and  shall 
ask  the  said  Lord  whether  he  was  in  the  Hoots 
when  the  Question  was  put,  and  if  he  shaU  refiy 
in  the  Affirmative,  whether  he  desirea  to  vote 
Content  or  Not-Content  on  such  Question,  and  the 
Vote  of  the  said  Lord  as  then  declared  by  him 
shall  be  taken  by  the  Tellers  in  the  House,  aad 
recorded  by  them  accordingly : 

«  That  when  Proxies  shall  be  called,  the  Naaass 
of  the  Lords  Content  and  Not- Content  who  vote 
by  Proxy  shall  be  respectively  taken  down  and 
marked  by  the  Clerks  at  the  Table  : 

<*  That  the  Tellers  shall  count  the  Votes,  a^ 
announce  the  Numbers  to  the  Lord  on  the  Wool* 
sack  or  in  the  Chair  ;  and  the  Doors  shall  remata 
locked  until  the  Numbers  are  declared : 

**  That  Lists  of  the  Lords  present  and  voting 
shall  be  ft*amed,  in  which  the  Names  shall  be  in- 
serted in  Alphabetical  Order,  and  simibur  Liats  of 
the  Lords  who  have  voted  by  Proxy;  and  nch 
Lists  shall  be  appended  to  the  Minutes  of  the 
Day: 

**  That  in  such  Lists  the  Names  of  the  Lotdi 
shall  be  inserted  according  to  the  Titles  by  which 
they  sit  in  Parliament;  hut  in  Cases  in  which  asy 
have  higher  or  more  ancient  Titles  or  Dignities 
the  higher  or  more  ancient  Title  or  Dignity  shall 
be  added  in  brackets : 

"That  each  Division,  and  the  Number  and 
Names  of  the  Lords  voting  thereon,  be  also  in- 
serted in  the  Journals,  the  Names  of  the  Lonis 
being  pUced  in  the  Order  in  which  they  stand  ia 
the  Roll,  the  Proxies  being  recorded  in  a  separate 
List: 


The  same  was  agreed  to. 
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Ordered,  That  the  said  BesolntionB  be 
declared  BtandlDg  Orders,  and  that  they 
be  entered  on  the  Boll  of  Standing  Orders 
of  this  House. 


THE  CHAIRMAN  OF    THE    FISHERIRS' 
COMMISSIONERS.— QUESTION. 

Thb  MABaxjBss  OF  CLANBICAEDE 
asked  Her  Migesty's  MinisterSi  Whether 
the  Chairman  of  the  Fisheries  Oommis- 
sioD,  appointed  under  the  Act  26  &  27 
Vict.  c.  114,  is  a  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Commons  ?  And,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  wiU  consent  to  the  Appointment 
of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
Working  and  the  fiesults  of  the  ahove- 
mentioned  Act  ?  The  Act  which  was  now 
before  the  other  House  for  amending  the 
Salmon  Fisheries'  Act,  professed  to  follow 
the  Act  which  had  worked  so  well  in 
Ireland.  Now,  the  English  Bill  provided 
a  form  of  appeal  which  was  quite  different 
from  that  provided  hy  the  Irish  Act;  and, 
in  fact,  it  appeared  to  he  drawn  up  with- 
out the  slight;«st  consultation  hetween  the 
parties.  The  Act  was  so  hadly  drawn 
that  when  it  expired,  as  it  must  do  at  the 
end  of  next  Session,  eyery  owner  with  a 
good  title,  whose  weir  had  heen  pulled 
down,  might  set  it  up  again,  and  the  trial 
woold  h^in  again.  This,  however,  was 
not  a  matter  of  right  or  title,  it  was  a 
matter  of  practice  and  procedure,  and  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  consider  the 
case  with  a  view  to  appply  a  remedy. 

Earl  6EANYILLE  said,  that  in  an- 
swer to  the  first  Question  of  the  noble 
Marqaess  he  had  to  state  that  Mr.  Eden 
was  a  clerk  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  was  appointed  clerk  to  the  Com^ 
mittee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
fishery  laws;  and  the  Chairman  of  the 
^^mmittee,  who  previously  had  not  known 
Hr.  Eden,  recommended  him  to  the  Go- 
vernment as  the  fittest  person  to  pre- 
side over  the  Commission.  It  was  a 
temporary  appointment,  which  could  not 
endure  for  more  than  two  or  three  years, 
and  Sir  Denis  Le  Marchant  had  con- 
sented to  allow  Mr.  Eden's  name  to  re- 
main upon  the  list  of  clerks  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  he  receiving  no  pay,  and 
it  being  understood  that  he  was  not  to 
re-enter  upon  those  duties  unless  there 
should  be  a  yacanoy.  With  respect  to 
the  capabilities  of  Mr.  Eden,  from  the 
information  he  had  received  firom  the 
Insh  Office  and  irom  the  Home  Office, 
it  was  their  opinion  that  a  fitter  person 


could  not  haye  been  appointed  than 
this  gentleman ;  and  a  high  legal  autho« 
rity  who  had  been  consulted,  in  conse- 
quence of  a  difference  which  arose  be- 
tween Mr.  Eden  and  one  of  the  legal 
members  of  the  Commission,  was  sur- 
prised at  the  iust  and  admirable  manner 
in  which  he  had  decided  most  difficult 
and  intricate  cases.  With  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Commissioners  had 
discharged  their  duty,  he  might  mention 
that  there  were  only  forty-four  appeals 
from  their  decisions  out  of  an  innumerable 
list  of  cases  determined  ,*  that  fourteen  of 
these  were  heard ;  that  only  one  was  de- 
cided against  the  Commissioners,  and  then 
only  upon  a  technical  point,  and  that  the 
other  Uiirteen  were  given  entirely  in  their 
fayour.  A  very  large  number  of  the 
other  appeals  were  withdrawn  in  con- 
sequence of  some  of  these  decisions; 
and,  as  far  as  he  could  ascertain,  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  by  the  Commis- 
sioners was  irreproachable.  The  Com- 
mission would  expire  in  another  year, 
and  he  was  sure  their  Lordships  would 
agree  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
appoint  a  Committee  to  conduct  an  in- 
quiry which  would  involve  legal  points, 
or  matters  in  course  of  being  determined 
by  the  Commissioners.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess had  asked  whether  the  Government 
would  consent  to  a  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
but  the  noble  Marquess  had  given  reasons 
why  such  consent  should  not  be  given.  As 
to  legal  difficulties  which  had  arisen,  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  their  Lordships 
would  interfere  with  matters  that  were 
before  the  legal  tribunals.  He  was  in- 
formed that  there  had  been  forty-four 
appeals,  of  which  fourteen  had  been  de- 
cided, one  only  against  the  Commis- 
sioners, and  that  upon  a  technical  point. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUGHMORE  said, 
that  there  were  several  yague  charges 
against  the  Commissioners,  but  in  spite  of 
the  assertions  of  the  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde),  and  of  certain 
violent  articles  which  had  been  published, 
he  thought  that  their  Lordships  would  be 
of  opinion  that  these  gentlemen  had  per- 
formed their  duty.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Donoughmore)  was  much  interested  in 
one  river,  and  could  say  that  the  public 
feeling  in  that  part  of  the  country  was 
stron^y  in  favour  of  the  Commissioners. 
Certain  persons  had  taken  possession  of 
public  rights  of  considerable  value,  and 
under  the  Act  of  1863  they  had  been 
compelled  by  the  Commissioners  to  give 
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them  up;  these  persons  were,  no  doubt, 
much  dissatisfied  at  being  obliged  to  sur- 
render up  what  they  had,  in  fact,  got  by 
usurping  the  public  rights.  The  fact, 
however,  was,  that  the  Act,  and  the  way 
in  which  it  had  been  carried  out,  had  con- 
ferred an  inestimable  benefit  upon  Ireland, 
and  had  furnished  employment  for  a  great 
many  fishermen  who  had  been  preyiously 
starving. 

UNION  CHARGEABIUTT  BILL. 
(No.   122.)      OOMMITTBE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  read. 

Moved,  That  the  House  do  now  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill. 
^{The  Lord  Prmdmt.) 

Thb  Mahquess  op  bath  observed,  that 
in  the  fe^a  of  the  division  which  took 
place  on  a  ^previous  evening,  and  of  the 
statement  that  the  introduction  of  any 
Amendments  made  in  the  Bill  would  be  a 
virtual  rejection  of  the  measure,  he  felt  that 
it  would  be  useless  for  him  to  move  any 
Amendment  in  Committee.  He  wished, 
however,  to  offer  a  few  observations  to 
their  Lordships  upon  the  matter.  As  to 
the  argument  that  the  labouring  classes 
suffered  under  the  present  law  and  would 
be  much  benefited  by  the  proposed  changes, 
he  would  say  a  few  words.  The  Bill 
contemplated  two  distinct  objects — the 
modification  of  the  law  of  settlement  and 
the  extension  of  the  area  of  rating.  The 
alteration  in  the  law  of  settlement  pro- 
posed was  an  extension  of  irremovability 
to  cases  of  residence  for  one  instead  of 
for  three  years,  the  period  at  present  re- 
quired. The  law  of  settlement,  or  rather 
the  removals  consequent  upon  it,  were  a 
great  hardship  upon  the  poor,  and  for 
his  part  he  should  be  glad  to  have 
seen  the  Bill  go  a  great  deal  farther 
in  reference  to  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject. There  was  no  argument  for  the 
change  proposed  which  did  not  apply 
equally  to  the  total  abolition  of  the  law 
of  settlement,  and  his  objection  to  this 
pait  of  the  Bill  was  that  while  the  mea- 
sure was  an  improvement  upon  the  pre- 
sent law,  it  was  a  measure  which,  so 
far  from  aiding,  would  only  tend  to  re- 
tard the  progress  of  legislation  towards 
the  total  abolition  of  the  law  of  settle- 
ment.  After  this  Bill  the  hardship  of 
removals  would  remain,  although  the 
number  of  them  might  be  diminished. 
The  Earl  of  Domughmore 


Let  them  look  who  were  the  parties  in- 
terested in  the  maintenance  of  the  law 
of  settlement.  The  abolition  of  the  law 
would  throw  a  considerable  charge  upon 
the  town  parishes ;  and,  therefore,  it  wag 
tl^at  Parliament  had  ,made  a  compromise 
with  the  town  parishes  by  saying,  "¥e 
burden  you  with  a  modification  of  ^e  law 
of  settlement,  but  we  relieve  you  by  throw* 
ing  the  country  parishes  into  the  area  of 
your  rating."  The  representatives  of  towns 
had  great  power  in  the  House  of  GommoDg, 
and  his  own  impression  was  that  this  mea- 
sure would  very  much  impede  instead  of 
promoting  legislation  for  the  total  aboli- 
tion of  the  law  of  settlement.  Now,  as 
to  the  advantage  to  the  labourer.  It  was 
said  that  the  present  limited  area  of  rating 
was  an  encouragement  to  landlords  to  de- 
molish cottages,  or,  at  all  events,  not  to 
build  them.  There  was  nothing  to  sup- 
port the  truth  of  this  statement  except 
the  statistics  of  Mr.  Simon  and  the  state- 
ment of  Dr.  Hunter;  but  he  contend^ 
that  the  statements  made  did  not  support 
the  conclusions  to  which  he  had  referred. 
He  denied,  however,  that  any  demolition 
of  houses  had  been  going  on  of  late  years, 
although  houses  might,  of  course,  have 
been  demolished  in  exceptional  cases  for 
the  purposes  of  property.  The  EeturDs 
which  had  been  made  in  the  case  of  the 
parishes  in  which  this  demolitioii  was 
alleged  to  have  occurred  showed  that  out 
of  821  parishes  selected  as  exemplifyiog 
this  demolition  nothing  of  the  kind  could, 
between  1851  and  1861,  be  shown  in 
290  instances.  From  1841  to  1861  the 
number  of  houses  in  419  of  those  paiishes 
had  either  increased  or  remained  station- 
ary, and  on  going  back  another  ten  years 
the  total  number  of  houses  in  the  821 
parishes  exhibited  a  decided  increase.  The 
obstacle  to  the  increase  of  houses  was, 
however,  due  not  to  the  action  of  the  Poor 
Law,  but  to  the  expenditure  which  was 
necessary  for  their  erection.  The  cost  of 
a  cottage  might  be  put  down  at  £125» 
though  he  himself  had  always  found  them 
to  exceed  that  sum,  and  the  value  of  th^ 
land  upon  which  it  was  erected  at  £2o. 
Now,  in  the  agricultural  districts  of  ^* 
land,  no  higher  rent  could  be  demanded 
than  U.  ^d.  a  week,  or  £3  18«.  a  year-- 
about  half  the  ordinary  interest  on  tte 
outlay,  and  making  no  allowance  ftff 
what' would  have  to  be  eipended  ib  re- 
pairs and  other  matters.  Cottage  buildii^j 
therefore,  did  not,  and  could  not  pay,  a»^ 
as  long  as  this  was  the  case  no  altcwtiofl 
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in  the  Poor  Law  would  lead  to  an  increase 
of  oottage  building.    Kow,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  meaeure  upon  the  labour- 
ing classeB  ?    He  maintained  that  the  land 
did  not  naturally  find  employment  for  the 
people  for  more  than  eight  or  nine  months 
in  ^e  year,  and  that  during  the  remain* 
iog  months  the  labourer  was  employed  by 
the  farmer  comparatiyely  at  a  loss,  though 
that  loss  was  not  so  great  as  it  would  be 
if  the  man  were  thrown  upon  the  rates. 
The  weak,  the  old,  the  infirm,  for  whom 
laboar  was   found   by  the  fetrmers  now, 
would  be  forced,  if  this  Bill  were  passed, 
into  the  union  workhouse.   Farmers  could 
not  pay  the  rates  twice  over.   They  could 
not  pay  for  the  unnecessary  labour  as  well 
as  the  rates  in  the  towns.  A  great  deal  was 
said  of  tills  being  a  landowner's  question. 
As  far  as  he  could  gather  he  did  not  be- 
lieve the  landowners  generally  would  be 
injured  by  the  Bill.     In  his  own  case  he 
would  be  a  large  gainer.     The  landowners 
would  sufibr  only  in  special  cases — ^in  the 
thinly-inhabited    rich   grazing    counties. 
He  did  not  think  farmers  generally  would 
mffer.     It   was  the  people  that  would 
Buffer;  and  he  did  not  see  what  could  be 
done  to  help  them,  unless  they  made 
some  large  change  in  the  law  regarding 
the  administration  of  relief  to  the  poor  in 
the  rural  difitricts,  in  whose  behalf  alone 
he  had  taken  the  liberty  of  addressing 
these  observations  to  their  Lordships. 

LoKD  KINGSDOWN  said,  he  could  not 
p^it  this  Bill  to  go  into  Committee 
without  shortly  expressing  the  grounds  of 
the  objections  he  entertained  to  it.  He 
objected  to  it  both  on  the  ground  of  jus- 
tice and  policy.  It  was  fhtught  with 
injustice  in  this  respect — ^that  it  threw 
upon  one  class  the  burdens  which  at  pre- 
sent properly  belonged  to,  and  by  law  was 
imposed  on,  another.  He  objected  to  it 
on  the  ground  of  policy,  because  it  sapped 
the  very  foundation  of  that  principle  to 
which  he  believed  they  were  indebted  for 
tile  admirable  effects  of  the  new  Poor  Law 
— iuunely,  the  vigilant  superintendence  of 
parochial  relief  by  the  guardiims  of  each 
parish.  Unions  had  been  formed  almost 
universally  on  this  principle — ^there  was  a 
country  town  with  probably  a  large  popu- 
lation ;  that  was  made  the  centre  of  the 
Union,  and  the  agricultural  villages 
around  were  added  to  it.  He  might  men- 
ti<m  the  parish  of  Sittingboume,  with 
which  he  was  himself  connected.  In  ad- 
dition to  the  ordinary  population  of  the 
town,  there  was  a  numerous  body  of 
VOL.  CLXXX    [third  sewbs.] 


labourers  who  were  engaged  in  eztensiye 
brickfields  in  the  neighbourhood.  A  vast 
number  of  cottages  were  run  up,  over 
which  that  population  was  distributed. 
These  men  earned  extremely  high  wages 
during  the  summer  months — perhaps  30«. 
a  week ;  but  in  the  winter  their  work  waf 
stopped  and  they  were  thrown  on  the 
parish.  By  this  Bill  they  proposed  to 
make  the  agricultural  parishes,  which  had 
no  connection  with  the  town,  and  derived 
no  benefit  from  the  population,  contribute 
to  the  rates  by  which  that  population  was 
to  be  maintamed.  Besides,  a  tradesman 
was  not  rated  for  his  capital,  stock  in 
trade,  or  profits ;  but  landowners  or  land- 
holders were  called  on  to  pay  on  their 
stock-in-trade,  capital,  and  farm  stock — 
rated  to  the  full  extent.  Kot  only  did 
they  pay  for  the  maintenance  of  a  popula- 
tion to  which  really  they  ought  not  to 
contribute,  but  in  a  greaUy  increased 
ratio-— more  than  they  ought  to  be  charged. 
Could  anything  be  more  unjust  than  this  ? 
The  injustice  of  the  Bill  was  perfectly  mon- 
strous. What  reason  had  been  assigned  for 
this  alteration  of  the  law  ?  The  reason 
assigned  for  it  had  entirely  failed.  The 
demand  for  labour  was  great.  Instead  of 
cottages  being  pulled  down,  cottages  were 
rising  on  all  sides,  partly  because  farmers 
required  them  and  partly  because  land- 
owners wished  to  see  their  labourers  pro- 
perly housed  on  their  estates.  The  reform 
which  had  been  effected  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law  was  greatly  due 
to  the  fact  that  the  Guardians  from  the 
different  parishes  who  made  a  point  of 
attending,  and  who  had  an  interest  in 
seeing  that  none  but  proper  objects  re- 
ceived relief,  had  performed  their  duty 
with  the  greatest  fidelity.  At  present  it 
was  the  interest,  as  well  as  the  duty,  of  the 
landlords  of  each  parish  to  take  care  of 
their  labourers,  and  prevent  them  £rom 
being  thrown  on  the  rates ;  but  the  case 
would  be  altered  by  the  operation  of  that 
measure,  and  its  effect  would  be  to  charge 
those  parishes  which  did  their  duty  in 
that  respect  with  burdens  caused  hj  the 
neglect  or  misconduct  of  other  parishes. 
Some  years  ago  the  population  of  a  parish 
in  Kent  being  very  redundant,  a  large 
sum  was  rais^  in  it  to  aid  the  unem- 
ployed in  emigrating,  and  by  that  means 
its  surplus  population  was  leduoed.  But 
by  this  Bill  that  parish  would  have  thrown 
upon  it  the  charge  of  maintaining  a  town 
population  with  which  it  had  no  connec- 
tion, and  also  the  poor  belonging  to  pa- 
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rifihes  which  had  inonnred  no  snoh  expense 
for  emigration.  He  oonld  not  but  think 
the  measure  was  most  objeetionable  both 
on  grounds  of  justice  and  of  policy.  With 
respect  to  any  Amendments  which  might 
be  introduced  into  it  in  their  Lordships' 
House,  he  was  not  in  the  least  apprehen- 
sive that,  if  they  were  carried,  there  would 
be  any  difficulty  raised  on  that  account 
by  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  ground 
of  priyilege.  He  could  not  suppose  that 
the  other  House  would  strain  the  doctrine 
of  its  privilege  in  respect  to  matters  of 
revenue  to  an  extent  to  which  common 
sense  showed  that  it  could  not  reasonably 
be  carried ;  but  if  that  course  should  be 
taken  the  result  would  be  that  they  would 
gain  a  respite  from  this  measure  for  an- 
other year. 

Lord  LTVEDEN  said,  he  could  not 
think  it  desirable  that  that  Bill  should  be 
postponed  for  another  year.  The  question 
with  which  it  dealt  had  been  constantly 
inquired  into  for  the  last  thirty  years,  the 
arguments  on  both  sides  were  thoroughly 
exhausted,  and  he  could  see  no  possible 
advantage  in  any  further  delay.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  bring  about  a  change, 
which  ail  authorities  had  held  would  be 
most  beneficial  to  the  labourer — namely, 
to  give  him  a  wider  range  and  a  freer 
scope  for  making  the  most  of  his  industry. 
The  opinion  of  Uie  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  had  just  spoken  was  no  doubt  de- 
serving of  respect ;  but  it  was  directly  at 
variance  with  all  the  Eeports  of  Commis- 
sioners and  Committees,  and  with  the 
views  of  all  who  had  devoted  the  closest 
attention  to  this  subject  for  many  years 
past.  Sir  James  Graham  —  no  mean  au- 
thority— said  the  parochial  system  favoured 
the  idle  and  profligate,  and  discouraged 
the  industrious,  skilAil,  and  well-conducted 
labourer  —  it  protected  the  former  class 
from  competition,  and  placed  fetters  upon 
the  latter.  The  noble  Marquess  opposite 
(the  Marquess  of  Bath)  seemed  to  doubt 
whether  the  feeble  and  the  aged  poor 
would  be  cared  for  in  their  own  parishes 
under  the  proposed  system  as  much  as 
was  the  case  at  present ;  but,  in  the  Dock- 
ing district,  where  union  chargeabiHty  had 
been  voluntarily  adopted,  no  such  result 
as  the  noble  Marquess  apprehended  had 
been  produced.  It  had  been  objected  to 
this  Bill  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough ; 
and  he  quite  agreed  in  that  opinion. 
If  the  Git}vemment  remained  in  office 
they  must  look  forward  to  an  altera- 
tiott  of  the  law  of  settlement  which,  in 
Lard  Kingadown 


the  last  century,  Adam  Bmifh  deemed 
to  be  the  greatest  infringement  of  pe^ 
sonal  liberty,  expressing  at  the  sane 
time  his  wonder  that  the  people  of  tfaii 
country  had  not  revolted  against  it  l<Hig 
ago.  Of  all  evils  inflicted  on  the  paoper 
that  of  removal  was  the  severest ;  and  if 
by  this  Bill  they  unfettered  labonr,  be 
hoped  they  would  soon  have  another  mea* 
sure  abolishing  the  principle  of  settlement 
throughout  the  whole  kingdom.  They 
had  obtained  freedom  of  trade,  and  he 
thought  now  they  should  obtain  freedom 
of  labour.  He  did  not  diink  it  advisable 
that  the  adoption  of  the  Bill  shonld  be  de- 
layed any  longer,  and,  indeed,  he  beliered 
that  the  sense  of  the  country  could  moie 
faithfully  be  taken  upon  it  in  the  hst 
Session  of  the  expiring  Parliament  to 
in  the  first  Session  of  its  successor. 

The  DxncE  of  CLEVELAND,  in  sup- 
porting the  Bill,  said,  he  had  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  which  had  sat  so  long  to  eon- 
sider  this  subject,  and  which  was  composed 
of  men  perfectly  conversant  with  the  ques- 
tion, and  who  were  almost  unanimonslyof 
opinion  that  in  time  a  union  settlemoit, 
or  even  a  measure  of  a  more  exteattTe 
character,  would  have  to  be  adopted.  IHie 
general  tendency  of  recent  legislation  had 
been  to  reduce  the  period  of  residence  in 
a  parish  necessary  to  create  a  settlemeot, 
and  he  could  see  no  reason,  after  that 
period  had  been  reduced  from  five  to  three 
years,  why  it  should  not  be  still  ftw^ 
reduced  to  one  year.  The  time  bad  oome 
when  this  advance  should  be  made,  aad 
although  he  foresaw  that  great  b^ts 
would  result  from  this  measure,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  evils  which,  some  noUe 
Lords  seemed  to  apprehend  would  not  be 
realized.  In  reference  to  some  obeem* 
tions  which  had  been  made  during  the 
diaeussioD,  he  might  say  that  althou^ 
the  poor  might  be  well  treated  under  Ihe 
present  system  in  certain  parishes,  they 
were  not  taken  proper  care  of  in  other 
parishes.  He  could  not  regard  this  ques- 
tion as  one  between  the  towns  and  tiie 
country  as  it  was  one  involving  the  gene- 
ral welfare  of  the  poor  throughout  Ihe 
kingdom.  There  had,  no  doubt,  been  great 
complaints  of  close  parishes,  and  that  eot- 
tagee  had  been  tdcen  down  to  get  lid  of 
the  poor ;  but  his  own  conviction  was  tot 
in  the  present  day  there  was  no  newfbuu- 
dation  foi*  such  charges.  The  oonfition 
of  the  poor  had  much  improved  dur^ 
tile  last  few  jrears,  owing  to  the  increased 
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demand  for  labour  and  to  the  large  addi- 
tional amonnt  of  cottage  aocommodation 
afforded  them  all  over  the  country,  new 
cottages  having  been  built,  some  tiirough 
self-interest  and  some  through  philan- 
thropy. There  was  a  great  change  in  the 
condition  of  the  labourer  compared  with 
the  times  in  which  the  new  poof  law  was 
passed;  and  there  was  now  a  great  de- 
mand for  labour  everywhere,  which  made 
it  desirable  that  the  labourer  should  be 
enabled  to  carry  his  labour  to  the  best 
m«rket.  He  did  not  think  there  was  any 
serious  intention  on  the  part  of  their  Lord- 
ships of  opposing  the  Bill|  to  which  he 
gave  his  hearty  support. 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  he  had  presented 
two  Petitions  from  Boaids  of  Guardians — 
one  for  and  the  other  against  this  Bill, 
but  had  been  reported  to  have  presented 
two  Petitions  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  The 
Guardians  of  the  Bakewell  Union,  know- 
ing that  he  wished  it  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  yet  intrusted  him  with 
their  Petition  at  rather  a  small  meeting, 
and  the  majority  of  the  Ghiardians  had 
widied  to  convene  a  meeting  afterwards 
to  oppose  the  Bill;  but,  seeing  the  great 
majority  in  their  Lordships'  House  for  the 
second  reading,  bad  abandoned  their  in- 
tention«  He  feared,  with  the  Guardians 
of  the  Belper  Union,  that  decayed  towns 
would  be  supported  by  the  agricultural 
districts,  and  that  the  Bill  vent  too  fast 
towards  a  general  rating,  as  no  preparation 
had  been  made  for  equalizing  the  rate. 

Motion  (Ujirded  to  ;  House  in  Committee 
accordingly;  Amendments  made:  The 
Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Monday 
next;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(So.  171.) 


COURTS  OP  JUSTITJE    CONCENTRATION 

(SITE)  BILL— (No.  141.) 

COHMONS  AMEin>MBNT  CONSIDERED. 

Commons  Amendment  to  Lords  Amend- 
ment eamider^d, 

Tem  lord  chancellor  said,  that 
on  the  third  reading  of  this  BiH,  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Kedesdale)  moved  an 
Amendment,  whiob  their  Lordships  passed, 
to  the  offset  that  no  steps  should  be  taken 
to  secure  property,  and  that  no  contract 
•hoold  be  entered  into  for  the  erection  of 
the  pvoposed  Pataee  of  Justice,  until  the 
plane  and  estimates  had  been  submitted 
•e  aad  sanotloned  by  Parliament.  The 
ConMoeiM  l^ad  eensented  to  an  alteration 
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in  liie  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  that  re- 
spect so  far  as  that  proeeedtng  should  be 
stayed  nntil  a  certificate  had  been  reoeif  ed 
by  the  Treasury  signed  by  all  the  Oom- 
missiooers,  which  he  thought  would  meet 
the  views  of  the  noble  Lord  on  their  Lord* 
ships'  Amendment.  He  meted,  therefore » 
that  the  Commons'  Amendment  be  a  gree 
to. 

Lord  REDBSDALE  said,  that  what 
the  Commons  had  consented  to  was  a  com- 
plete admission  that  the  matter  required 
serious  in? estig^tion,  and  he  had  full  eon- 
fidenee  that  tlie  Commission  would  do  its 
duty  in  that  respect.  He  had  had  since 
the  Bill  was  before  their  Lordships  some 
communication  with  the  Ineorporsted  Law 
Society,  and  he  was  sorry  to  find,  from 
their  f  lews  on  the  subject,  that  the  country 
would  probably  be  subjeeted  to  a  very 
much  larger  expense  than  the  sum  which 
had  been  named,  if  it  were  desired  to  have 
anything  which  would  be  worthy  of  the 
name  of  "a  Palace  of  Justice."  They 
told  him  that  the  estimates  were  made  for 
the  plainest  possible  building,  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  toke  the  suitors'  money 
for  omsment,  and  that  if  the  oonntiy 
wanted  that  sort  of  thing  the  moaej  for  it 
must  be  sought  elsewhere;  and  that,  as  to 
the  approaches,  they  had  nothing  to  do 
with  them,  as  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  would  see  to  them.  He  (Lord 
Redesdale)  was  conYinced  that  the  esti- 
mates were  insuflScient,  and  he  thought  it 
right  that  the  public  should  know  what  it 
had  to  expect.  There  was,  however*  one 
thing  to  be  said— a  good  Baker  Street 
ele? ation  would  be  quite  sufficient  for  Bell 
Yard  and  Carey  Street;  and  as  to  the 
Strand,  the  best  thing  to  do  there  would 
be  to  erect  a  row  of  shops,  and  put  the 
building  behind  it  in  order  to  secure  some* 
what  more  quietude  for  the  business  of  the 
Courts. 

Lord  DENMAN  was  very  sorry  that 
the  diffidence  of  the  noble  Baron,  pre- 
Yented  his  retaining  his  Amendment,  for  a 
more  extravagant,  speculative,  and  ab- 
surd plan  had  never  been  heard  of;  and 
as  for  its  architectual  pretentions,  it  was 
impossible  to  make  it  anything  better  than 
a  oad  imitation  of  the  Four  Courts  at 
Dublin.  The  Bill  was  chiefly  intended  to 
enable  barristers  to  hold  briefs  in  all  the 
courts  at  onee,  and  in  Westminster  the 
present  buildings,  with  a  few  additions, 
were  good  enough,  if  short  causes  only 
were  tried  in  term,  and  long  causes  after 
term.  He  (Lord  Denman)  had  for  eighteen 
N  2 
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yean  attended  in  the  oourto,  and  had  done 
his  best  for  the  welfare  of  suitorst  solioitors. 
and  all  engaged  in  the  administration  of 
lustice,  and  had  been  badly  paid  for  it,  but 
he  staked  his  reputation  on  the  faet  that 
these  oonrts  were  nnneoessary.  The  ap- 
proach to  the  Carey  Street  site  would  be 
wretched  for  those  who  wished  difer^ 
tramire  forum  papulumq,  whilst  the  with- 
drawing the  sittings  from  Guildhall  would 
be  most  inconrenient  to  suitors,  to  jurors, 
to  witnesses,  and  would  proTent  merchants 
from  easily  sending  for  documents  to  their 
counting  houses,  and  from  being  permitted 
to  receire  and  answer  any  important  note 
as  to  business  in  the  jury  box,  which  was 
often  done  by  the  permission  of  the  Judge. 
He  wished  their  Lordships  would  at  once 
reject  these  Bills,  and  then  New  Boswell 
Court  could  be  occupied,  and  lodgers  re- 
turn to  those  houses  which  were  now  de- 
serted. He  regretted  being  opposed  to 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  giving  offence 
by  his  opinion  on  this  subject,  but  he  was 
sure  their  Lordships  would  one  day  regret 
having  ever  authorised  the  dust  of  demo- 
lition, and  if  these  were  the  last  words  he 
had  to  speak  he  should  utter  them  in  de- 
precation of  this  Bill. 
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Motion  (kfreed  to. 

COURTS  OF  JUSTICE   BUILDING  BILL. 
(no.  23.)    C(»OI0NS  REASONS  COMSIDERBD. 

Commons  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to 
Lords  Amendment  considered, 

ThbLORD  CHANCELLOR  said,  their 
Lordships  had  struck  out  the  27th  clause 
of  this  Bill,  and  the  Commons  had  re- 
inserted it,  as  the  effect  of  striking  it  out 
was  the  taking  of  £200,000  from  the  Go- 
vernment without  any  return  for  it.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  moyed  that  their 
Lordships  do  not  insist  upon  their  Amend- 
ment. 

On  Question,  whether  to  insist?  JRe- 
iohed  in  the  Negative;  and  a  Message  sent 
to  the  Commons  to  acquaint  them  there- 
with. 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o'clock, 

till  Monday  next, 

Eieren  o'clock. 


Lord  Denman 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday f  June  16,  1S65. 

MINUTES.]— PnBuo  Bills  —  BeeoUOum  ts 
Committee  —  Navy  and  Anny  Expenditois 
(1863-4)* ;  Colonial  Docks  Loans  •  ;  Garriert 
Act  AnAndment.* 

Ordered — Ckdonial  Docks  Loans  * ;  Garri^v  kai 
Amendment*  ;  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance* ; 
Tamplke  Trusts  Arrangements.* 

Fint  Reading  —  Carriers  Act  Amendment  * 
[324] ;  Turnpike  Tmsts  Arrangement*  [235]; 
Colonial  Docks  Loans*  [336] ;  Turnpike  Aeto 
Continuance*  [33T1. 

Second  Reading  —  Fortifications  (Proyision  for 
Expenses)*  [316] ;  Harbours  Transfer  *  [316] ; 
Fahnouth  Borough.* 

CofNfftiMM  — Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amend- 
ment (re^comm.)  [18T);  Pier  and  fiarboar 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  3)  (r«-«wwfi.)*  [168]; 
Trusts  Administration  (^Scotland)  (re-eomm,)* 
[158];  Crown  Suits,  Ac.  (rtf-comm.)  *  [206]; 
Parsonages*  [305]  [Lordf]  ;  Pheasants (Ir^ 
land  *  [198]  ILords], 

Report — Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendmeai 
{re-eomm.)  [187];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  3)  *  (re-comm.)  [168]; 
Trusts  Administration  (Scotland)*  (re-eontm.) 
[158];  Crown  Suits,  Ac.*  {re-eemm.)  [306]; 
Parsonages*  [306]  [Lcrde];  Pheaaaato  (Ire* 
land)*ll98][Xofti#]. 

Considerea  <u  amended ^KingsUmu  Harbour* 

TfUrd  Reading^J^Kwy  and  Marines  (Property 
of  Deceased)*  [180]  ;  Nafal  and  Marine  (Pay 
and  Pensions)  *  [100] ;  Penaltiea  Law  Amend- 
ment [313]. 

Withdrawn^ AneBta  for  Debt  Abolition  (Ire- 
land)* [136]. 

SOUTH  KENSINGTON  NEW  ROAD  BILL. 
OOMHITTBE. 

Mr.  henry  SEYMOUR  mo?ed  that 
this  Bill  should  be  re-committed  to  the 
former  Committee,  and  that  they  should 
proceed  therewith  on  Monday  next.  The 
object  was  to  make  a  broad  road  in  the 
f  ioinity  of  Belgra? e  Square  and  the  Bromp- 
ton  Road,  near  the  South  Kensington  Mu- 
seum, the  length  beinff  about  half  a  mile, 
and  the  minimum  wid&  eighty  feet.  That 
would  require  about  eighteen  aores,  bol 
the  Commissioners  proposed  that  it  should 
be  150  feet  wide,  and  for  that  purpose 
thirty  aores  would  be  wanted.  The  Esti- 
mate for  the  road  simply  was  £220,000, 
but  the  capital  to  be  taken  for  the  whole 
of  the  improToments  was  £1,000,000  ster- 
Ibg,  with  debenture  power  beyond.  The 
accidents  which  occurred  at  the  time  of  the 
Oreat  Exhibition,  consequent  upon  the 
great  amount  of  traffic  through  the  preeent 
narrow  thoroughfares,  made  it  only  sur^ 
prising  that  the  road  had  not  been  earlier 
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made,  aad  there  was  no  doubt  from  the 
OTidence  taken  before  the  Committee  that 
die  traffic  aioee  that  time  rendered  the 
carrjing  out  of  the  improyementa  contem- 
plated Dj  the  Bill  a  levj  deairable  object. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  himself 
had  stated  that  sufficient  witnesses  had 
been  called  to  pro?e  the  desirability  of  the 
new  road.  With  regard  to  the  objection 
to  a  pn'yat^  company  carrying  out  the  im« 
proToment,  the  ratepayers  were  already 
snfficiently  taied,  the  Board  of  Works, 
whose  duty  it  was  to  carry  out  the  improye- 
ment,  had  not  the  means  of  doing  so,  and 
the  House  had  already  affirmed  the  prin- 
ciple of  empowering  priyate  persons  to  carry 
out  public  improyementSf  and  for  their 
owD  adyantage,  in  the  case  of  the  Hyde 
Park  Estate  Gate  Bill.  It  had  been  com- 
plained that  the  company  had  attempted 
to  obtain  too  much  land  for  the  object  pro- 
posed ;  but,  in  the  case  of  Victoria  Street, 
the  construction  of  which  was  undertaken 
by  a  priyate  company,  the  public  suffered 
and  the  company  became  bankrupt  entirely 
in  consequence  of  insufficient  land  being 
taken ;  and,  in  the  case  of  the  Thames 
Embankment,  the  Board  of  Works  were 
empowered  to  schedule  a  larger  quantity 
of  land  than  was  absolutely  required,  in 
order  that  they  might  recoup  themselyes 
for  the  outlay  •  But  the  Committee,  neyer- 
theless,  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
company  asked  for  more  land  than  was 
wanted  ;  and  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
quiring them  to  reconsider  that  decision 
that  he  brought  forward  the  present  Mo- 
tion. The  directors  of  the  company  for 
making  this  road  included  the  names  of 
Mr.  B.  Wortley,  M.P.,  Mr.  Warner,  M.P., 
Mr.  Knight  (of  the  firm  of  Smith,  Knight, 
and  Co.),  Mr.  Montague  Baillie,  and  Mr. 
Astley,  of  Baton  Pl^e,  and  the  security 
for  its  oompletion  comprised  the  Credit 
Foneier  and  Mobilier  of  England,  with  its 
•apital  of  £2,000,000,  and  Messrs.  Smith 
•nd  Knight,  with  a  paid-up  capital  of  the 
lame  amount.  The  yalue  of  the  property 
to  be  affected  was  £800,000,  and  the 
opponents  only  represented  property  to  the 
amount  of  £20,000.  The  opponents  were 
principally  shopkeepers  in  the  Brompton 
noad,  who  thought  that  the  sale  of  their 
goods  would  be  injured  by  people  leaying 
the  high  road,  and  going  by  the  wide 
street.  There  were  some  dwellings  of  the 
labouring  classes  which  wonld  be  displaced, 
bat  if  the  poor  desired  to  liye  in  the  midst 
of  the  rich  they  most  be  content  to  liye, 
M  in  Paris,  on  floors  of  tall  houses.    The 
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yestries  of  Chelsea  and  Kensington  sup* 
ported  the  measure,  ten  Members  of  Par« 
liament  had  signed  petitions  in  its  fayonr, 
and  he  belieyed  it  was  desired  by  the  in- 
habitants of  Belgrayia  generally. 

Mr.  n.  BAILLIE  seconded  the  Motion, 
and  said  this  was  one  of  those  improye- 
ments  which  was  originally  designed  by 
the  Prince  Consort,  and  if  the  Bill  were 
not  passed  this  Session,  it  must  ineyitablr 
be  carried  during  next  year.  Although 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  were  not  capital- 
ists they  were  supported  by  a  great  nnan- 
cial  company,  which  entered  into  agree- 
ment with  them  to  carry  out  the  measure 
in  the  eyent  of  the  Bill  passing.  A  clause 
might  be  inserted  in  the  Bill  compelling 
the  company  to  build  model  lodging-houses 
for  the  accommodation  of  those  whom  they 
turned  out  of  their  homes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  South  Kensington  New  Road 
Bdl  be  re-committed  to  the  former  Com- 
mittee, and  that  they  do  proceed  therewith 
upon  Monday  next." — {Mr,  Henry  Sey* 
mour.) 

Viscount  OALWAT  said,  he  must,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  oppose  the 
Motion.  It  was  unfair  that  when  a  Com- 
mittee unanimously  rejected  a  Bill  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  should  come  down  and 
seek  to  get  it  re-committed.  He  denied 
that  the  Committee  had  stopped  the  case. 
They  had  simply  intimated  that  witnesses 
should  not  be  called  to  proye  again  and 
again  the  same  point.  The  Committee  did 
not  think  that  sufficient  eyidence  bad  been 
adduced  to  Justify  the  interference  with 
property  which  wonld  be  inyolyed.  The 
Committee  objected  to  granting  forty-fiye 
acres  for  the  purpose  of  making  an  orna- 
mented street  which  only  required  fifteen 
acres.  This  Bill  was  one  of  the  weakest 
and  worst  supported  that  had  oyer  come 
under  his  notice.  In  the  case  of  the  Hyde 
Park  Estate  Oate  Bill,  that  came  from  the 
House  of  Lords  and  wns  sanctioned  by  the 
Committee.  The  Committee  were  the  best 
judges  of  the  expediency  of  passing  such 
a  Bill.  It  was  a  positiye  fact  that  the 
opponents  of  the  measure  could  not  find  out 
who  were  its  promoters.  The  total  capital 
of  the  company  was  to  be  £1,000,000,  and 
no  proof  had  been  adduced  that  they  would 
be  able  to  raise  that  snm.  The  proposal 
would  inyolye  the  remoyal  of  the  houses  of 
a  large  number  of  poor  people,  and  would 
inflict  upon  them  a  considerable  amonnt  of 
inconyenienoe  and  hardship.    Not  an  arohi- 
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ttet  WM  produced  to  spetk  of  the  mode 
rf  laying  down  the  propoeed  line.  Nor 
were  there  anj  witnetBes  to  prove  the 
snfficienej  of  the  estimatet.  Lord  Cado- 
gan,  the  chief  landowoer  in  the  neighbour- 
beod,  petitioned  against  the  Bill.  The 
honseholderty  who  held  leascA  of  from  fifteen 
to  Mztj  years,  had  spent  large  sums  in 
improfing  their  property,  fer  which,  if 
handed  over  to  the  tender  mercies  of  the 
Credit  Ponder,  they  would  have  no  pros- 
pect of  adequate  compensation.  He  voted 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  because 
it  had  come  from  the  Lords. 

Ma.  J.  PEEL  said,  that  though  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  he  felt  the  road 
would  be  a  great  public  oonvenienee,  there 
were  reasons  which  led  the  Committee  to 
a  strong  opinion  that  the  measure  ought 
not  to  be  sanctioned. 

CoLOKEL  Wl  LSON  PATTEN  said,  that 
it  was  at  all  times  undesirable,  except  in 
very  strong  cases,  to  encourage  appeals  -to 
the  House  from  the  decision  of  Committees, 
but  that  was  more  particularly  the  case  at 
a  late  period  of  the  Session,  with  respect 
to  a  Bill  which  was  strongly  opposed,  and 
when  the  Committee  was  nnanimovs. 

Mb.  SCOURFIELD  said,  he  should 
oppose  the  Motion,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  be  an  extremely  dangerous  pre- 
tedent  to  hand  over  private  property  to  a 
eompany  like  the  Credit  Foncier,  which 
bad  no  eonneetion  with  the  locality  to  which 
the  measure  related.  It  was  also  a  very 
objectionable  process,  and  one  calculated 
to  bring  discredit  upon  Parliament,  to  sane- 
tion  Bills  before  the  companies  were  formed. 
The  scheme  was  promoted  by  strangers 
who  had  no  claims  to  it.  If  such  applica- 
tions were  allowed,  no  man's  house  would 
be  his  castle  whenever  a  eompany  got  up 
a  little  capital  for  the  purpose  of  turning 
him  out. 

Mr.  HENRT  SEYMOUR  said,  that 
in  oonaequenee  of  the  late  period  of  the 
Session,  he  consented  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mtdrawn, 

SALMON  FISHERY  ACT  (1861)  AMEND- 
MENT  {re-commiUed)  BILL. 
[bill  187.]    ooiaoTTEi. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clauaea  1  to  26  were  agreed  to, 
Ctanse  27  (Enunseration  of  Powers  of 
Board  of  Conservators). 
VUoimnt  OaUway 


Ejlbl  PEROT  moved,  in  section  1,  line 
8,  after  **  appointed,"  to  add— 

««Provi4s4  alwmys,  that  nothiiig  bM^  e«. 
tained  thaU  prtreai  the  said  Board  of  Comhw 
vators  from  obtaining  tho  serrioM  of  idditiooil 
constables  under  the  Act  third  and  foarth  Victorii, 
chapter  eightj-eight,  section  nineteen,  for  tlM 
purpose  of  carrying  oat  the  provisions  of  thii 
Act ;  sucti  conslablM,  when  appelated,  to  hsfs  all 
tho  powers  and  priTileges  of  water  bailiffh  uA  U 
be  paid  for  their  serrioes  by  the  said  Board." 

Clause,  as  amended,  ayreed  to. 

Clause  28,  Clause  F  (Power  of  Conser* 
vators  as  to  Eel  Fisheries). 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCE  mofsd 
the  omission  of  the  Clause,  whieh  he  isid 
provided  tlutt  between  the  1st  of  Jsonaij 
and  the  1st  of  July  no  eels  were  to  be 
taken,  the  ground  being  that  the  boiei 
and  gratings  used  for  taking  them  wsre 
liable  te  catch  salmon.  Eels  were  a  nrj 
important  article  of  food  in  England  ;  and 
in  the  south  of  England  at  all  events  were 
best  in  the  spring  and  summer.  There  hid 
been  no  evidenoe  given  upon  this  sobjeel 
before  the  Committee,  and  therefore  he 
objected  to  their  legislating  upon  the  Dst- 
ter  at  present. 

Mb.  knight  said,  he  aeeonded  the 
Amendeient.  Nothing  was  more  destraetiie 
to  salmon  than  eels,  and  therefore  tlie 
more  eels  were  oaught  the  better  would  it 
be  for  the  preservation  of  the  saloion  is 
those  places. 

Mb.  BARINO  said,  he  was  williog,  if 
this  regulation  would  interfere  with  the 
eel  fisherj,  to  omit  the  olanse. 

Clause  iiruok  out. 

Clauses  29  to  31  were  agreed  to. 

Clause  32  (Order  for  Entry  of  Wst6^ 
Bailiff  on  Land). 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCE  ssid, 
he  moved  its  omission,  on  the  ground  tbst 
it  involved  a  proposition  contrary  to  tbt 
first  principles  of  English  law.  The  dsssi 
appeared  to  be  founded  upon  the  soppoei' 
tion  that  every  owner  of  a  salmon  fisbsry 
was  a  criminal,  for  it  gave  the  cone<»^ 
vator  or  water  bailiff  power,  after  nakisi 
oath  before  a  justice  of  the  peace  that  ss 
suspected  acta  in  contravention  of  tbt 
Fishery  Act,  to  enter,  go  over,  and  re* 
main  seven  days  upon,  a  gentleman's  Isad 
without  beins:  liable  to  a  charge  of  trespsai. 

Mb.  LONOFIELD  said,  he  hoped  tbst 
the  elause  would  be  retained,  as,  from  hii 
ezpeHence  of  the  Irish  Salmon  Fisheiy 
Act,  ho  believed  that  it  would  be  exeeed- 
ingly  useful  in  freventing  abnaoi  and  tkst 
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tke  power  it  conferred  wouM  not  be  likelj 
to  be  abased. 

ClaoBe  agreed  to, 

RemaiDinff  clauses  agreed  to,  with  the 
exception  or  Clauses  56  and  66,  which 
wore 


Mb.  T.  O.  baring  mofed  the  fol- 
lowiog  olaoae : — 

/Provisions  as  to  exportation  of  salmon.) 
"  All  salmon  intended  for  exportation  shall  be 
entered  for  that  purpose  with  the  proper  otBoer  of 
OnstMBS,  at  the  port  or  plaoe  of  intended  exporta- 
tion, before  shipment  thereof;  and  any  salmon 
shipped  or  exported,  or  brought  to  any  wharf, 
mmy,  or  other  plaoe  for  exportation,  contrary  to 
mis  seotioa,  shall  be  foribited,  and  the  person 
Bbippbgor  exporting  or  bringing  the  same  for 
exportation  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not  exoeed- 
isg  two  pounds  for  every  salmon  so  shipped  or 
exported  or  brought  for  exportation ;  and  any 
oflioer  of  the  Cuttoms  may,  between  the  third  day 
of  September  and  the  seeond  day  of  February, 
9fea  any  parcel  entered  or  intended  for  exporta- 
tion, or  brought  to  any  quay,  wharf,  or  other  place 
for  that  purpose,  and  suspected  by  him  to  contain 
fsimoD,  and  may  detain  any  salmon  found  in  such 
parcel  until  proof  is  given,  in  manner  provided  by 
law,  of  the  salmon  beiug  such  as  may  be  legally 
exported ;  and,  if  the  salmon  before  such  proof  is 
giTen  become  unfit  for  human  food,  the  officer  of 
Oostoms  may  destroy  the  same." 

House  retufMd, 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  he  consU 
dered  on  Tuesday  next,  and  to  be  printed 
fBm220.] 


OWNERLESS  DOGS.— (QUESTION. 

Mb.  DAWSON  DAMBR  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Seoretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  to  prevent 
accidents  from  ownerless  dogs  in  the  Me- 
tropolis and  its  environs  (four  persons 
having  been  jeaterday  bitten  hy  snch 
dogs),  he  doee  not  think  it  advisable  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  destruction  by  the 
police,  by  strychnine  or  other  means,  of 
an  dogt  going  about  without  ooUara  and 
the  addresses  of  their  owners  thereon  ? 

Sir  OBORGfi  GRET  said,  in  reply, 
that  by  the  Metropolitan  Polioe  Act  con- 
stables were  authorized  to  destroy  all  dogs 
that  were  auapected  to  be  in  a  rabid  state, 
and  the  owners  of  dogs  whieh  were  known 
to  be  dangeroua  were  liable  to  penalties 
for  allowing  them  to  be  at  large.  Whether 
any  other  measures  ought  to  be  adopted 
to  prevent  evil  arising  from  the  number  of 
dogs  in  the  streets  he  was  not  at  that  mo- 
ment prepared  to  say.  It  might  be  de- 
sirable that  dogs  at  large  in  the  streets 


should  wear  muizles,  whieh,  while  not  oon- 
fining  their  mouths  so  as  to  drive  them 
mad,  might  prevent  them  from  doing  any 
injury.  He  did  not  think  that  any  great 
security  would  be  giren  to  the  public  by 
merely  requiring  that  every  dog  should 
have  round  his  neck  a  oollar  bearing  the 
name  and  address  of  his  owner. 


ARMT— REGIMENTAL  PAYMASTERS . 
QTTBetlON. 

Mr.  SURTEES  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Under  Seoretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  intended  to  confer  the  rank 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  upon  Regimental 
Paymasters  of  twenty  years  service,  con- 
sidering that  by  the  promotion  of  Surgeons 
to  that  and  higher  ranks  since  the  year 
1S58  Paymasters  have  lost  that  position  of 
equality  with  the  Surgeons  in  tlieir  Regi- 
ments which  they  had  previously  enjoyed  ; 
and,  if  not,  for  what  reason  ? 

The  Marquuss  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  in  reply,  that  there  wits  at  present 
no  intention  to  alter  the  rank  of  Paymasters 
as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The 
whole  question  of  relative  rank  was  oon« 
sidered  by  Lord  Herbert  in  1860,  when 
the  Warrant  whieh  fixed  the  rank  of  Pay* 
masters  was  settled  ;  and  that  noble  Lord 
objected  to  adopt  the  measure  indicated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  several  reasons 
into  which  he  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
need  not  enter.  One  reason,  which  had 
considerable  weight  with  Lord  Herbert,  was 
that  there  had  never  been  any  diflfeuUy 
in  obtaining  a  suflScient  number  of  well- 
qualified  Paymasters,  while  there  had  been 
considerable  difficulty  in  getting  properly 
qualified  Army  Sui^eons.  Paymasters 
were  not  the  only  Officers  who  might  com- 
plain that  their  relative  rank  was  altered 
by  that  which  was  conferred  upon  Surgeons 
by  the  Medical  Warrant  of  1808. 


ARMY  —  THE    ARMSTRONG    AND 
WfllTWORTH  GUNS.— (QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  BAILLIE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  Report  of  the  Armstrong  and 
Whitworth  Committee  on  the  12-pounder 
Guns  has  been  referred  to  another  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  War  Office,  and  if 
so,  for  what  purpose  ? 

The  Marqubss  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  in  reply,  that  after  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  on  the  12-pounder  Armstrong 
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and  Whitworih  guns  had  been  tent  to  the 
GoiDuander-iDCbief  for  hia  coniideration, 
a  12-poander  Whitworth  ffun  had  been  sent 
bj  his  desire  to  Woolwich  to  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Artillery,  and  to  be 
treated  in  the  same  waj  as  the  service  guns 
were  ordinarily  treated  in  drill  practice. 
No  doubt  that,  after  it  had  undergone  a 
certain  amount  of  trial,  it  would  be  reported 
upon  by  the  Commandant  of  Woolwich, 
and  probably  some  other  officers;  but  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  any  Committee  had 
been  appointed  to  consider  the  Report  of 
the  Armstrong  and  Wbitworth  Commit- 
tee. The  only  point  upon  which  the 
opinion  of  the  Woolwich  authorities  was 
asked  was,  as  to  the  weight  and  cimie- 
nience  of  the  gun,  and  no  eiperiments 
as  to  its  merits  would  be  carri^  out  by 
them. 

DISTRICT    LUNATIC    ASYLUMS 
(IRELAND)^QUESTION. 

Mr.  blare   said,  he  wished    to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
he  has  any  objection  to  state  if  the  Irish 
Ooyernment,  before  appointing  persons  to 
the  office  of  Resident  Physician  to  the 
District  Lunatic  Asylums,  requires  satis- 
factory proof  that  they  have  acquired  a 
practical  knowledge  of  the  treatment  of 
msanity;  and  whether  candidates  are  exa- 
mined as  to  their  fitness  to  be  entrusted 
with  the  care  and  treatment  of  the  insane 
by  the  Inspectors  of  Asylums,  and  a  Re- 
port made  thereon  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
Sm  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  in  reply, 
that  full  and   ample  inquiry  was  always 
made  as  to  the  efficiency  of  the  medical 
men  appointed  to  Lunatic  Asylums.     He 
might  mention  that  on  a  recent  occasion 
the  former   Resident    Physician    of   the 
Waterford  Asylum  was  appointed  to  the 
Asylum  at  Castlebar,    and   the  yacancy 
thus  created  had  been  filled,  or  was  about 
to  be  filled,    by  the  appointment  of  Dr. 
M'Eay,  a  gentleman  whom  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  had  very  strongly  recommended. 
The  Inspectors  of  Lunatic  Asylums  always 
endeavoured  to  obtain  accurate  information 
as  to  the  qualifications  of  future  Resident 
Physicians  before  the  appointments  were 
made  by  the  Ooyernment. 


UNITED  STATES  —  CONSULS  FOR  THE 
SOUTHERN  STATES. —  QUESTION. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  and  when  the  Gorern- 
Ihe  Marfum  of  Smrting^m 


ment  intends  to  replace  English  CcmoIs 
at  the  ports  on  the  seaboard  of  the 
Southern  States  of  North  America  (neh 
as  Charleston,  Safanaah,  Ac.),  decUred 
by  the  President  to  be  open  for  geoe- 
ral  commerce  on  1st  July  next;  asd 
whether  the  same  Consuls  who  oeenpied 
those  several  sUtions  before  the  war,  sod 
were  acquainted  with  the  interests  in- 
Yolf  ed,  will  be  again  sent  out. 

Mb.  la  yard  said,  in  reply,  that 
British  Consuls  who  had  been  long  resi- 
dent in  the  Southern  ports  were  either 
actually  upon  the  spot  or  shortly  would  be. 
The  Consuls  who  before  the  war  were  sta- 
tioned at  New  Orleans  and  Sayannab,  bad 
died,  and  their  places  had  been  already 
filled;  the  Consul  at  GaWeston  nefer  left 
his  post;  the  Consul  at  Gharlestoo  bad 
been  promoted  to  be  Consul  General  at 
Cuba,  but  the  Vice  Consul  who  succeeded 
him  had  ne? or  been  absent.  The  Gonsol 
at  Mobile  had  been  removed  to  anotber 
station,  and  was  no  longer  in  the  serrice; 
bnt  the  gentleman  actually  in  charge  of 
the  Consulate  had  been  out  there  dorlDg 
the  whole  of  the  war. 

Mr.  CHEETHAM  said,  he  wished  to 
know  when  the  Consuls  would  enter  upon 
their  duties. 

Ma.  LATARD  replied,  on  the  Ist  of 
July,  when  the  ports  were  open. 

IRISH  RECORDS.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  when  the 
removal  of  the  Irish  Records  to  the  netr 
building  in  Dublin  will  take  place,  and 
what  steps  have  been  taken  to  asBimiUte 
that  establishment  to  the  one  existing  in 
England. 

Mr.  peel,  in  reply,  said,  the  remoTal 
of  the  Irish  Records  could  not  take  place 
till  the  new  building  was  ready  to  receire 
them,  which  would  not  be  until  the  month 
of  October.  No  definite  plan  had  yet  been 
adopted,  but  probably  it  would  be  found 
adfisable  to  form  a  Record  Establishment 
on  principles  similar  to  those  followed  in 
this  country. 

ARMY  —  THE    ARMSTRONG   GUN 
COMMISSION.— QUESTION. 


Sm  JOHN  HAT  said,  he  rose  to  ask, 
Whether  the  Report  of  the  Armstrong 
Gun  Commission  will  be  laid  on  the  TaUe 
before  the  end  of  the  Session. 

The  Marqubss  op  HARTINGTOK, 
in  reply,  said  the  third  part  <tf  the  RepOTt 
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in  question — namely,  that  relaiiag  to  12- 
poondera— waB  the  only  portion  yet  re- 
ceived, and  as  it  would  hardly  be  oonre- 
nient  to  produce  this  by  itself,  the  Report, 
he  apprehended,  could  not  be  laid  on  the 
table  before  the  end  of  the  present  Session. 

THE  OONVOGATION  OF  CANTERBUBl. 
QUBSnOK. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  When  the  Licence  to  be  grant- 
ed to  the  Convocation  of  Canterbury  for  the 
alteration  of  the  Canon  of  Subscription, 
will  be  laid  on  the  table  ? 

Sib  GEORGE  GRET,  in  reply,  said, 
it  would  take  some  time  to  make  it  out. 
He  could,  not,  therefore,  say  the  exact 
day. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  he  wished  to 
know  if  it  were  likely  to  be  laid  on  the 
table  before  his  Motion  on  the  subject 
came  on  for  discussion. 

Sib  GEORGE  GRET  said,  he  could 
not  Bay. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  :  Are  we  to  have  it 
before  the  dissolution  ? 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committe  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chwr." 

DOOKTARD  SUPERINTENDENTS. 
BBSOLUnON. 

Mb.  SEELT,  in  introducing  the  Mo- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  notice  regarding 
the  appointment  of  Dockyard  Superintend- 
^ts,  said,  the  Admiralty  had  the  power  of 
going  to  the  same  market  with  other  ship- 
building establishments  for  their  materials, 
and  he  could  only  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  the  reason  why  the  work  was  to  the 
amount  of  from  half  a  million  to  a  million 
a  year  more  ezpeosiyely  done  in  the  Royal 
dockyards  than  was  necessary  was  on  ac- 
eount  of  the  mismanagement  prcTailinff 
in  them.  It  could  scarcely  be  expected 
^t  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  consider- 
'^^g  the  rank  from  which  they  were  taken, 
^ould  have  any  practical  knowledge  of 
thipbniiding,  but  it  might  be  reasonably 
Expected  that  they  would  take  care  to 
appoint  persons  enjoying  that  knowledge 
^hieh  they  themseWes  did  not  possess. 
^6  would  briefly  examine  the  securities 
^^ken  for  the  efficient  and  economical  ma- 
^Wigement  of  the  dockyards.     The  first 


gentleman  appointed  was  the  Controller, 
who,  as  a  seaman,  could  have  no  practical 
knowledge  of  shipbuilding.  Tet  the  duties 
of  the  Controller  of  the  Navy  were  to 
control  all  expenditure  in  building,  repair, 
and  ootfit  of  ships  both  in  dockyards  and 
contract  yessels,  including  machinery  ;  to 
state  the  number  of  men  for  each  depart- 
ment ;  to  regulate  the  number  acco^ding 
to  wages  Vote ;  to  recommend  alteration  of 
numbers ;  to  rerise  expenditure  with  a 
Tiew  to  economy  and  efficiency ;  torisitthe 
yards,  insnect  work,  and  see  that  his  orders 
are  carried  out  well ;  to  recommend  means 
of  preserring  ships,  learn  their  condition, 
and  that  of  boilers  and  machinery,  so  that 
he  may  tell  their  Lordships  when  they  will 
be  ready  for  sea.  To  see  that  the  timber 
is  good  and  suitable  ;  and  as  to  the  quan- 
tity in  store,  to  carefully  obserTC  the  quan- 
tity of  timber  and  stores  so  as  to  report  at 
once  any  want  or  waste  thereof,  to  receiye 
and  examine  monthly  a  scheme  of  the  pro- 
gress of  work  at  each  yard,  and  to  modify 
such  work  when  needed  ;  to  submit,  when 
required,  designs  of  tcsscIs  to  be  built  by 
Admiralty  or  contract,  with  details  of  cost,  r 
machinery  and  guns  proposed ;  for  contract 
Tcssels,  to  giTO  the  names  of  contractors, 
and  other  details.  It  was  perfectly  impose 
sible  that  a  man,  eren  possessing  the  most 
intimate  acquaintance  with  shipbuilding,  . 
could  discharge  all  these  duties  without 
efficient  subordinates.  The  next  step  to 
secure  efficiency  in  the  dockyards  was  the 
appointment  of  Superintendents,  gentlemen  , 
invariably  taken  from  among  the  officers  of 
the  Royal  Navy.  It  was  not  his  wish  to 
confine  such  appointments  to  ei? ilians,  but 
if  giyen  by  preference  to  officers  of  the 
na? y  it  ought  to  be  seen  that  they  possessed 
the  requisite  qualifications.  They  should  ' 
not  be  excluded,  but  the  most  competent 
men,  whether  sailors  or  ciTilians,  should 
be  selected  to  control  and  direct  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Royal  dockyards.  The 
buke  of  Somerset  said  of  the  Oaptaia 
S  nperintendeot— 

«  He  is  a  uhifl  officer  put  there  to  superintend 
all  the  diflferent  departments  that  are  tinder  him. 
He  cannot  be  practically  acquainted  with  ship* 
buildinff.  He  is  in  a  worse  position,  in  point  of 
knowledge,  than  the  Controller  is  wiUi  regard  to 
the  Superintendent  who  is  under  him.  I^e  Con- 
troller has  been  for  many  years  in  the  situation, 
whereas  the  Superintendents  in  the  dockyards  aija  , 
removed  every  five  years,  and  therefore  cannot 
be  expected  to  be  practically  conversant  with 
shipbuilding  or  the  details  of  manufiiotores  thait 
are  now  going  on  in  the  dockyards." 

In  other  words,  it  was  more  pleasant  for    . 
one  ignorant  man  to  gi?e  his  orders  to 
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aBodMr  ignorftnt  man  than  for  an  ignoraai 
man  to  give  his  ordera  to  one  who  was 
poatetaed  of  knowledge.  It  waa  alao  stated 
of  the  Superioteadenta— 

^ TMr  bands  are rery  mvoh  tied  bf  'instroe- 
tioas.'  AU  oflkoers  of  eveiy  grsde  are  sabordi- 
nate  to  tbem.  Tbej  are  required  to  ate  the 
utmost  seal  and  diligence  in  seeing  orders  of  tbe 
Board  carried  out,  and  must  exercise  *  as  fiir  as 
possible  a  personal  soperrision  OTsr  erery  part  of 
tbe  estaUisbmeat  oommitted  to  tbdr  ears/  Caa 
'  dlsebarge  workmen  for  misooadaot,'  bat  '  haye 
no  direct  control  over  tbe  expenditure  of  tbe 
yards/  and  '  tbe  number  of  workmen,  tbe  rate  of 
waffes,  and  tbe  distribution  of  labour  are  arranged 
in  London.' " 

Thej  could  not,  therefore,  be  expected  to 
exercise  an  efficient  control  over  an  expen* 
ditare  of  £2,000.000.  The  next  in  rank 
was  the  master  shipwright.  They  were 
in  some  cases  yerj  able  men,  but  they 
were  not  placed  in  a  poaition  to  insure 
efficiency  and  economy  in  these  yards. 
The  master  shipwrights*  moreover,  only 
had  the  direction  of  one  department ;  the 
chief  engineer  had  another;  and  the  master 
attendant  a  third.  Every  one  knew  that  for 
a  manufacturing  business  to  be  conducted 
properly  there  must  be  one  controlling  head 
m  a  position  of  authority,  and  possessing 
power  proportionate  to  his  responsibility. 
The  master  shipwright  waa  not  in  that  po- 
sition. He  would  name  an  instance  in 
point,  and  that  an  important  one.  Many 
of  the  improYements  in  private  manufac- 
turing departments  took  their  origin  from 
the  working  men.  If  a  man  in  the  Royal 
dockyards  thought  he  saw  a  thing  might 
be  done  better  and  more  cheaply  he  com- 
municated to  the  foreman.  The  latter 
went  to  the  head  of  the  department — say, 
the  master  shipwright.  Me  went  to  the 
Superintendent.  The  matter  then  went  to 
Somerset  House,  and  thence  finally  to 
Whitehall.  After  great  delay  the  com- 
munication travelled  back  downwards  to 
the  Superintendent,  and  so  on,  unless,  in- 
deed, the  communication  was  lost  by  the 
way.  The  master  shipwright  had  to  touch 
his  hat  to  every  officer  in  uniformi  naval  or 
military,  whom  he  might  meet  in  the  yard. 
He  was  insufficiently  paid  for  a  man  who 
had  charge  of  so  many  thousand  men.  In 
private  establishments  auoh  a  man  would 
receive  nearly  the  salary  of  a  Cabinet  Mi- 
nister. There  were  at  the  present  moment 
men  who  were  superintending  private  build- 
ing yards,  who  were  paid  nearly  as  well 
as  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treaaury,  and  yet 
the  Government  expected  that  a  master 
ahinwright  with  a  salary  of  £600  a  year 
and  a  retiring  allowance  wonld  do  for  them 
Mr.  Seehf 


what  private  firma  paid  from  AOOO  is 
£4,000  a  year  to  obtain.  The  tliisg  wii 
ridioulona*  The  maater  shipwright  wu 
the  head  of  only  one  department,  ssd  ka 
waa  not  in  a  poaition  to  secure  the  right 
management  and  control  of  the  Rojil 
dockyards.  The  system  was  also  prodQ^ 
tive  of  jealonsiea.  The  master  shipwriglit 
and  the  chief  engineer  sometimes  coold  not 
agree,  and  they  had  to  refer  thdr  diff^ 
rences  to  the  Superintendent,  who  knew  no- 
thing abont  the  matter.  It  was,  therefore, 
highly  essential  that  an  officer  who  knev 
something  abont  the  business  of  the  dock- 
yards should  be  placed  at  the  head  of  them. 
If  any  private  bnainess  were  managed  like 
the  dockyards  the  principals  would  come 
to  bankruptcy  and  inevitable  ruin.  He 
was  sorry  to  have  to  trouble  the  Hoose 
with  figures,  but  matters  of  aecoant  coold 
not  be  dealt  with  without  them.  His  ob- 
ject was  to  show  the  great  waste  in  the 
management  of  the  Royal  dockyards ;  and 
as  the  House  was  the  guardian  of  the 
public  purse,  and  it  was  dealing  with  so 
expenditure  of  more  than  £2,0^,000,  he 
would  ask  for  the  patient  indulgence  of  the 
House  for  a  few  minutes.  He  would  fint 
refer  to  "  Return  No.  454  on  Dockjar^i 
and  Steam  Factories  for  1862-3/'  the 
last  Return  published.  This  Return  g&Te 
the  following  results  : — 

<*  Chatham  Boathoosos.— 25  boats  flttsd,  ant 
£10  6«.  6<i..  equal  to  £258  0#.  2d.  ;  ditto  rtt^ 
book  prioe,  £23  2«.  1},  equal  to  £577  1S«.;  eoit 
less   tbui    rate-bM^,    £12  6#.  8^4.,  e^ssl  to 

£810 12«.  mar 

**  Portsmouth  Boatbouses.— ^  bostofltted,Mit 
£18  15f.,  equal  to  £1,593  14#.  8d.;  ditto,nt^ 
book  value,  £9  5«.  8^.,  equal  to  £799  6f .;  eoit 
more  tban  rate-book,  £10  10#.  4id.,  equal  to 
£794  8s.  8<f." 

Thns  at  Chatham  boats  were  fitted  out  at 
half  the  rate^book  price,  while  at  Ports- 
mouth they  cost  double  the  rate-book 
price,  or  four  times  as  much  as  at  Chat- 
ham, according  to  the  rate>book.  He  wookl 
not  say  that  these  accounts  were  accurate, 
but  they  were  the  accounta  furnished  by 
the  Admiralty,  and  it  was  for  the  Ad- 
miralty to  explain  them.  He  woold  so« 
adyert  to  the  smitheries  of  the  Royal  dock- 
yards. On  a  former  occasion  he  had  called 
attention  to  the  cost  of  forgmg  in  tbe 
Royal  dockyards — a  subject  in  which  be 
took  some  interest,  sinoe  he  happened  to 
be  connected  with  works  of  this  kind. 
With  one  or  two  friends  he  paid  a  visit  to 
Chatham,  and  satisfied  himself  tbst  tbe 
system  of  forging  in  the  Royal  dockjsrde 
waa  most  eztrayagaut.    On  looking  to  tbe 
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cost  of  tbe  differoDt  yards  bo  foiiBd  ihege 
rotults.  He  was  still  referring  to  Return 
454  —  Dockyard  and  Steam  Faotories, 
1862-3— 

'*  Sheemeas  SmUheries. — CoimnoD  Forgings. — 
1,679  ewt.,  eost  27f.  0}<l.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£$jm  ;  rate-book  Yalne,  31«.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
^1,763  ;  oost  more  than  rate-book,  £b6\, 

*' Deronport  Smitheriet.^ — Common  Forcings. 
—  3,503  owt.,  ooit  16«.  Z\d.  per  cwt.,  equal  to 
£9,866  ;  rate-book  value,  2U.  per  owt,  equal  to 
jg3,678 ;  oost  less  than  rate-book.  £823. 

*'  Portsmouth  Smitheries. — Plain  Forgings. — 
d,48d  ewt,  oost  il$,  l\d.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£5.864  ;  rate-book  Talue  35f .  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£i,354 1  oost  more  than  rate-book,  £1.510. 

"  DoTonport  Smitheries. — Plain  Forgings. — 
3,250  owt.,  cost  dd«.  0J<2.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£3,715  ;  rate-book  value,  35«.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£3,030  ;  cost  less  than  rate-book,  £224. 

"  Portsmouth  Smitheries. — Middling  Forgings. 
— ^1,092  owt.,  oost  58i.  0\i,  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£5,785  :  rate-book  value,  44«.  2d,  per  owt.,  equal 
to  £4,400  ;  oost  more  than  rate-book,  £1,385. 

"Devonport  Smitheries. — Middling  Forgings. 
— ^2,334  owt.,  oost  44«.  ll^i.  per  owt,  equal  to 
jC5»026  :  rate-book  price,  44f.  2d,  per  owt.,  equal 
to  £4,934  :  oost  more  than  rate-book,  only  £92. 

*'  Portsmouth  Smitheries. — Extra  Forgings.— 
727  cwt.:  cost  129f.  per  owt.,  equal  to  £4,696 ; 
rate-book  price,  70«.  equal  to  £2,547 ;  oost  more 
tluui  rate-book,  £2,149. 

**  Sbeemess  Smitheries.— Extra  Forgings. — 
432  owt.,  cost  62«.  1^.  per  owt.,  equal  to  £1,322  ; 
rate-book  price,  70«.  per  owt.,  equal  to  £1,490 ; 
ooat  loM  than  rato-book,  £168. 

He  wished  he  could  spare  the  House  these 
figures,  and  hand  them  to  the  reporters  to 
be  read  to-morrow  morning. 

"In  the  Portemouth  steam-hammer  shops, 
3,777  owt.  bhmks  oost  31 «.  9|c{.  per  owt,  equal  to 
£6,010  ;  at  the  rate-book  price  of  20«.  per  cwt., 
equal  to  £3,778  ;  cost  more  than  rate-book 
«,333.  In  the  Devonport  steam-hammer  shops, 
3313  owt.  blanks  cost  14«.  8}(2.  per  owt.,  equal  to 
£2,073  :  rate-book  price  was  20«.  per  cwt.  equal 
to  £2,813;  cost  less  than  rate-book  was  £741. 
Total  eost  of  blanks  at  all  the  yards— 17.757  owt. 
eost  33#.  per  owt.,  equal  to  £20,570  ;  17,757  cwt 
Devonport  rate,  oost  14«.  %\d.  per  cwt.,  equal  to 
£13,140;  excess  of  cost  above  Devonport  rate 
was  £7,437,  or  more  than  50  per  oent." 

He  would  spare  the  Hoase  any  further 
figures  under  this  head.  He  ealled  atten- 
tion some  time  ago  to  the  conversions  of 
timher  in  the  dock  yards  ;  his  figures  had 
DOTer  heen  disputed,  and  his  facts  had 
■ever  been  denied.  He  showed  on  that 
occasion  the  conversion  of  timher  in  the 
jears  1862-3,  and  that  if  all  conversions 
kod  been  effected  at  the  lowest  yard  rates, 
there  would  have  heen  a  saving  iu  that  one 
year  of  £55,496.  The  excess  of  offal 
timber  made  in  1862-3,  over  the  rate 
given  by  Mr.  Llewellyn  iu  his  evidence 
before  the  Dockyard  Commbsion  as  the 
late  aotnallj  made  at  Devonport  dock* 


yard,  from  1850  to  1854,  was  202,672 
cubic  feet  The  difference  in  value  of 
this  as  timher  or  offal  was  £37,760^ 
so  there  was  loss  to  that  amount.  English 
elm  sawmills'  conversions  at  Sheer- 
ness  cost  leas  than  the  rate-hook  29 
per  cent,  while  at  Devonport  English  elm 
sawmills'  conversions  cost  £1,469,  the 
rate-book  value  being  only  £513  ;  tlie  cost 
more  than  the  rate-hook  was  tlierefore 
186  per  cent,  or  £956.  In  1859  a  Com. 
inittee,  which  had  been  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  dockyards,  issued  a  Report 
in  which  was  this  paragraph,  "  that  small 
separate  workshops  are  most  ohjectionable^ 
and  are  at  present  too  general  throughout 
the  yards.  In  corrohoration  of  that  he 
would  say  that,  according  to  Return  432, 
Dockyard  and  Steam  Factories,  1861>2, 
at  the  Chatham  Lead  Mills,  the  labour  and 
expenses  in  making  11,730  cwt  of  milled 
lead  from  ingot  metal  at  the  dockyards 
was  2$.  %d.  per  cwt.,  a  total  of  £1,466  ; 
the  oost  or  difference  between  ingot  and 
milled  lead  in  the  market  would  be  Zd. 
per  cwt.,  equal  to  £146  ;  difference  or  loss 
through  the  Admiralty  making  milled 
lead  was  £1,320.  The  labour  and  ex- 
penses in  making  3,322  cwt.  pipe  lead  at 
the  dockyards  was  4<.  lOd.  per  cwt., 
equal  to  £802;  the  eost  or  differenoe  in 
price  between  ingot  and  pipe  in  the  mar- 
ket was  id.  per  cwt.,  equal  to  £42 ;  dif- 
ference or  loss  to  the  Admiralty  was  thus 
£760.  The  total  loss  to  the  Admiralty 
in  1861-2  was  therefore  £2,080.  In 
1862-3  the  labour,  dsc,  cost  the  AdmU 
ralty  for  making  milled  lead  from  ingot 
\i*  i\d,  per  cwt.,  market  price  or  differ- 
ence being  3d.  per  cwt.  (reckoning  ingot 
at  market  price  20f.  3d.,  no  data  being 
given  in  Admiralty  accounts)  ;  thus  occa- 
sioning a  loss  in  1862-3  of  £1,090; 
which,  added  to  the  loss  in  1861-2,  makes 
the  total  loss  1861-2,  1862-3,  amount  to 
£3,170.  In  1861-2,  inffot  lead  bought  at 
Chatham  cost  about  20f.  5\d. ;  cost  at 
market,  20«.  Zd.  per  cwt.  Milled  lead  cost 
at  Chatham,  23f.  \\\d.\  cost  at  market, 
20f.  6d.;  cost  of  labour,  &c.,  at  Chatham, 
2$.  6d.  per  cwt. ;  cost  of  kbour,  &o.,  at  mar« 
ket,  id,  per  cwt.  Pipe  lead  cost  at  Chat- 
ham, 25i.  3|d.  per  cwt. ;  cost  at  market 
20«.  6d. ;  cost  of  labour,  &c.,  at  Chatham, 
4f .  lOd.  per  cwt. ;  cost  of  labour,  &c.,  at 
market,  id,  per  cwt.  Labour,  d&c,  Admi- 
ralty milled,  11  times  market  price;  labour, 
^.,  Admiralty  pipe,  20  times  market  price. 
Ingot  being  20f.  3d.  in  1862-3,  it  would 
appear  that  the  Admiralty  rate>book  value 
of  laboor,  d(o,  for  milled  was  \$.  9d.  par 
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ewt.,  the  market  value  Zd. ;  Admiralty 
rate-book  raloe  labour,  b^.^  pipe,  7t.  3(2., 
market  value  id,  per  cwt.  for  whatever 
price  ingot  may  be  in  the  market ;  milled 
and  pipe  lead  are  ^d,  per  owt.  higher.  It 
would  Boarcely  be  contended  that  the  Admi- 
ralty could  not  have  gone  to  the  open  mar- 
ket and  bought  pipes  quite  as  good  as  they 
could  manufacture  them.  And  now  he 
came  to  another  point.  For  the  year  1865-6 
the  House  had  voted  £30,336  for  police  for 
watching  and  guarding  the  naval  yards  ; 
16,694  workmen  were  employed  in  them, 
and  therefore  each  one  of  those  men  cost 
about  36«.  and  4i^.  for  watching  and  guard- 
ing him.  A  Committee  had  lately  been 
appointed  by  the  Admiralty  and  had  eone 
round  various  yards.  His  hon.  Fnend 
(Mr.  Childers)  no  doubt,  had  some  commu- 
nication with  that  Committee,  and  perhaps 
he  would  tell  the  House  whether  the  Com- 
mittee had  found  anything  like  £4,000  or 
£5,000  a  year  spent  in  watching  tlie  dif- 
ferent private  yards.  If  not,  Iperhaps  the 
hon.  Oentleman  would  favour  the  House 
with  the  reason  why  the  workmen  in  the 
Royal  yards  required  such  an  enormous 
amount  of  police  force  to  watch  and  guard 
them.  He  now  came  to  another  sub- 
ject connected  with  the  question  of 
superintendence,  because,  if  we  had  prac- 
tical men  of  business  at  the  head  of  our 
establishments,  they  would  take  care  that 
nothing  was  bought  at  an  eitravagant  price. 
He  had  asked  for  a  Return  of  the  price 
lately  paid  for  anchors,  in  continuation  of  a 
Return  published  in  1859.  That  Return 
had  been  laid  upon  the  table,  and  he  found 
that  they  were  now  paying  for  anchors 
from  100  cwt.  to  120  cwt.,  60f .  per  cwt., 
while  the  average  price  of  four  makers 
was  33f.  Sd.  For  anchors  from  70  cwt.  to 
100  cwt,  the  Admiralty  paid  56f .  6d.  the 
average  price  of  the  four  makers  being 
33«.  id.  And  so  on  down  to  anchors  of 
20  cwt.,  for  which  the  Admiralty  paid 
26f .  6d.,  while  the  price  of  the  four  maiers 
was  23f  •  1  Id.  The  average  price  paid  by 
the  Admiralty  for  all  siaes  was  45«.  3(2.. 
while  the  average  price  of  the  four  makers 
was  only  28f.  He  calculated  from  a  Re- 
turn just  printed  (1869  to  1864)  that 
25,400 cwt.  cost  the  Admiralty  £60,330; 
the  same  size  anchors  bought  in  open  mar- 
ket would  cost  £36,458,  the  difference  or 
loss  being  £23,872.  In  1856-7  the  Ad- 
miralty anchors  cost  £44,856  ;  in  1855-6 
they  cost  £51,553.  The  Admiralty  price, 
then,  of  one  of  each  of  five  sizes  from  20cwt. 
to  95  cwt  was  £237  5«. ;  the  market  price 
for  same  was  £127.  If  these  anchors,  b<Hight 
Mr.  Se^ly 


from  1855  to  1857,  were  all  Adnur&lbrDit. 
terns  the  loss  in  two  years  was  £40,000, 
and  therefore  there  would  hsTO  bees  a 
saving  to  the  country  for  those  two  jean, 
if  we  bought  the  anchors  in  the  open  mar- 
ket, of  that  large  sum4  An  hon.  Friend 
below  him  asked  **  What  about  the  q\ia- 
lity  ?"  Upon  that  point  a  letter  which  be 
received  from  Mr.  ST.  P.  Parkes,  of  Tiptoa 
Green  Chain  and  Anchor  Works,  woold  be 
the  best  answer.    It  was  as  followi  :— 

^  Sir, — Below  I  have  maoh  pleunre  in  ft^ 
warding  my  present  price  list  for  Admiialt;  pr 
tern  anchors,  made  in  exact  conformity  with  tke 
Admiralty  regulations,  specifications,  proo6,llBiiii, 
^.,  identically  the  same  as  now  required  ibr  the 
ECoyal  Navy.  I  ha?e  lately  completed,  ooder  ol- 
cial  inspection  of  an  officer  firom  Woolwich  Dock- 
yard, a  contract  for  Admiralty  plan  aoohon  i 
considerable  extent  for  the  Ottoman  GoTenuneot. 
Chain  makers  and  anchor  smiths  are  a  nugntor; 
class  working  for  all  makers  alike  who  hsTe  vat 
for  them  to  do,  and  many  in  my  empby  at  tUi 
moment  have  for  years  preyiously  been  empkifed 
at  the  works  of  the  Admiralty  contraoton.  Tbt 
supply  of  Admiralty  plan  anchors  for  the  Royal 
navy  has  been  for  near  a  quarter  of  a  eentoy 
notoriously  an  exdnsiTe  monopoly  in  the  hasdiof 
one  &T0ured  firm  (Messrs.  Brown,  Lennox  loi 
Co.)f  who  haye  also  the  sole  supply  of  chain 
cables  for  the  navy.  How  this  is,  or  why,  bai 
always  been  a  most  mysterious  a&ir  to  mjidf 
and  the  whole  trade." 

The  average  price  fbmished  by  Mr.  Parkes 
was  28f .  per  cwt.  He  shonld  be  eztremelj 
glad  if  the  noble  Lord  oonld  explain  whj  a 
price  nearly  approaching  100  per  cent  extn 
was  paid  by  the  Admiralty  for  their  aoehon. 
In  the  Report  of  the  Royal  OommissioD  of 
1861  the  following  reason  was  given  by 
Mr.  Thomas  Lloyd,  Engineer-in-Chiefof 
the  Nafy,  for  approving  the  Admiralty 
building  iron  ships  :— 

*'  If  for  no  othsr,  to  make  a  opmparison  between 
the  cost  of  a  ship  built  in  one  of  Her  Mi^T** 
dockyards  and  the  price  at  which  one  can  bepa^ 
chased,  and  to  make  a  comparison  also  betvees 
the  quality  of  thoae  two  ships." 

It  would  be  highly  desirable  that  the  Ad- 
miralty should  take  notice  of  the  priMi 
at  which  the  work  in  the  private  jsrdi 
was  done.  The  Admiralty  had  omittad 
£1,000,000  a  year  from  their  oalci^ 
of  the  cost  to  the  country  of  the  baildiog 
and  repairing  of  ships.  They  had  left 
out  many  items  which  would  be  charged 
in  the  calculations  of  a  private  firm.  For 
instance,  he  found  that  in  1863-4  they  bid 
omitted  £214,800  (which  the  Govemoeot 
said  would  be  included  for  the  future).  The 
salaries  of  foremen,  rent,  cost  of  gas,  Ac, 
amounted  to  £214,800.  The  pensiooi  to 
artificers  and  to  officers  and  foremen 
amounted— the  foremen  to  £73|396 ;  the 
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latter  to,   nj»  £60,000.    Besides  these 
itemi  it  was  necessary,  m  comparing  the 
expenditure  of  the  Rojal  with  that  of  the 
puhlie  yards,  to  set  down  something  for  in- 
terest upon  plant  and  capital.     Now  the 
stock  of  stores  was  about  £5,000,000 ; 
the  expenditure  on  shipbuilding  for  ships 
in    progress   of  building   up    to    March, 
1864,  was  £1,117,713 ;   on   ships  com- 
menced as  wooden  and  con? erted  into  iron- 
cased  ships  while  building,  £1,338,982. 
He  assumed  that  in  the  se?en  Rojal  yards 
there  had  been  expended  on  plant,  work- 
shops, and  machinery,  at  least  £2,000,000. 
[An  hon.  Member  :   More  !]  Very  likely  ; 
but     he     wished    to    state    a    moderate 
sum.    According    to  this   Estimate    the 
total   capital    and  plant  was,    therefore, 
£9^456,695  ;   and  the   interest  on  this 
would  be,  at  5  per  cent,  £472,835.    This 
would  make  a  total  of  £821,031,  which 
must  be  added   to  the    cost  of  ships  in 
1863-4.    Again,  from  the  years  1855  to 
1865-6,  there  was  spent  upon  new  works, 
maehioery,  &c.,  £1,342,000.    This  was 
entirely  for  the  building  and  repairing  of 
ships,  and  would  represent  an  average  of 
jS122,000  a  jear.     In  the   same  period 
£5,709,578.  was    spent  on   new  works, 
buildings,  machinery,  and  repairs,  which 
woald  gi?e  an  a?erage  of  £519,052  a  year. 
As  he  had  said,  the  whole  sum,  including 
interest  on  capital,  which  must  be  added 
to     the    cost  of   ships  in    1863-4,    was 
£821,031.     This  was  excluding  every  part 
of  the  enormous  sum  spent  yearly  on  new 
works,  machinery,  &c.,  and  also  the  sum  of 
£166,881  for  Admiralty  Offices  in  respect 
of  which  a  sum  of  £82,306  ought  to  be 
charged  to  ships.     Omitting  these  items, 
however,  the  House  would  see  what  would 
be  the  efiect  if  the  £821,000  were  appor- 
tioned among  the  ships  built  and  repaired 
bj  the  Admiralty.     The  total  expenditure 
on  Teasels  in   1863-4  was  £2,848,397, 
from  which  deduct  cost  of  ships  built  by 
contract,  £585,361,  leaving  cost  of  ships 
built     and    repaired    by   the    Admiralty 
£2,263,036.     To  this  must  be  added  items 
not    reckoned  in  Admiralty  accounts  — 
rnunelj,  £821,031,  so  that  40  per  cent  has 
to  be  added  to  these  accounts  in  1863-4  for 
ptu^KMO  of  comparison  ;  £958,106,  or  45 
per  cTOt,  in  1862-3 ;  £1,035,216,  or  40 
P«r  cent  in  1861-2  ;  and  £1,038,561,  or 
^  per  cent   in  1860-1.    So  that   the 
^ps   built  at  Her  Majesty's  dockyards, 
^hich  the  accounts  gave  as  costing  about 
^.000,000  each  year,  really  cost  about 
^,000,000,  or  £1,000,000  per  year  ad- 
^Mtionil.    Aod  now»  what  was  the  effect  of 


that  calculation  upon  the  renairs  of  ships, 
a  subject  brought  by  him  before  the  House 
on  a  former  occasion  ?  The  Wasp^  built 
in  1850,  was  a  ship  of  13  guns,  974  tons, 
and  100-horse  power.  According  to  the 
published  accounts  her  repairs  in  1859-60 
cost  £7,253.  Adding  40  per  cent,  the  real 
cost  of  her  repairs  would  be  £10,154.  In 
1860-1  her  repairs  cost,  according  to  the 
Admiralty  accounts,  £8,483  ;  adding  35 

?er  cent,  they  really  cost  £11,452.  In 
863-4  her  repairs  cost  £32,002  ;  add 
40  per  cent,  and  the  real  cost  of  her  re- 
pairs would  be,  in  1863-4  alone,  £44,802. 
beducting  £1,566  for  returns,  the  total 
net  cost  of  the  ship  in  repairs  since  1859 
was  set  down  at  £46,1/2;  but,  adding 
the  percentage  stated,  which  would  also 
be  according  to  the  mode  in  which 
private  firms  would  deal  with  accounts, 
the  real  cost  would  be  £64,842.  Tet  this 
wooden  vessel,  which  could  neither  fight 
nor  run  away,  might  be  bought  new  for 
£39,590.  He  had  made  the  same  calcu- 
lations with  regard  to  five  other  vessels, 
but  he  would  not  trouble  the  House  with 
the  details.  The  result  was  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  published  accounts,  these  six 
ships  cost  for  repairs  from  1859  to  the 
present  time  £2x2,859,  or,  adding  the 
percentages,  £292,826,  and  they  could 
have  been  bought  new  for  £220,215. 
These  were  points  which  in  a  commercial 
country  like  this  ought  to  be  explained, 
but  as  to  which  he  had  sought  in  vain  for 
an  explanation  from  practical  men.  He 
came  now  to  another  matter.  In  1863-4 
the  Sharpshooter,  a  6-gun  vessel  of  503 
tons  and  102  horse-power,  cost  for  repair 
of  her  machinery,  with  incidental  expenses, 
£9,220.  Adding  40  per  cent  to  this,  the 
repairs  of  the  machinery  amounted  in  one 
year  to  £13,000.  But  new  engines  and 
machinery  might  have  been  bought  at  £55 
per  horse-power  for  £5,610.  The  House 
and  the  country  ought  to  know  who  was 
responsible  for  these  things,  which  could 
not  happen  if  practical  men  were  at  the 
head  of  our  large  manufacturing  establish- 
ments. He  believed  that  the  Admiralty  at 
present  wasted  every  year  nearly  a  million 
of  money,  and  he  wanted  to  know  why  it 
was  so  wasted.  He  had  shown  as  to  six 
ships  that  their  repairs  from  1859  had 
cost,  without  any  additional  percentage, 
£212,859  ;  while  they  could  have  been 
bought  new  for  £220,215.  The  hulls  of 
vessels  built  in  the  Royal  yards  from  1860 
to  1864  cost,  according  to  the  published 
accounU,  from  £24  10s.  3d.  to  £32  I5s. 
3d.  per  ton  ;  while,  m  the  private  yards, 
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10  1861  i\kt  hulls  oontrMtod  for  eoi«  kcm 
£21  Ids  to  £23  16i.  per  ton.  Thea  he 
miffht  feirly  Msame  that  the  Admiralty 
bad  not  built  those  hulls  or  executed  those 
repairs  at  a  less  cost,  aoeording  to  its  own 
pobltshed  aooeuats,  than  thej  could  have 
been  done  for  in  private  jsrds.  It  was 
elear,  then,  that  the  £821,000  was  utterly 
wasted,  unless  there  was  some  special  rea- 
son why  the  country  should  speinl  annually 
nearly  a  million  more  than  would  be  spent 
in  private  yards  in  doing  the  same  tluog. 
The  Admiralty  and  the  private  trade  went 
to  the  same  market  for  materials  and 
labour;  the  Admiralty  had  an  unlimited 
supply  of  capital^  and  the  only  ground  of 
dtfTerence  was»  in  his  opinion,  the  misma- 
nagement of  details.  He  thought  he  knew 
the  argument  by  which  he  should  be  met. 
It  would  be  said  that  the  work  was  done 
well  in  the  Royal  dockyards,  and  he  ad- 
mitted that  in  one  sense  it  was  done  well. 
The  materials  were  sound,  the  workman- 
ship was  substantial;  hot  there  was  an 
almost  unanimous  condemnation  of  the 
Admiralty  with  regard  to  their  mode  of 
the  construction  of  ships.  It  was  very 
much  a  question  whether,  putting  these 
large  engines  into  wooden  vessels,  making 
them  screw  vessels,  was  not  a  great  mis- 
take. If  we  had  practical  men  of  busi- 
ness in  the  dockyards  to  assist  the  Admi- 
ralty we  should  be  in  a  much  better  posi- 
tion than  we  were.  The  second  argument 
was,  that  these  Superintendents  had  other 
things  to  do  besides  building  and  repairing 
ships.  If  so,  let  the  House  know  what 
those  things  were.  He  maintained  that  a 
man  practically  acquainted  with  shipbuild- 
ing was  better  fitted  to  superintend  the 
manufacture  of  ships  than  a  man  who 
knew  nothing  about  it.  If  they  put  two 
or  three  millions  a  year  into  the  hands  of 
Government  to  expend  they  should  have 
practical  men  to  disburse  it.  Perhaps  his 
noble  Friend  would  say  that  it  was  a  saving 
to  the  country  to  have  a  superior  officer  in  a 
Royal  dockyard  when  a  yessel  came  in  for 
repairs  ;  for  the  captain  of  the  vessel,  if  he 
had  only  to  deal  with  an  inferior  officer, 
would  put  the  country  to  expense  for  un- 
necessary repairs.  Now,  he  contended 
that  a  practical  shipbuilder  or  practical 
engineer  was  better  able  to  know  what  re- 
pairs a  ship  wanted  than  a  naval  officer. 
A  civilian  in  the  position  of  a  manager  of 
the  works,  like  Mr.  Lumley  at  the  estab- 
lishment at  Millwall,  with  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Wakefield  (Sir 
John  Hay)  was  connected,  was  less  likely 
to  listen  to  a  naval  officer  who  desired 
Mr.  8^ly 


m 


\iVmg  uireaeoBable  to  be  dese  tim 
aaother  naval  officer  whose  tensre  of  oIBm 
might  be  about  to  ex]nre.    It  wss  said  tk 
other  night  that  some  twelve  or  thirten 
private  firms  took  naval  officers  to  isperis* 
tend  their  concerns  ;  but  he  had  mads  in- 
quiries on  the  point,  and  he  ceuld  onlj  ind 
that  two  naval  officers  were  at  all  engtgii 
in  these   matters— the  hon.  and  gsHint 
Member  for  Wakefield   and  Captain  Sj- 
moods — and  they  each,  be  believed,  oooi- 
pied  the  position  of  a  director  in  a  oonpiij, 
and   employed  a  practical  ahipbnilder  ts 
manager.     He  believed  that  no  bmo  mU 
be  found  in  a  manufacturing  tows  to  itile 
that  at  the  head  of  a  large  manufattarlBg 
business  there  should  be  placed  a  man  vk« 
knew  nothing  about  it.     With  rogari  M 
authority,  there  were  on  the  one  tide  the 
Duke  of  Somerset,  the  noble  Lord  (Lw^ 
Clarence  Paget),   and  the  hen.  Moabir 
(Mr.  Childers)  ;  in  opposition  to  those  m- 
thorities  he  placed  almost  e^ry  bmo  io 
that    House,    Sir  Richard   Bronlsy,  Sir 
Baldwin  Walker,  the  Royal  GemniuieBiii. 
and  the  Committee  of  1859,  who  esipiu^ 
tically  stated  in  their  Report  thatprae(i«l 
men  only  should  be  appointed  to  [Miitiooi 
requirinr  praetical  experience.    He  heU  n 
his  hand  a  note  from  Mr.  Beauntst,  i 
Member  of  the  Committee  of  1859.  » 
which  that  Gentleman  most  emphaiieiDj 
atated  his  opinion  that  at  present  tbe  So- 
perintendents  in  Her  Majesty's  doekjv^ 
were  not  only  of  no  use,  but  a  biadraB* 
But  he  had  higher  authority,  and  that  vis 
the  authority  of  the  Chancellor  of  tke  Bi- 
chequer,   who  at  Chester  the  ether  ivj 
argued  that  a  profession  should  be  ttken 
to  when  a  person  was  young,  and  bIimU 
be  carried  on  by  a  man  who  knew  ao(M' 
thing  about  it.      He  illustrated  that  doe- 
trine  by  aaying  that  a  smith  or  a  oarpMt* 
would  not  engage  a  man  who  was  igoortot 
of  those  trades,  and  who  was  too  old  to 
learn.      He  considered  this  appliosUeto 
these  Superintendents,  they  were  too  old 
to  learn  ;  the  Admiral^,  both  the  prsMO^ 
and    preeedmg    Boards,     were   poiMlj 
aware   of   the  mismanagement  tbst  f^ 
vailed  ;  and  they  were  trailing  a  red  ba- 
ring across  the  path  by  appointing  OdiI' 
mittees  and  ealUng  lor  Reports  and  noos- 
mendations.     They  began  in  1796  to  sf* 
point  Committees,  and  they  have  hssn  sp' 
pointing  Committees  ever   sinoe.     T^/ 
had  a  Committee  last  year  to  infrirs  isto 
the    accounts,   though  tbey  might  htve 
gone  into  the  City  and  get  a  pfofei^o«*' 
accountant  to  do  what  they  wanted.  Thej 
appointed  a  Cemmttoo  to  gt  bto  tb^F*' 
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Tbees  to  mqaire  into  the  eonpanttive  eott 
of  manafWotarinff  oertahi  arlioles  ia  the 
Rojal  doekjards  and  in  private  jardi ;  bat 
what  thej  would  not  do  was  to  apply  to  a 
praotioal  man  of  bttBineas.  They  woold 
not  pat  the  roand  peat  into  the  round  hele, 
bat  constantly  went  on  pntttag  it  into  the 
sqaare  hole,  and  then  they  eomplatned 
that  it  would  not  fit.  In  April  last  there 
appeared,  in  an  organ  which  was  supposed 
to  represent  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite,  a 
very  able  article  upon  dockyard  manage- 
ment, which,  he  hoped,  forshaddwed  what 
hon.  (Gentlemen  opposite  would  do  if  they 
came  to  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the 
House.  As  an  earnest  Liberal  he  trusted 
that  the  present  Qovemment,  which  pro- 
fessed to  be  a  reforming  Goyemment, 
would  not  leaye  a  great  administratiye 
reform  to  be  executed  by  the  Conserva- 
tfres ;  but  whether  a  proposal  for  dock- 
yard reform  came  from  one  party  or  the 
other,  he  was  sure  that  if  it  was  in  aecord- 
anoe  with  the  principles  of  common  sense 
it  would  reeeife  the  support  of  a  large 
number  of  Members  who  sat  near  him. 

Ajmendment  proposed, 

*  To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "Tliat"  to  the  end 
of  fte  QoestioD.  in  order  to  ad4  the  words  ^  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House  it  it  inexpedient  to  oon- 
tinae  the  practice  of  appointing  Kaval  OflScers 
wbo  are  not  possessed  or  a  technical  knowledffe 
of  the  business  oarried  on  in  Her  Majesty's  Dock- 
jards  to  the  oiBees  of  Superintendeata  thereof, 
mud  the  praetioe  of  linUting  their  tenoie  of  offiee 
to  a  period  of  Ave  years,"— -(ifr.  Seel^,) 

— -iDetead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

horn  GLARBNOB  PAGBT:  Sir,  I 
am  f^T  from  being  ^spleased  that  the  hen. 
Member  fbr  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  shonid 
HaTe  again  taken  the  trouble  to  go  into 
the  ▼avious  details  connected  with  the  ex- 
pen^ture  in  our  dockyards,  but  the  House 
will  see  that  it  is  impossible  for  either 
myself  or  my  hon.  Oolleague  to  follow 
litm  through  them.  Nefertheless,  I  sin- 
eerefy  hope  that  the  figures  will,  as  the 
^oo.  Gentleman  hopes,  appear  in  The 
TitneSf  beoause  we  shall  then  have  an  op- 
portonity  of  looking  carefully  into  the  state- 
iMoea,  and  I  trust  that  the  publie  will  be 
benefited.  Btot  sieoe  the  present  Board 
sf  Admiralty  came  into  power  they  have 
deaireil  te  gi?e  the  fullest  iniormation 
with  reepeet  to  the  dockyards,  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  the  best  e?i* 
that  we  kave  done  so  by  ^uotiDg 


our  f  gures.  Ho  dsnbtt  speaking  generally^ 
work  dene  in  the  doekjards  is  more  ex- 
pensive than  work  done  in  private  yards, 
but  I  believe  ia  the  long  run  it  is  the 
cheaper  on  account  of  its  superior  quality. 
Whether  it  is  right  that  we  should  have 
Royal  doekjards  is  a  separate  question. 
For  my  own  part  I  thbk  that  it  is  of  great 
imnertanee  that  we  should  have  such  yards, 
and  shcNild  not  depend  entirely  upon  the 
trade  for  either  the  building  or  repairing  of 
our  ships.  I  do  not  intend  to  follow  the  hon. 
Gentleman  bto  his  figures,  but  my  belief 
is  that  he  has  taken  rate-book  prices 
whieh  he  has  on  several  occasions  been  told 
are  now  in  process  of  correction.  Bvery- 
body  knows  that  to  establish  correct  rate- 
books of  the  cost  of  every  article  is  a  very 
difficult  operation,  but  that  is  what  we  have 
endeayoured  to  do.  These  rate^books  are 
under  constant  revision,  and  while  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  dtsorepancies  are  anything 
like  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  stated, 
I  am  bound  to  admit  that  we  have  found 
considerable  diserepaneies  between  the 
prices  of  artioles  in  different  doekyards.  I 
therefore  readily  acknowledge  that  it  is 
desirable  publio  attention  should  be  called 
to  these  things,  and  that  it  is  necessary 
that  the  rate-books  should  be  carefully  re- 
vised. I  now  come  to  the  question  which  is 
more  immediately  before  the  House.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  lays  all  these  assumed  short- 
comings upon  the  naval  Superintendents. 
The  ether  night,  in  reply  to  the  rather  offen- 
sive striotm^es  passed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
upon  naval  officers,  an  hon.  Gentleman 
^opposite  asked  how  it  happened,  if  naval 
officers  were  so  incompetent  to  manage 
dockyards,  the  principal  shipowners  of  this 
country  were  begging  naval  officers  to  take 
charge  of  their  yards.  It  is  the  faot  that 
the  principal  shipbuilding  establishments 
of  this  country  are  dependent  upon  na- 
val officers  for  their  management.  [Mr. 
Sbblbt  :  Name  them.]  I  decline  to  name 
them.  I  have  the  names  of  the  offieers 
here,  but  I  do  not  ehoose  to  place  them 
before  the  publie.  If,  however,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  inquires  he  will  find  that  four 
of  the  greatest  shipbuilding  companies  in 
this  country  are  now  practically  managed 
by  naval  officers.  Is  that,  or  is  it  not,  an 
argument  to  show  that  naval  officers  are 
competent  to  diseharge  such  duties  ?  Then, 
take  the  case  of  foreign  oountries.  The 
hon;  Gentleman  is  no  doubt  an  admirer 
of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  ; 
did  be  ever  hear  of  a  civilian  in  command 
of  one  of  the  doekyards  belengmg  to  the 
American  Government  ?    The  thing  does 
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not  exist  Or  let  him  go  to  Frmoe*  There 
is  Doi  a  single  Imperial  doekjard  that  is 
not  superintended  by  a  na?al  officer.  In- 
deedy  all  the  prinieipal  countries  in  the  world 
depend  upon  na?al  officers  for  the  superin- 
tendence of  their  national  dockyards.  Why 
do  tiiey  do  so?  Because  they  know 
practically  that  the  work  done,  I  do 
not  say  in  purely  huilding,  but  in  great 
repairing  and  fittmg  yards,  can  best 
be  done  under  the  superintendence  of 
natal  officers.  If  we  were  to  appoint 
a  cifilian  to  manage  these  yards,  the 
country  would  show  its  dissatisfaction, 
because  I  am  certain  that  the  work  would 
not  be  so  well  done,  and  that  great  addi- 
tional cost  would  be  incurred.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  apparently  knows  nothing  about 
a  man-of-war.  He  has  spoken  his  mind 
yery  emphatically  about  na?al  officers,  and 
now  I  will  speak  my  mind  to  him.  I 
ha?e  no  doubt  that  nayal  officers  are  quite 
unacquainted  with  his  business,  and  I 
belieye  that  he  is  utterly  unacquainted 
with  the  business  natal  officers  hate 
to  perform  in  our  great  dockyards.  From 
the  moment  that  the  keel  of  a  man- 
of-war  is  laid  down,  it  is  necessary  that 
the  practical  sailor  should  gi? e  his  opinion 
upon  the  Tarious  details  connected  with 
her  building  and  equipment.  How  can  a 
landsman,  how  can  a  cifilian,  know  where 
to  place  the  magasines  with  proper  pre- 
cautions against  fire,  and  how  to  proyide 
suitable  facilities  for  handing  up  the  powder, 
storing  away  all  sorts  of  warlike  stores, 
and  placing  the  masts,  aochors,  chains  and 
internal  fitments  ?  Those  are  iJl  matters 
that  are  eminently  nay al  in  thmr  character ; 
and  so  great  is  the  importance  of  the 
superintendence  of  nayal  men  in  regard  to 
them,  that  when  the  Admiralty  haye  ships 
built  in  priyate  yards  we  are  obliged  to 
have  practical  nayal  officers  continually 
going  to  look  at  them,  in  order  that  they 
may  bring  their  experience  to  bear  upon 
the  construction  of  those  ships.  Such 
shipbuilding  is  totally  distinct  from  the 
building  of  merchantmen.  I  am  quite 
willing  to  admit  that  for  the  building  of 
transports  and  merchant  ships  nayal  officers 
are  not  so  competent,  but  I  am  satisfied  that, 
if  the  Eoyal  dockyards  were  placed  in  the 
hands  of  civilians,  the  system  would  break 
down.  There  is  another  circumstance  con- 
nected  with  the  dockyards  which  the  hon. 
Oentleman  appears  to  have  overlooked 
when  he  talks  of  discharging  persons  who 
are  not  fully  competent.  If  a  private 
individual  has  in  his  dockyard  a  man  who 
does  not  suit  him  he  sends  him  about  his 
LordOlar$ne€Pag$t 


business.  I  should  like  to  know  wbst  wooU 
be  said  if,  in  our  dod^yards,  we  wire  to 
send  peo^  about  their  business  b«iuie 
they  did  not  exactly  suit  us.  No  pnUie 
Department  and  no  uovemmentcsn,  uIm 
there  are  real  and  fair  grounds,  disehsrge 
their  people  as  a  private  individul  ess.  We 
are  tdd  that  we  mistrust  civilisns.  Ktv, 
I  ask  the  House  to  consider  wbst  took 
place  last  year.  We  heard  of  an  eouioit 
shipbuilder,  a  ceiitleman  who  hsd  Mat- 
guished  himself  in  drawing  the  lisoi  of 
ships,  a  very  scientific  man.  Hs  wu 
wholly  unconnected  with  the  GoveriBeit 
service,  but  believing  him  to  be  a  penn 
who  was  thoroughly  competent,  we  broight 
him  from  private  trade  into  the  serrioe  of 
the  country.  That  gentleman  wm  Mr. 
Reed.  Hon.  Members  will  recolleet  to 
what  an  outcry  his  appointment  gsve  me. 
I  am  very  glad  that  we  made  that  appoii|- 
ment,  beoi^  Mr.  Reed  has  performed  his 
duties  most  satisfsctorily.  So  far,  therefore, 
I  am  speaking  in  the  sense  of  the  boa.  Gob- 
tleman,  but  I  can  assure  him  that,  if  ^ 
thinks  the  superintendenoe  of  our  dockjtr^ 
could  advantageously  be  handed  ofor  to 

Private  individuals,  he  is  greatly  misttkei. 
!here  are  many  difficulties  to  bo  ooeoao' 
tered.  To  ti^e  a  ship  in  or  out  of  doek 
you  must  have  a  naval  man.  The  hoo. 
Member  could  not  do  it,  or  any  of  his  cfril 
Friends.  And  does  anybody  think  thiti 
naval  officer  of  high  standing  woi^n^ 
mit  to  be  put  under  a  civilian  ?  Sveii  i 
system  would  not  work  at  all.  Initead  of 
getting  the  work  done  we  should  be  tt 
perpetual  loggerheads  on  questions  of  pri- 
ority among  these  dockyard  offioerB.  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  sstirfed 
with  what  he  has  already  done,  in  wbiek 
so  far  he  has  performed  good  serrieo.  We 
have  preparea  elaborate  Returns,  and  *e 
have  laid  them  on  the  table  with  a  view  to 
criticism,  which  is  always  usefol.  We 
shall  all,  I  hope,  meet  on  a  future  oeeaaoi 
in  the  same  places  to  renew  the  diseoMMS 
of  the  price  of  these  articles.  Bot  tM 
hon.  Member,  I  hope,  will  not  f'*^  ^  ^ 
duty  to  press  the  matter  forther.  Oo 
the  question  of  anchors  and  cables,  befoo 
sitting  down,  I  will  say  that  there  can  beio 
doubt  that  we  pay  higher  for  our  asebors 
and  cables  than  others  do.  But  thu  is  fo 
new  subject.  I  have  said,  and  ssy  •i»0> 
that  I  look  on  anchors  and  cables  as  of  |M 
first  importance  to  the  existence  of  wip> 
and  the  lives  of  their  crews,  and  tkenfoK* 
that anythmg  like  mere  buying  in  the  sbesp- 
est  market  must  bedetrimeatal  to  the  pobbe 
service.    That  there  are  priTaUcoptpasieB 
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and  tradera  who  make  first-rate  anohora 
and  eables.  from  whom  we  might  obtain 
iiidBi  on  more  reasonable  terms,  I  am  per- 
feetlj  aware.  Two  or  three  years  ago  we 
stated  that  we  were  willing  to  open  onr 
ooatracts  to  private  enterprise,  only  stipu- 
lating that,  as  we  dared  not  risk  inferiority 
tn  the  fittings  of  onr  large  ships,  the  pri- 
vate makers  should  be  invited,  in  the  first 
instanee,  to  make  eables  and  anchors  of 
smaller  size.  If  they  had  been  up  to  the 
mark  we  should  then  have  opened  the  oon- 
traotsfor  the  larger  size  .  The  manufac- 
turers replied  that  unless  the  whole  busi- 
ness were  thrown  open  to  them  it  would 
not  be  worth  their  while  to  undertake  it, 
and  so  we  came  at  once  to  a  point  of  di- 
vergence. I  should  certainly  object  to  any 
nntried  firm  making  the  anchors  and  cables 
for  such  ships  as  the  Warrior,  I  am 
sorry  that  tlie  hon.  Member  reiterated  his 
censures  witb  regard  to  the  dockyard  police. 
Even  if  they  cost  a  great  deal  more  than 
they  do  I  never  would  consent  to  have 
them  put  down,  for  I  could  lay  on  the 
table  Retorna  that  would  surprise  hon. 
Members,  of  the  sums  of  money  saved 
UBoe  their  introduction  by  the  driving  out 
of  low  marine  store  dealers.  I  hope  sin- 
cerely the  House  will  not  agree  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member.  We  have 
given  the  subject  now  before  the  House 
moeh  consideration,  and,  after  hearing  it 
discussed  many  times,  I  must  inform  hon. 
Gentlemen  that  the  Duke  of  Somerset  and 
the  Admiralty  are  wholly  ayerse  from  the 
Bjstera  of  employing  civil  superintendents. 
Mb.  bright  :  Sir,  I  wish  to  make  a 
few  observations  on  this  subject.  I  think 
the  House  will  feel  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely)  has  given  to  it  a 
most  industrious  examination,  and  has 
brought  it  before  the  House  in  a  manner 
that  was  very  dear,  and  that  will  prove,  I 
^pe,  yery  useful  in  future.  I  further 
tfaittk  the  House  will  admit  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Clarence  Paget)  has  entirely 
failed  to  make  an  answer  to  the  speech  of 
ay  hon.  Fnend.  For  the  most  part  he 
admitted  nearly  every  charge  brought 
sgaiuat  the  Admiralty  ;  he  has  not  dis- 
puted one  of  the  fiacts  with  regard  to  the 
extravagant  cost  of  ships,  or  the  still  more 
extravagant  cost  of  repairs.  My  hon. 
Friend  has  shown  that  a  ship  cost  in  one, 
two,  and  three  years  more  for  repairs  than 
the  ship  would  have  cost  when  new,  and 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  object  to  that  state- 
ment. [Lord  Clarbkob  Fagbt  :  I  do  object 
to  it.]  The  noble  Lord  did  not  object  to 
VOL.  CLXZX.  [thikd  ssbies.] 


it  in  his  speech.  If  he  objects  to  it  he  has 
given  no  answer  to  it.  My  hon.  Friend 
referred  to  the  subject  of  the  purchase  of 
anchors  and  chains,  and  the  noble  Lord 
said  the  Admiralty  think  it  highly  neces- 
sary to  have  anchors  and  chains  of  the 
best  quality.  He  did  not  answer  the  state- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend,  that  the  makers 
of  chains  and  anchors  who  are  not  em- 
ployed by  the  Government  are  making 
them  exactly  like  those  that  the  Govern- 
ment buy  from  the  firms  favoured  by  their 
custom,  and  that  those  chains  and  anchors 
are  tried  by  the  officers  of  the  Government 
exactly  in  the  same  manner  and  with  the 
same  stringent  examination  that  is  applied 
to  the  chains  and  anchors  used  by  the 
Government,  and  that  those  chains  and 
anchors  are  sold  at  cheaper  rates  by  those 
firms  to  other  Governments,  who  I  presume 
are  as  anxious  to  have  good  chains  and 
anchors  for  the  safety  of  their  ships  and 
the  lives  of  their  seamen  as  the  Enfrlish  Go- 
vernment can  possibly  be.  The  noble  Lord 
did  not  explain  why  a  particular  firm  for 
a  long  period  had  been  making  chains  and 
anchors  for  the  Admiralty  at  a  price  50 
per  cent  higher  than  the  Admiralty  could 
have  bought  chains  and  anchors  of  equal 
quality  from  other  firms  in  the  trade.  That 
should  have  been  answered.  The  noble 
Lord  does  not  require  to  go  to  the 
pigeon-holes  of  the  Admiralty  to  show 
now  for  a  number  of  years  a  particular 
firm  has  been  favoured  with  the  Ad- 
miralty orders  at  a  price  50  per  cent 
higher  than  the  chains  and  cables  could  be 
bought  from  other  firms  equally  respect- 
able and  honourable  in  the  trade.  That 
is  a  matter  to  which  the  noble  Lord  should 
have  turned  his  attention,  but  he  did  not 
do  so.  But  I  think  that  one  part  of  the 
noble  Lord's  speech  will  haye  a  very  inju- 
rious effect  on  persons  employed  in  the 
dockyards.  He  says,  and  we  can  under- 
stand what  is  meant  by  it,  that  the  Admi- 
ralty have  great  difficulties  to  encounter, 
and  that  this  Government  and  eyery  Go- 
yemment  have  to  experience  such  difficul- 
ties in  the  employment  of  a  great  number 
of  officers.  The  noble  Lord  said,  if  a  man 
be  found  entirely  inefficient,  what  are  we 
to  do  with  him  ?  Would  it  not  bo  thought 
very  unjust  if  a  man  who  was  not  so 
efficient  as  he  might  be,  should  be  dis- 
charged in  the  manner  that  private  parties 
would  discharge  persons  they  found  ineffi- 
cient? If  that  doctrine  enunciated  by 
the  noble  Lord,  and  that  statement  of  a 
difficult  for  which  he  points  out  no  re- 
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medj,  go  forth  to  persons  in  the  employ- 
nient  of  the  Gofernment,  it  appears  to 
me  that  ?erj  injurious  notions  will  be 
put  into  their  heads,  and  that  thej  will 
feel  that  though  persons  employed  by  the 
Government  are  inefficient,  such  is  the 
state  of  things  in  the  Department  of  the 
Admiralty  that  they  cannot  be  got  rid  of. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  :  I  never 
said  so.  I  should  be  sorry  to  say  any 
such  thing.  I  did  not  say  Goyernment 
had  no  means  of  discharging  inefficient 
persons.  What  I  said  was,  that  if  in  a 
private  yard  a  person  does  not  snit  they 
oan  discharge  him  at  once ;  but  the 
Government  have  not  the  same  facility 
for  discharging  persons  that  private  firms 
have. 

Mr.  BRIGHT :  That  is  exactly  what 
I  stated  the  noble  Lord  said.  I  am  not 
charging  the  noble  Lord  with  neglecting 
his  daty.  It  may  be  one  of  the  diffi- 
culties of  Government  employment,  and 
one  that  cannot  be  wholly  removed  or 
dealt  with  so  easily  as  it  could  be  dis- 
posed of  by  private  firms.  It  certainly 
has  not  been  the  custom  to  get  rid 
of  such  persons  with  equal  prompti- 
tude. But  that  is  a  doctrine  very  per- 
nicious to  be  stated  in  this  House  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  and  by  the  Secretary 
of  the  Admiralty*  But  I  do  not  believe 
there  are  not  men  in  the  service  of  the 
Admiralty  capable  of  undertaking  the  pro- 
per management  of  the  dockyards.  Surely 
he  gave  us  a  case  in  which  a  very  valuable 
appointment  had  been  made.  The  East 
India  Company  had  800  or  1,000  civilians 
in  their  employment,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment found  It  necessary  to  send  over  a 
gentlemau  from  this  country  to  look  after 
the  finances  of  India.  It  was  an  admis- 
sion that  out  of  a  thousand  civilian  officers 
they  had  not  one  that  appeared  to  under- 
stand the  multiplication  table  or  to  be  able 
to  manage  the  finances  of  that  great 
portion  of  our  Empire.  If  it  be  true  that 
there  is  no  person  in  the  employment  of 
the  Admiralty  to  do  its  work  properly,  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty and  of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to 
take  care  that  such  a  person  should  be 
found.  Nothing  is  so  monstrous  as  to  say 
that  while  the  shipbuilding  establishments 
of  private  firms  are  as  well  managed  as  in 
other  parts  of  the  world  the  Government 
is  not  capable  of  finding  competent  men 
in  their  own  Departments  to  do  their  work. 
If  not,  let  them  bring  them  from  outside 
their  Departments,  so  that  the  Government 
Mr.  Bright 


dockyards  may  be  as  well  managed  as  pri- 
vate dockyards.  What  is  wanted  is,  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  and  the  managers 
and  bends  of  the  Department,  should  have, 
as  their  first  object,  to  manage  that  De- 
partment well ;  and  if  there  be  men,  or 
rules,  or  customs  that  interfere  with  its 

food   management  they   ought    to  break 
own  those  rules  and  establish  a  better 
system  in  the  Department  which  is  under 
their  control.     But  this  always  strikes  me 
when  this  question  is  discussed,  that  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  Colleagues  have  in  their 
hands  placed  every  year  by  Parliament  a 
sum  I  think  exceeding  £10.000,000.  if  it 
does  not  exceed  £11.000.000.     When  I 
look  at  the  trouble  which  it  takes  to  ma- 
nage a  commercial  or  manufacturing  under- 
taking which  does  not  expend   probably 
more  than  £100,000  or  £200.000  a  year, 
I  can  perfectly  understand  the  enormooi 
difficulty  there  must  be  in  managing  the 
dockyard  establishments  in  various  parts 
of  the  country  and  the  world  where  the 
expenditure  is  more  than  £10,000,000  per 
annum.     I  believe,  and  my  hon  Friend  the 
Member  for  Lincoln  will  excuse  me    for 
saying  so,  that  it  would  be  impossible,  so 
long  as  Parliament  grants  readily  and  pro- 
fusely whatever  is  asked— £10.000.000,  or 
£11.000.000,  or  £12,000,000  per  annum 
— that^there  should  not  be  very  considerable 
waste  in  the  expenditure.     Whenever  this 
question  has  been  discussed  in  this  House* 
this  year,   last  year,   and  ever  since  the 
Russian  war — when  our  expenses  were  so 
great— there  has  been  a  universal  admia- 
sion  on  the  part  of  every  person  not  coa- 
nected  with   the  Admiralty  that  in  thai 
Department  there  is  enormous  and  extra- 
vagant waste,  which  is  not  reputable  to  that 
Department,  and  is  discreditable  to  Par- 
liament and  oppressive  to  the  community. 
The  noble  Lord  who  is  now  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  was  a  sreat  reformer  of  that 
Department   before  he  took    office,   and 
he   hesitated  very   much    when    he  was 
asked  to  take  office.    He  doubted  whether, 
having    made    speeches    compared    with 
which  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member   for   Lincoln   is  a  mere  whiaper 
of    discontent — speeches    in    which     be 
overhauled  everybody  connected  with  the 
Admiralty  who  sat  on  that  Bench,  if   he 
came  into  office  he  should  be  able  to  fulfil 
the  promises  which  he  had   held  oat    of 
performing  the  duties  which  he  insisted  on 
his  predecessor  performing.  Well,  the  noble 
Lord  has  been  in  that  office  for,  I  think. 
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about  ux  yean,  and  I  have  ne?er  seen  any 
person  in  that  office  who  has  been  so  per- 
petually found  fault  with  upon  all  sides  of 
the  House  with  regard  to  the  management 
of  this  Department.  I  must  say,  at  the 
same  time,  I  have  never  heard  anybody 
who  was  more  confident,  or  more  plausible 
in  the  answers  he  has  been  able  to  give  to 
those  who  have  contended  with  him.  I 
was  glad  when  the  noble  Lord  took  office, 
for  I  thought  we  were  going  to  turn  over 
a  new  leaf  and  have  things  done  much 
better.  I  am  sorry  that  being  in  office  he 
has  not  been  able  to  do  that  which  I  think 
he  had  hoped  to  do,  and  which,  I  think,  the 
Ilouse  had  a  fair  reason  to  expect  he  would 
attempt  to  do.  I  make  an  excuse  for  him 
on  this  account.  I  believe  the  Admiralty 
IB  so  constituted,  the  money  expended  by 
it  is  80  enormous,  the  state  of  things  is  so 
chaotic,  that,  however  great  was  his  desire 
of  efTecting  reforms  when  he  took  office, 
and  notwithstanding  his  ability  and  in- 
dustry, it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to 
remedy  all  the  abuses.  And  if,  besides 
being  an  Admiral  of  reputation,  the  noble 
Lord  was  an  accountant  in  the  city,  in- 
dustrious beyond  all  other  men,  I  belieye 
he  could  not  do  what  he  thought  at  the 
time  he  would  be  able  to  do,  and  which  he 
now  regrets  he  cannot  do.  I  do  not  know 
whether  my  hen.  Friend  below  me  is  going 
to  divide  the  House  on  this  question.  If 
he  does,  I  shall  certainly  with  great  plea- 
aare  divide  with  him ;  but  I  tender  him 
my  thanks  for  the  careful,  able,  and  ad- 
mirable speech  which  he  has  made  on  this 
question. 

Question  put,  "  Thot  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  34  ;  Noes 
36  :  Majority  2. 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  words  '  in  the  opinion  of  ihis  House, 
it  is  inexpedient  to  continue  the  praotioe  of  ap- 
pointing Naval  OflBoers  who  are  not  possessed  of 
a  technical  knowledge  of  the  business  carried  on 
in  Her  Majesty's  D^kyards  to  the  ofiBces  of  Su- 
perintendents thereof  and  the  practice  of  limiting 
tbeir  tenure  of  oflBoe  to  a  period  of  five  years,' 
be  added,  instead  thereof." 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET:  Sir,  I 
put  it  to  the  House,  whether  it  is  fair  for 
an  hen.  Member  to  come  down  to  the  House 
with  an  array  of  figures  on  matters  of  pure 
detail,  and  make  a  statement  upon  them, 
without  giving  us  the  opportunity  of  look- 
ing at  them,  or  without  any  notice  that  he 
was  going  into  such  details.     I  appeal  to 


the  House  whether  it  is  fair  to  a  public 
Department  to  take  such  a  course.  Sir, 
I  feel  it  to  he  my  duty  to  oppose  his  Mo- 
tion. 

Mb.  SCOURFIELD  said,  there  were 
two  points  asserted  in  the  Resolution. 
The  one  was  the  inexpediency  of  appoint- 
ing naval  officers  who  were  not  possessed 
of  a  teehnical  knowledge  of  the  business  in 
Her  Majesty's  dockyards,  and  the  other 
was  a  disapproval  of  the  practice  of  limit- 
ing their  tenure  of  office  to  five  years. 
Now,  many  hon.  Members  might  be  dis* 
posed  to  agree  with  the  one,  but  to  dis* 
sent  from  the  other.  Having  passed  a 
portion  of  his  life  in  connectiun  with  the 
dockyards,  he  thought  it  would  be  ex- 
tremely inconvenient  not  to  have  naval 
officers  at  the  head  of  those  establishments, 
and  he  was  convinced  that  the  men  them- 
selves employed  in  the  dockyards  would 
feel  more  satisfaction  if  a  naval  officer 
were  placed  as  Superintendent  than  they 
would  if  a  mere  layman  occupied  the  posi- 
tion, however  superior  he  might  be  in 
technical  knowledge.  The  character,  and 
influence,  and  authority  of  naval  officers 
were  necessary  to  keep  the  dockyards  in 
order.  He  was  never  aware  that  the  cap- 
tains of  the  yards  interfered  minutely  with 
the  details  of  business  ;  their  duty  was  to 
superintend  the  general  arrangements.  As 
to  the  other  point,  in  regard  to  limiting 
the  tenure  of  office  to  fiie  years,  he  thought 
that  where  a  captain  was  superintending, 
and  before  the  end  of  the  term  succeeded 
to  his  flag,  there  might  be  a  modification 
of  the  rule  so  far  as  not  to  allow  him  to 
retire  until  the  end  of  the  term. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  had  always  un- 
derstood from  reading  works  of  fiction, 
particularly  the  novels  of  Captain  Marryat, 
which  were  the  principal  source  of  his  nau- 
tical knowledge,  that  a  naval  officer  ought 
to  be  acquainted  with  all  the  details  of  his 
ship,  and  if  the  offices  in  the  dockyards 
were  open  to  them  as  a  prize,  they  would 
have  an  interest  in  acquiring  that  know- 
ledge. It  was  very  undesirable,  therefore, 
that  the  present  system  should  be  altered. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  Resolution  before 
the  House  came  to  this,  that  officers  who 
were  not  possessed  of  a  technical  know- 
ledge of  the  work  carried  on  in  the  dock- 
yards should  not  be  appointed.  A  great 
many  naval  officers,  however,  were  pos- 
sessed of  that  knowledge.  There  were 
various  other  things  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration besides  the  building  of  ships. 
0  2 
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The  rigging  of  ships  was  an  important 
matter,  where  the  weights  should  he 
placed,  where  the  piercings  for  the  guns 
should  be  made,  and  other  things  of  the 
same  kind.  He  remembered  a  time  when 
the  ships  could  not  sail  dose  to  the  wind 
because  the  shrouds  were  placed  too  far 
forward.  A  na?al  officer  was  placed  at 
the  head  of  the  dockyards  ;  he  put  the 
shrouds  further  back,  and  the  ships  were 
enabled  to  sail  closer  to  the  wind.  The 
same  officer  also  made  a  great  impro?e- 
ment  in  the  sails,  and  thus  a  great  saying 
was  effected.  Here,  then,  were  two  im* 
proyements  introduced,  not  by  a  civilian, 
but  by  an  officer  wbo  had  served  all  his 
time  at  sea  and  had  gained  battles  tbere. 
Allusion  had  been  made  to  the  French 
dockyards.  They  had  in  France  a  school 
of  naval  architecture  similar  to  that  which 
had  been  established  by  the  Qoyemment, 
only  the  French  school  was  on  a  much 
more  extensive  scale.  The  French  Oo- 
yemment  educated  their  naval  officers 
there,  every  officer  having  to  pass  two 
years  at  the  school.  There  he  learned 
many  branches  of  science  applicable  to 
nayflJ  architecture,  and  the  result  was  those 
officers  became  so  eminent  that  they  were 
sought  by  all  the  firms  throughout  France, 
they  were  sought  by  foreign  countries,  and 
they  were  placed  at  the  head  of  the  various 
steam-packet  establishments.  Considering 
all  those  facts  he  thought  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was  not  one 
which  ought  to  be  agreed  to,  inasmuch  as 
the  Government  had  adopted  the  most 
proper  course.  They  had  established  a 
naval  school,  by  means  of  which,  he  firmly 
believed,  most  naval  officers — if  not  all  of 
them — would  become  eminent  by  their 
knowledge  of  shipbuilding. 

Mb.  BEIGHT  :  Sir,  I  am  very  much 
surprised  at  the  course  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
because  he  seems  to  me  as  if  he  were 
anxious  to  shut  out  any  admonition  on  the 
part  of  the  House  that  should  enable  him 
and  the  heads  of  his  Department  to  con- 
trol that  Department  in  a  more  satisfactory 
manner.  What  can  be  more  reasonable 
and  more  gentle  than  the  proposition  made 
by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Seely)  ?  It  is 
not  that  you  shall  not  have  as  superin- 
tendents of  dockyards  naval  officers,  but 
that  you  shall  not  have  them  of  necessity. 
Therefore  all  the  arguments  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  go  for  nothing.  It  is  that, 
when  you  appoint  a  naval  officer,  he  shall 
be  a  man  who  has  a  technical  knowledge 
Lord  Robert  Montagu 


of  the  duties  he  is  expected  to  superintend. 
Was  anything  more  rational  ever  proposed 
to  Parliament  ?  I  shall  not  say  was  any- 
thing so  rational  ever  refused  by  Parlia- 
ment ?  That  would  be  an  absurd  question 
to  ask.  But  if  tbe  noble  Lord  (Lord  Cla- 
rence Paget)  should  persuade  the  House  to 
refuse  this  Resolution  it  will  be  tantamount 
to  obtaining  from  Parliament  an  acknow- 
ledgment that  it  is  right  to  appoint  to  the 
office  of  Superintendents  of  dockyards  men 
who,  being  naval  officers,  know  nothing 
of  the  duties  which  they  are  expected  to 
discharge.  I  will  undertake  to  say  that 
if  the  proposition  be  now  negatived  it  will 
be  obtaining  from  Parliament  a  sanction 
to  a  gross  abuse — namely,  that  you  should 
place  men  in  charge  of  the  expenditure  of 
something  like  £3,000,000  a  year,  and 
that  there  shall  be  no  blame  attached  to 
the  Department  if  these  men  so  placed  in 
charge  know  nothing  of  the  matters  thej 
are  expected  to  superintend.  I  ask  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
whether  it  would  not  be  much  better  not 
to  divide  the  House,  and  to  accept  these 
words — ^not  to  accept  Uiem  as  a  stringent 
rule  which  shall  bind  them  down  to  do  a 
certain  thing,  but  that  they  shall  under- 
stand that  in  the  judgment  of  Parliament 
it  is  desirable  that  when  officers  are  ap* 
pointed  Superintendents  of  dockyards  they 
should  know  something  about  the  busineas 
which  they  are  expected  to  superintend. 
With  regard  to  the  question  whether  the 
Superintendents  should  continue  in  office 
for  a  longer  period  than  five  years,  that, 
perhaps,  is  not  a  matter  of  quite  such  im- 
portance, but  it  does  seem  unfortunate  that 
there  should  be  a  change  in  the  men  just 
at  the  time  when  they  become  competent 
in  their  departments.  Aware  of  the  yiewa 
of  reform  entertained  by  the  noble  Lord 
in  regard  to  the  Admiralty,  and  of  the 
anxiety  which,  I  have  no  doubt,  he  sin- 
cerely entertains  and  feels,  that  that  De- 
partment of  the  Admiralty  should  be  cod- 
uucted  in  a  manner  more  in  accordan(^e 
with  the  interests  of  the  public  and  the 
views  of  this  House,  I  ask  him  to  accept 
the  words  of  my  hon.  Friend  as  a  positire 
assistance  to  him  in  the  right  performanee 
of  his  duties.  I  think  if  he  rejects  them 
that  he  will  weaken  his  own  power  and 
that  of  his  Colleagues,  and  will  do  that 
which  for  years  past  I  have  heard  hiia 
assert  in  this  House  most  strongly  oo^bt 
not  to  be  done  in  the  interests  of  the  pobTic. 
Mr.  W.  0.  STANLEY  said,  he  was  of 
the  opinion  that  the  resolution  was  a  moat 
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proper  one.  What  did  the  Admiraltj 
themBehes  do  with  regard  to  the  officers 
whom  they  had  appointed  to  Bteam  vesseU? 
In  the  first  instance  thej  had  obtained 
incompetent  men  to  manage  them,  bat 
now  thej  would  not  appoint  an  officer  to 
command  nnless  he  had  attended  at  Ports- 
mouth a  regular  coarse  of  steam  instruc- 
tion. On  these  grounds  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  well  advised  to  accept  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  CORRT  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Bright)  had  thrown  a 
new  light  upon  the  resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lincoln.     So  far  as  he  (Mr. 
Corrj)  nnderstood  its  meaning  it  went  to 
say,   not    that    naval    officers*   but    that 
civilians  possessed  of  a  technical  know- 
ledge of  shipbuilding  ought  to  be  appointed 
to  the  office  of  Superintendent.     He  was 
not  present  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  made 
his  statement,  but  he  was  told  that  that 
was  the  sense  in  which  he  spoke.      He 
(Mr.   Corry)  should  like  to  know  if  the 
interpretation  which  was  now  put  upon  the 
Resolution  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham be  correct,  what  right  had  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  to  assume  that 
naval  officers  placed  at  the  head  of  the 
dockyards  had  not  that  competent  know- 
ledge of  shipbuilding  which  he  deemed  so 
necessary  ?  He  spoke  with  some  experience 
of  the  Admiralty  when  he  asserted  that 
the  Board  always  endeavoured  to  select 
the   best  qualified  officers  that  could  be 
found  to  occupy  the  post  of  Superintendents 
of  Her  Majesty's  dockyards.     He  should 
like  to  hear  the  name  of  a  Superintendent 
who   bad  been  found  to  be  incompetent. 
He    maintained  that,  as  a  general  rule, 
they  had  been  well  selected,  and  performed 
their  duties  satisfactorily.     It  was  a  mis- 
taken opinion  that  it  was  necessary  that 
the  head  of  the  dockyard  should  be  a  ship- 
bailder.    They  might   as  well  say  that 
artists  should  be  canvas-makers,  because 
they   painted  on  canvas.    If  the  object 
were  merely  to  bnild  ships  it  would  be 
different,  but  after  a  ship  was  built  there 
was  much  to  be  done  to  put  her  into  a 
proper  state  for  sea,  and  to  fit  her  as  a 
man-of-war,  and   it  was  not   to   be  ex- 
pected that  an  officer  of  the  rank  of  Staff 
Commander,  exercising    the  duties  of    a 
master  attendant,  in  whose  department  this 
lay,  would  take  his  orders  from  a  master 
shipwright.     Although    the   plans,    Ac, 
were  laid  down  in  the  office  of  the  Sarveyor 
of  the  Navy,   Superintendents   of   dock- 
yards frequently  commnnicated  valuable 


suggestions  respecting  the  fittings  and 
arrangements  of  a  ship  to  the  Surveyor, 
and  they  were  in  many  instances  acted 
upon.  The  presence  of  an  experienced 
naval  officer,  as  the  head  of  a  dockyard, 
was  of  the  greatest  advantage.  So  far 
from  dockyard  work  costing  more  than 
contract  work,  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham,  he  (Mr.  Corry)  would 
undertake  to  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  a 
Select  Committee  that  extravagant  expen- 
diture was  occasioned  by  the  latter  more 
than  by  the  former.  It  had  been  said  that 
it  was  absurd  that  the  cost  of  repairing  a 
ship  should  be  greater  than  the  cost  price, 
but  he  knew  of  no  such  instance  in  the 
case  of  ships  built  in  our  dockyards,  though 
it  I) ad  not  been  rare  in  the  case  of  con- 
tract-built ships.  If  the  dockyards  cost  a 
great  deal  the  country  had  the  worth  of  its 
money. 

Mb.  DALGLISH  said,  that  he  did  not 
think  that  this  Motion  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  total  exclusion  of  qualified  officers 
of  the  navy  from  the  superintendance  of 
the  dockyards.  All  they  asked  was  that 
qualified  Superintendents  should  be  ap- 
pointed, whether  officers  of  the  navy  or 
not.  There  was  a  prevailing  impression 
throughout  the  country  that  the  dockyards 
were  not  managed  with  that  consideration 
for  economy  which  was  desirable.  It  was, 
therefore,  most  important  that  Superin- 
tendents of  dockyards  should  be  men  who 
knew  something  of  accounts,  and  were 
qualified  to  attend  to  the  management  of 
large  concerns.  As  sailors,  the  present 
naval  Superintendents  might  be  efficient, 
they  might  have  distinguished  themselves  in 
fighting  their  ships,  but,  after  spending 
many  years  of  their  lives  at  sea,  they  were 
not  fit  to  manage  large  manufacturing 
establishments.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  House  would  agree  to  accept  the  words 
proposed. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  the  Resolution 
was  not  an  abstract  proposition  as  to  these 
appointments,  but  a  distinct  assertion  that 
it  was  inexpedient  to  continue  an  ex- 
isting practice,  and  therefore  implied  a 
censure  on  the  present  mode  of  appoint- 
ment of  naval  officers.  His  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Seely)  had  brought  forward  a  mass  of 
figures,  and  in  doing  so  he  made  an  extra- 
ordinary statement — namely,  that  his  only 
wish  was  to  see  them  to-morrow  in  the 
newspapers.  How  was  it  possible  for  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Clarence  Paget)  or 
himself  to  refute  figures  some  of  which 
his  hon.  Friend  would  not  even  read,  and 
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which  he  handed  o?er  to  the  reporters  to 
be  put  in  print  ?     What  hit  hon.  Friend 
did  on  a  former  occasion  was  to  communi- 
cate with  him  beforehand,  and  to  tell  him 
what  were  the  items  he  meant  to  discuss. 
This  was  a  course  which  enabled  him  to 
meet  his  hon.  Friend,  but  it  was  impos- 
sible to  discuss  figures  some   of   which 
were  not  e?en  read.     However,  since  the 
division   he  had  had   time   to   look   into 
one  or  two  of  the  figures   read  by   his 
hon.  Friend,  and  he  would  tell  the  House 
what  those  figures  actually  were.      The 
hon.   Gentleman   alluded   to   the   cost  of 
certain   milled   lead   and   lead  pipes,   the 
Items  referring  to  which  he  extracted  from 
the  balance-sheet  of  1862-3  ;  and  he  said 
that  such  was  the  extravagance  of  the  Go- 
▼ernment  system  of  manufacture,  that  the 
Government  lost  upon  the  year,  he  be- 
lieved the  hon.  Gentleman  said,  £1,090. 
Now,  the  whole  amount  of  the  account  of 
the  year  was,  on  the  debtor  side,  £10,048 
for  materials,  £185  for  labour,  £165  for 
general  expenditure,  and  £1,015  as  per- 
centage to  meet  those  general  charges 
which  his  hon.  Friend  said  were  not  brought 
in  at  all.     The  only  expenditure,  therefore, 
over  which  the  dockyard  authorities  could 
have  any  control   was  £185  for  labour 
and  £165  for  general  expenditure,  the 
total  being  £350.     With  the  purchase  of 
materials  the  dockyard  authorities  had  no- 
thing to  do.     The  materials  were  placed 
at   their  disposal    by   the   authorities   of 
Somerset  House  ;  the  price  at  which  they 
were  purchased  was  furnished  to  them,  and 
they  had  to  produce  a  manufacturing  ba- 
lance-sheet.    How  his  hon.   Friend  could 
make  a  loss  of  £1,090  out  of  £350  did 
not  appear.     Perhaps  he  would  say  that 
he  did  not  find  fault  with  the  dockyard 
authorities,  but  with  the  Storekeeper  Ge- 
neral.    But  this  had  nothing  to  do  with 
his  Motion,  which  referred  to  the  present 
practice*  of  dockyard  appointments  as  an 
unsound  one,  and  one  which  led  to  extra- 
vagance.    An  instance  like  this  ought  to 
warn  the  House  to  be  a  little  careful  in 
accepting  general  figures  like  those  of  his 
hon.  Friend.     For  the  purposes  of  debate 
it  would  have  been  much  more  convenient 
if  his  hon.  Friend,  instead  of  reading  off 
certain  figures  so  rapidly  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  follow  them,  had  done  him    the 
kindness  to  place  those  figures  in  his  hands, 
that  he  might  look  into  them,  and  then  he 
could   probably  have  done  justice  to  the 
department,  and  have  put  the  House  right 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  accounts  were 
Mr.  Childen 


prepared.  As  to  the  balance-sheet  of  the 
manufacturing  departments,  he  thought  be 
had  wearied  the  House  by  his  explanations. 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  he  had 
already  stated  the  changes  which  were  in 
process  of  introduction,  and  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  had  admitted  were  s 
great  improvement.  All  the  objections  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  a  past 
state  of  things — namely,  the  accounts  in 
1862  ;  the  basis  of  which  had  been  siooe 
revised  by  himself  and  his  predecessor  in 
office. 

Mb.  SBELT  said,  he  had  not  his  figures 
with  him,  and  he  could  not  refer  to  them, 
but  if  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  wooM 
do  him  the  favour,  as  be  did  on  a  former 
occasion,  of  meeting  him  at  Somerset 
House,  he  would  go  into  the  question  witk 
him,  and  he  would  venture  to  affirm  that 
in  less  than  half  an  hour  his  hon.  Friend 
would  admit  that  he  was  right.  The  dif- 
ference in  price  between  ingot  lead  and 
pipe  lead  in  the  market  was  3d,  per  cwt., 
one  being  20«.  3(1.  and  the  other  20s.  6d, ; 
and  in  calculating  this  account  he  deducted 
from  the  total  cost  of  the  ingot  lead,  and 
then  he  said  so  much  was  for  labour,  and 
he  put  it  to  the  House  whether  that  was 
not  a  fair  way  of  estimating  the  coat  of  the 
labour.  The  cost  for  labour  in  the  Goyeni- 
ment  manufactory  was  Is.  8|i.,  as  against 
3d.  for  the  milled  lead,  and  4«.  8i.  or 
4«.  lOd,  for  pipes,  as  against  3d.,  the  cost 
in  the  open  market.  When  he  met  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  junior  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, at  Somerset  House,  he  must  admit 
that  nearly  every  statement  he  (Mr.  Scelj) 
made  in  the  House  on  a  former  oceaiioa 
was  found  to  be  correct.  As  regarded 
balance-sheets  it  was  absurd  to  say  that 
such  charges  as  interest  on  capital  laid  oat 
were  not  to  be  taken  into  account  in  esti- 
mating the  cost  of  an  article. 

Mr.  CHILDBRS  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  had  challenged  him  as  to  certain 
matters,  it  was  necessary  that  he  shonld 
explain.  The  hon.  Member  had  on  a 
former  occasion  quoted  certain  figures  fron 
a  Report,  which  were  in  black  and  white, 
which  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  contra- 
dict, and  he  never  had.  What  he  did 
contradict 

Mb.  SPEAKER  called  the  bon.  Geo* 
tleman  to  order. 

Mb.  SEBLT  said,  he  repeated  bis 
challenge  to  meet  the  hon.  Gentleman  at 
Somerset  House,  and  if  he  did  not  make 
good  his  statement  about  the  lead  he  would 
apologise  to  the  House.   With  regard  to  tba 
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balaiuie'BhMi  referred  to,  it  was  necessary 
to  take  into  account  the  charges  for  labour, 
gas,  rent,  and  other  matters  of  that  kind, 
which  should  bo  charged  in  ascertaining 
the  cost  of  an  article.  It  was  an  absurdity 
to  argue  this  question  without  that  were 
done. 

Mn.  CHILDBRS  said,  he  hoped  he 
might  be  permitted  to  explain.  He  had 
been  stopped  in  the  middle  of  a  sentence. 

liR.  SPEAKER  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  might  explain  what  required  expla- 
nation in  his  own  speech,  but  he  must  not 
reply. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  must  appeal 
to  the  House  whether,  having  been  chal- 
lenged, and  the  cheers  of  the  House  re- 
quiring that  he  should  answer  it,  he  was 
to  be  stopped  in  the  midddle  of  a  sentence. 
Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  not  in  order.  If  it  were  permitted,  he 
might  go  on  making  half-a-dozen  more 
speeches. 

Admibal  WALCOTT,  said,  he  belie?ed 
that  the  Admiralty  in  selecting  the  Super- 
intendents  were  not    actuated  by   party 
feelings,  but  chose  the  officers  most  capable 
of  presiding  oyer  the  dockyards.     If  the 
Superintendents  were  acquainted  with  ship- 
boilding  they  would  be  more  efficient,  but 
that  knowledge  was  not  indispensable,  as 
they  bad  under  them  assistants  who  pos- 
sessed  experience  in    the  construction  of 
▼easels.     He   admitted  that  the  expense 
was  considerably  more  in  the  Royal  dock- 
yards than  'in  the  private  yards,  but  that 
was  owing  to  the  contracts,  with  the  mak- 
ing of  which  the  Superintendents  had  no- 
thing to  do.     The  present  Motion  might 
be  of  advantage  in  directing  the  attention 
of  the  Admiralty   to   many  points  which 
had   been  touched  upon,  but  he  thought 
that  naval  officers  were  the  most  suitable 
persons  to  preside  over  the  Royal  dock- 
yards.   The  most  important   duty    they 
had  to  perform  was  to  examine  ships  when 
they  came  home  from  foreign  stations,  and 
put  them  in  an  efficient  state  to  proceed  to 
some  other  distant  station — in  fact,   they 
were  called  upon  to  discbarge  duties  which 
no  Superintendent  Shipwrightwould  be  able 
to  perform.     In  case  of  war,  or  of  a  ship 
requiring  to  be  immediately  refitted  on  her 
eoming  home   from  a  foreign    station,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  rely  on  the  yards  at 
Liverpool  and  Olasgow,  and  in  the  Thames. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not  press 
bis  Motion. 

Mb.  FINLAT  said,  he  admitted  that 
with  regard  to  economy  the  Royal  dock- 


yards could  not  be  compared  with  private 
yards  ;  but  that  was  not  exactly  the  ques« 
tion  before  the  House.  The  question 
was,  whether  naval  officers  who  were  with- 
out a  peculiar  technical  knowledge  were 
suitable  for  Superintendents.  It  was  im- 
possible for  any  ono  person,  whether  naval 
or  civilian,  to  have  a  technical  knowlege  of 
all  the  various  branches  of  the  business 
carried  on  in  the  dockyards;  but  he  main- 
tained that  a  naval  man  was  better  quali- 
fied than  any  other  for  the  post  of  super- 
intendent, because  an  important  part  of 
his  duty  was  to  take  care  that  ships  were 
sent  to  sea  in  a  fit  state  to  meet  an  enemy. 
The  effect  of  the  Resolution  would  be  en- 
tirely to  disqualify  naval  officers  from 
holding  these  offices,  and  he  therefore 
hoped  that  the  House  would  not  agree  to  it. 
Viscount  PALME  RSTON  :  Sir,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  question  is  a  very 
simple  one,  upon  which  the  good  sense  of 
the  House  can  hardly  fail  to  come  to  a 
right  conclusion.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Seely)  who  made  the  Motion  contends,  and 
contends  with  some  force — if  all  that  is 
required  is  to  construct  a  wooden  frame 
that  shall  float  and  be  a  good  ship  to  go 
through  the  water — that  a  civilian  may  be 
as  fit,  and  possibly  a  more  fit  person, 
to  superintend  a  dockyard  than  a  naval 
officer.  But  the  business  of  the  Royal 
dockyards  is  to  construct,  not  simply  vessels 
to  go  through  the  water,  but  vessels  adapted 
to  the  purposes  of  war  ;  and  I  think  that 
my  noble  and  hon.  Friends  (Lord  Clarence 
Paget  and  Mr.  Childers)  ha?e  shown  con- 
clusively that  none  but  a  naval  officer,  who 
knows  what  a  ship  of  war  ought  to  be  and 
is  conversant  with  all  those  details  which 
adapt  her  to  the  purposes  of  war,  can 
properly  superintend  the  construction  of 
vessels  intended  to  serve  those  purposes  ; 
and,  therefore,  that  if  yon  were  to  exclude 
naval  officers  from  the  superintendence  of 
the  dockyards,  you  would  be  doing  a  great 
injury  to  the  public  service.  The  Resolu- 
tion as  it  stands  seems  to  me  not  only  to 
affirm  that  which  I  think  is  erroneous  in 
reason,  but  to  pass  a  censure  which  is  not 
deserved,  because  it  says  that  the  practice 
of  appointing  naval  officers  who  are  unfit 
for  the  offices  to  which  they  are  appointed 
ought  to  cease.  My  hon.  Friend  ought  to 
show  that  such  a  practice  exists.  We 
deny  that  it  does.  We  say  that  the  naval 
officers  who  have  been  appointed  to  the 
superintendence  of  dockyards,  and  those 
who  are  now  filling  such  offices,  have  been 
and  are  perfectly  competent  to  perform  the 
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duties  which  speoiallj  belong  to  an  officer 
who  hat  to  produce  a  ship  of  war  for  the 
service  of  the  nation.  I  should  therefore 
hope  that  the  House  will  be  content  to 
allow  mj  hon.  Friend  who  made  the  Motion 

iMr.  Seely),  to  meet  mj  hon.  Friend  the 
lOrd  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Childers)  at 
Somerset  House,  and  fight  their  battles 
o?er  pages  of  figures  in  the  way  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  proposed  that 
the  duel  should  be  carried  on.  I  hare  no 
doubt  that  the  result  of  that  single  combat 
between  the  two  champions  would  be  that 
they  would  come  to  some  conclusion  with 
reference  to  the  facts  which  would  be  satis- 
factory to  both.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
neither  of  them  will  endea?our  to  arrive 
at  anything  but  the  truth  ;  and,  under  these 
circumstances,  I  trust  that  the  House  will 
not  a^ree  to  a  Motion  whjch  points  to  a 
conclusion  which  is  not  founded  in  reason 
and  seems  to  cast  an  imputation  upon 
officers  who  do  not  at  all  deserve  it. 

Mr.  AYBTON  said,  that  he  on  the 
contrary  hoped  that  the  House  would  accept 
the  Resolution  in  the  sense  in  which  it  was 
intended.  The  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Pal- 
merston)  had  entirely  misconceived  its 
meaning.  It  declared  that  it  was  inexpe- 
dient to  continue  the  practice  of  appointing 
naval  officers  who  possessed  no  technical 
knowledge  of  the  business  of  the  dock- 
yards. He  was  sure  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  not  assert  that  the  naval  officers 
who  had  been  made  Superintendents  had 
been  appointed  in  consequence  of  their 
technical  knowledge.  It  was  matter  of 
notoriety  that  they  were  appointed  because 
they  were  distinguished  fighting  officers. 
All  that  the  Reaolution  affirmed  was  that 
if  a  naval  officer  was  appointed  he  ought  to 
be  a  man  who  possessed  technical  know- 
ledge, and  that  if  no  officer  so  qualified 
could  be  found  the  Government  ought  to 
look  elsewhere. 

Mb.  laird  said,  that  he  entirely  ap- 
proved that  nart  of  the  Resolution  which 
condemned  the  practice  of  changing  the 
Superintendents  of  dockyards  every  ^fe 
years.  He  could  not  see  any  reason  for 
such  a  course,  except  to  increase  the  pa- 
tronage of  the  Admiralty.  As  to  the 
Superintendents  themselves,  in  his  opinion 
the  best  man  to  be  at  the  head  of  a  dock- 
yard was  not  a  gentleman  who  possessed 
merely  a  technical  knowledge  of  one  branch 
of  the  work  which  was  performed  there, 
but  a  good  man  of  business  and  practical 
knowledge,  who  should  exercise  control 
over  the  heads  of  departmentSi  and  see 
Viaoount  FdmerBton 


that  the  various  officers  carried  out  the 
works  intrusted  to  them. 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words '  in  the  opioion  of  this  Hoom, 
it  is  inexpedient  to  oontinue  the  practice  of  &p- 
pointing  Naval  Oflloers  who  are  not  posMssed  of 
a  teohnioal  knowledge  of  the  bosiness  carried  ob 
in  Her  Majesty's  D^kyards  to  the  ofiAoei  of  Sn- 
perintendents  thereof,  and  the  practice  of  Umitiitf 
their  tenure  of  oflioe  to  a  period  of  Ato  yean, 
be  added,  instead  thereof." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  33  ;  Noes 
60 :  Majority  27. 

Lord  ROBERT  MONTAGU  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentlemtnio 
the  Chair  what  was  the  Question  before  the 
House  ?  The  original  question  had  bees 
that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair,  te 
which  an  Amendment  had  been  mored, 
and  the  House  decided  that  all  the  words 
after  the  word  '*  that*'  should  be  omitted. 
Now  the  House  had  decided  that  other 
words  should  not  be  added,  and  the  cooie- 
quence  was  that  the  word  "  that"  was  the 
only  question  before  the  House.  Hewiehed 
to  know  whether  it  was  competent  for  m 
hon.  Member  to  put  a  Question  upon  thit 
word. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  I  beg  to 
move  that  this  House  do  on  Monday  re- 
scire  itself  into  Committee  of  Supply. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  noble  LoHi 
(Lord  Robert  Montagu)  has  justly  pointed 
out  what  the  course  of  the  House  has  been. 
It  has  negatived  the  Motion  that  I  dov 
leave  the  Chair,  and  it  has  declined  to  add 
the  words  which  were  just  now  the  subject 
of  discussion  ;  but  I  apprehend  the  boa. 
Gentleman  who  has  now  risen  (Mr.  Hanbary 
Tracy)  is  going  to  supply  the  deficiency  bj 
suggesting  some  words  to  be  added  to  the 
word  "  that"  which  may  perhaps  be  more 
acceptable  to  the  House. 

THE  ORDER  OP  THE  BATH. 
ADDBESS  HOYED. 

Mb.  HANBURY  TRACY  said,  he  row 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  the  question  of  which  be  Iiad 
given  notice,  and  in  doing  so  claimed  the 
indulgence  of  the  House,  feeling  that  he 
was  treading  on  somewhat  delicate  groui^* 
The  appointments  to  and  promotions  in 
the  Order  of  the  Bath  which  had  recently 
been  made  had  attracted  the  attention  of 
officers  of  all  grades  in  both  branches  of 
Her  Majesty's  service,  and  they  foond 
themselves  unable  to  reconcile  tliose 
appointments  and  promotions  with  the 
original  design  with  which  the  order  ir«> 
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instituted.  The  decoration  of  the  Bath 
had,  aboTO  all  others,  been  looked  npon 
as  the  reward  of  merit  exclusiYelj,  but 
some  of  the  late  appointments  had  given 
rise  to  the  suspicion  that  it  was  in  danger 
of  losing  its  distinctive  character  and  of 
being  lowered  to  the  level  of  those  foreign 
insignia  which  meant  so  little  and  were  so 
easily  acquired.  He  did  not  know  whether 
it  was  in  contemplation  to  make  a  fusion 
of  the  several  distinctions  which  were 
comprised  under  the  general  name  of  the 
Order  of  the  Bath,  but  it  seemed  that  what 
bad  latelj  been  done  was  a  step  in  that 
direction.  It  was  hardly  necessary  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  Order  of  the 
Bath  was  reyiyed  by  George  I.  in  May, 
17259  and  was  further  enlarged  by  the 
Prince  Regent  in  1815,  he  being  desirous 
of  commemorating  the  auspicious  termina* 
tion  of  the  long  and  arduous  contest  which 
the  oountry  had  been  engaged  in,  and  of 
marking  in  an  especial  manner  the  valour 
and  devotion  shown  by  officers  engaged  by 
sea  and  land.  It  was  then  directed  that 
the  Order  should  in  future  consist  of  and 
be  diyided  into  three  olassess— the  Qrand 
Crosa,  Knighthood,  and  the  Companionship 
of  tlie  Bath.  The  regulations  connected 
with  it  were  expressly  laid  down  by  statute, 
aad  it  was  ordained  that  no  person  should 
be  admitted  to  the  third  class 

*'  Unless  his  servioes  should  have  been  marked 
by  especial  meDtion  in  despatohes,  as  having  dis- 
iingnialied  himself  hj  his  valoar  and  oonduot  in 
aetion  against  the  enemy  whilst  in  command  of  a 
ship  of  war,  of  troops,  or  while  at  the  head  of  a 
military  department,  or  as  having  by  some  actual 
service  under  his  immediate  oonduot  and  direc- 
tion oontriboted  to  the  success  of  such  action." 

No  one  could  for  a  moment  dispute  the 
fact  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Prince 
Regent  when  he  expressly  laid  down  the 
rales  which  were  to  form  a  guide  for  the 
entrance  into  the  lower  grades  that  the 
same  should  apply  to  the  higher,  and  that, 
therefore,  no  officer  should  have  the  Grand 
Cross  or  Knighthood  of  the  Order  con- 
ferred on  him  unless  he  were  qualified  to 
become  a  Companion  of  the  Order.  But, 
as  if  to  show  this  more  distinctly,  in  the 
year  1847  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty 
Was  pleased  to  still  further  enlarge  the 
Order  by  the  construction  of  a  Civil  branch, 
Comprising  three  grades  as  in  the  military. 
This  branch  had  enabled  Her  Majesty  to 
Confer  the  decoration  on  those  who  by 
long  meritorious  service  and  devotion  to  the 
Sovereign  in  a  civil  capacity  were  entitled 
V>  some  BQch  mark  of  distinction.      Bat 


the  yery  creation  of  this  division  unmis- 
takably pointed  out  that  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  Sovereign  that  military  and  civil 
services  should  reeeiye  distinct  rewards, 
and  that  the  prestige  and  dignity  of  the 
military  decoration  should  be  kept  alive 
intact.  Such,  at  any  rate,  had  been  the 
principle  and  eharacter  of  the  Order  as 
viewed  by  officers  both  of  the  army  and 
navy.  The  yalue  of  a  decoration  con- 
sisted entirely  in  the  rigid  observance  of 
the  regulations  under  which  it  was  first 
instituted.  In  a  service  where  there 
were  few  such  decorations,  in  a  country 
disliking  ribands  and  insignia,  that  which 
distinctiyely  pointed  out  a  man  as  having 
distinguished  himself  in  action  as  well  as 
having  served  his  country  for  a  long  num- 
ber of  years  was  naturally  regarded  as  the 
only  Order  of  merit,  and  was  prized  accord- 
ingly. Among  the  appointments  which  had 
lately  been  made  there  were  cases  which 
had  created  the  impression  that  the  old 
constitution  of  the  Order  had  been  altered 
or  was  abont  to  be  changed.  They  found 
officers  who  had  never  distinguished  them- 
selves in  action,  officers  who  by  the  rules 
expressly  laid  down  in  1815  were  not  qua- 
lified even  to  become  Companions,  receiving 
the  Grand  Cross  and  Knighthood  of  the 
Order,  and,  what  was  even  still  stranger, 
it  was  found  that  officers  had  been  trans- 
ferred from  the  civil  to  the  military  branch. 
If  it  was  urged  that  whether  the  country 
was  at  peace  or  at  war  it  was  necessary 
that  the  number  in  the  higher  grades 
should  be  kept  complete,  and  that  there- 
fore during  peace  officers  must  receive  the 
decoration  without  any  yery  distinguished 
service,  it  was  a  sufficient  answer  that 
there  were  very  many  officers  now  Compa- 
nions of  the  Order  who  were  well  qualified 
to  enter  on  the  higher  grades,  and  that  as 
England  always  had  some  little  war  in 
hand  there  never  would  be  a  lack  of  distin- 
guished officers.  When  he  looked  among 
the  list  of  Companions  he  found  officers 
whose  seryices  none  could  dispute,  and 
whose  deeds  of  gallantry  before  the  enemy 
had  appeared  in  despatch  after  despatch, 
but  who  were  passed  over,  while  others 
with  no  military  claims  whatever  under 
the  existing  statute  received  the  highest 
honours*  He  thought  that  no  more  re- 
markable instance  could  be  shown  than  in 
the  case  of  an  officer  well  known  to  that 
House  for  his  deeds  of  daring.  He  alluded 
to  "Nemesis"  Hall,  now  an  admiral,  but 
who  eyer  since  he  received  the  Compa- 
nionship of  the  Order  had  been   placed 
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entirely  in  the  baekg^ronnd.  Wm  it  to  be 
wondered  at  that  under  theae  eiroumttaneea 
great  dissatisfaetion  should  prevail  both  in 
the  army  and  navy,  and  that  officers  who 
for  heroic  conduct  and  bravery  in  action 
received  the  Oompanionship,  thinking 
at  the  time  it  was  but  a  stepping-stone 
to  the  next,  should  look  with  dismay  at 
these  decorations,  and  were  anxious  to 
know  whether  the  0.6.  was  in  future  to  be 
the  only  military  decoration,  and  what 
were  the  regulations  to  be  enforced  ?  He 
hoped  that  in  what  he  had  said  he  would 
not  be  thought  to  dispute  the  Royal  Pre- 
rogative to  confer  this  Order  on  whom  it 
pleased.  He  had  raised  this  question 
with  the  view  of  guarding  that  gift  most 
jealously  from  being  lowered  in  value.  His 
only  object  was  to  set  at  rest  a  feeling  of 
uneasiness  which  had  pervaded  both  ser- 
Tices  during  the  last  few  months,  and  in 
justice  to  those  gallant  officers  who  had 
received  the  Military  Order  in  former  years 
for  actual  service.  He  felt  confident  that 
the  statutes  of  the  fiath  were  either  en* 
tirely  misunderstood  by  the  army  and 
navy,  or  that  the  regulations  had  under- 
gone some  silent  alteration.  He  begged 
to  ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
recommend  to  the  Crown  the  amalgama- 
tion of  the  Civil  and  Military  Orders  of  the 
Batli ;  and  to  move  an  Address  for  returns 
of  any  alterations  and  the  regulations. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  add  after  the  word  **  That,"  in  the  Original 
Question,  the  words  **  an  humble  Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majestj,  that  She  will  be  graoiously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  Uid  before 
this  House  a  Copy  of  any  Regulations  altering 
the  Constitution  of  the  Most  Honourable  Order 
of  the  Bath."— (Jlfr.  Banbury  Tracy.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Sm  WILLIAM  FBASER  said,  that 
when  he  had  called  attention  to  the 
subject  of  the  Order  of  the  Bath  upon  a 
former  occasion,  the  noble  Lord  had  con- 
ferred a  boon  upon  the  gallant  officers  ad- 
mitted to  the  Order  by  remitting  the  fees 
of  which  formerly  they  had  been  mulcted. 
On  this  occasion  he  did  not  intend  to 
animadvert  upon  any  recent  appointments, 
believing  that  it  was  the  Royal  Prerogative 
to  confer  the  distinction  as  it  pleased.  The 
Order  had  always  held  a  distinguished 
place  in  the  annals  of  the  kingdom.  Ori- 
ginally, no  doubt,  it  was  a  personal  mark 
of  honour  from  the  Sovereign.  Henry  IV. 
at  his  Coronation  gave  a  large  number  of 
Mr.  Hanhwry  Tracy 


such  distincUons,  and  Charles  II.  at  the 
Restoration  gave  away  a  large  number  of 
Red  Ribands,    and  thereby  lowered   the 
value  of  the  distinction.     In  the  reiga  oC 
George  I.,  Walpole  met  many  claims  for  the 
Order  of  the  Garter  by  creating  thirty-aix 
Kniffhts  of  the  Bath,  and  mulcting  then 
of  £1,000  each.  He  took  the  Order  him- 
self, and  met   the  remonstrances  of   the 
Duchess  of  Marlborough,  as  to  her  grand- 
son not  receiving  the  Garter,  by  the  reply, 
"  Madam,  who  takes  the  Bath  now  may 
take  the  Garter  hereafter."      The   title 
of  Sir  Robert  Walpole  was  derived  from 
the  Bath;  and  in  later  times  some  of  our 
best  known  characters,  such  as  Sir  Philip 
Francis  and  Sir  Joseph  Banks,  were   in- 
debted for  their  titles  to  this  Order  of  which 
they  had  been  made  Knights.  To  the  end  of 
the  Peninsular  War  the  members  styled 
themselves  simply  Knights  of  the  Batb ;  bat 
a  time  arrived  when  it  became  necessary  ts 
imitate  the  foreign  Orders  of  Knighthood, 
and  the    Prince  Regent  was  advised  to 
divide  the  Order  into  three  Classes — Grand 
Crosses,  composed  principally  of  soldien, 
but  with  some  civilians,   and  two    other 
Classes,  composed  entirely  of  soldiers.    It 
still,   however,   retained  its  character  of 
being  in  the  main  a  military  Order;    and 
the  Duke  of  Wellington,  who  usually  held 
these  honours  very  cheap,  was  so  attached 
to  this  particular  distinction  that  after  the 
battle  of  Vittoria,  when  it  was  intimated 
that  the  Prince  Regent  intended  to  confer 
on  him  the  Order  of  the  Garter,  applies- 
tipn  was  made  by  him  to  Lord  Bathnrst 
that  the  usual  practice  of  giving  up  the 
Red  Riband  on  receiving  the  Blue  might 
be  departed  from   in  this  particular  ia- 
stance.      The  answer  was   that  it  cooU 
not  be  permitted;  but  the  year  following 
the  Order  was   remodelled,    the  origins 
K.B.*s  being  made  into  G.C.B.'s,  and  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  of  course,  was  one  of 
the  first  to  receive  the  new  dignity*  It  was 
a  curious  fact  that  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
received   the  identical  Red  Riband  which 
Lord  Nelson  vacated  by  his   death.    At 
the  close  of  the  Peninsular  War  a  large 
number  of  Ribands  were  given;  but  after- 
wards matters  remained  for  many  years 
without    change.       There     was    another 
Order,  not,  strictly  speaking,  English,  bat 
Hanoverian,  which  was  lately  in  the  gift 
of  the  Crown,  and  was  conferred  for  some 
time  with  judgment  and  discrimination,  oncil 
the  reign   of   William   IV.   who  was  so 
goodnatured  a  Monarch  that  whether  the 
request  preferred  was  for  a  Riband  or  a 
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Reform  Bill  be  found  the  greatest  diffi- 
enlty  in  saying  *'No."     The  result  was 
that  the   Guolphio    Order  beeame  inun- 
dated   with   Knights  ;    and  the  anecdote 
was  told,    that  the    King  ha?ing    com- 
plained one  day  at  dinner  of  the  perti- 
nacity with  which  a  country  Mayor  pursued 
him  with  Addresses,  one  of  the  King's 
relations  sitting  by  said,  **I  should  'Guelph' 
hiro,  Sir.  at  onoel"      On  the  separation 
of  flanofer    from     England    the   Guel- 
phic  Order  ceased  to  be  given   in  Eng- 
land,  and    it   was    now    an  Hanorerian 
Order,  bearing  a  high  character.    Twelve 
years  ago   the  second  and   third  Classes 
of  the  Bath  began  to  be  given  to  oivih'ans; 
previously  to  this  the  First  Class  only  had 
been  conferred  on  Cabinet  Ministers  and 
Ambassadors,  and  others  whose  position 
and  services  might  fairly  be   viewed   as 
equalling  those  of  men  who  had  won  the 
Order  on  the  field  of  battle.     This  exten- 
sion of  the  Second  and  Third  classes  to 
eiTilions  rankled  in  the  breasts  of  Military 
meoi  and  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  hare  been 
more  prudent  to  avoid  interference  with  a 
Military  Order,  and  to  have  established  an 
Order  of  Civil  Merit.  It  might  be  Said  that 
Members  of   Parliament  might  wish  for 
the  Order;   but  he   could   not   see    why 
it    should    be   harder   to   draw   the   line 
in  CiYil  than  in  Military  life,  as  to  those 
rendering  conspicuous  service  to  the  State. 
In  old  days  there  were  sinecure  appoint- 
ments* which,  no  doubt,  were  abused  at 
one  time,  but  which,  nevertheless,  were 
▼ery  useful.     An  officer  who  had  served 
with  distinction  abroad  came  home  and  was 
made  governor  of  some  undiscoveroble  fort, 
with  a  salary  of  some  £300  or  £4rOO  a  year. 
His  country  recognized  his  services  and 
he  was  happy.     But  now  that  the  wisdom 
of  the  present  generation  had  swept  awaj 
all  those  sinecures  no  means  existed  of  re- 
warding long    and    meritorious    conduct, 
Bare  by  continuing  men  in  Office  until  they 
had  long  become  incapable  of  serving  the 
State — a  practice  which  nobody  could  de- 
fend.    He  could  not  help  thinking  that  an 
Order  connected  with  our  Protectorate  of 
the  Ionian  Islands,  but  which *did  not  pass 
away  when  we  surrendered  those  territories 
to  the  King  of  Greece,  might  be  now  made 
sse  of  with  great  advantage.     The  Order 
had  always  been  one  of  distinction,  eonfer- 
1^  principally  on  Governors  of  the  Island 
<^  Malta,  Lord  High  Commissioners  of  the 
Ionian  Islands,  and  other  important  bearers 
K}f  Offiee;  the  officers  of  the  Order  per- 
formed functions  which    were  altogether 


honorary,  and  no  fees  were  demanded  of 
the  Knights.  In  these  days  it  might  be 
said  that  to  institute  an  Order  was  an 
anachronism,  but  extept  the  Garter,  Gol- 
den Fleece,  and  the  principal  Order  of 
Denmark,,  there  were  none  of  great  anti- 
quity really  extant.  The  Order  of  the 
Star  of  India,  created  by  Her  Majesty 
only  a  few  years  ago,  he  had  seen  quite 
lately  sparkling  on  the  breast  of  Sir  Hugh 
Rose,  one  of  the  most  distinguished  gene- 
rals whom  this  oonntry  had  ever  produced, 
and  he  believed  it  was  held  in  the  highest 
estimation  throughout  Her  Majesty's 
Eastern  dominions. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  the  Order  of 
the  Bath  was  so  strictly  a  Military  Order 
that  according  to  its  fitatutes  no  officer  ever 
could  receive  it  whose  name  had  not  ap- 
peared in  the  OateUe  for  actual  service  in 
the  field.  Generally  speaking  it  had  been 
accorded  to  very  proper  claimants,  but  one 
case  came  to  his  knowledge  where  the 
officer  who  obtained  it  was  three  miles 
from  the  spot  where  powder  was  being 
burnt  in  anger.  The  name  of  Admiral 
Hall  had  been  mentioned,  and  he  felt  it 
right  to  state  with  regard  to  that  officer, 
that  while  Chairman  of  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors of  the  East  India  Company  he  had 
felt  it  right  on  public  grounds  alone,  with* 
out  the  least  personal  acquaintance  with 
him,  to  offer  him  command  in  the  Indian 
Navy.  The  services  in  India  of  Captain 
Hall  failed  to  obtain  for  him  the  Order  of 
the  Bath,  but  be  afterwards  made  a  new 
claim  for  himself  by  services  in  the  Baltic, 
which  obtained  for  him  the  reward  that 
his  antecedents  ought  to  have  secured.  He 
hoped  the  public  mention  of  his  name  on 
that  occasion  would  give  him  that  further 
rank  to  which  he  was  entitled  by  his  ser- 
vices. It  was,  he  thought,  very  much  to 
be  lamented  that  the  real  object  of  accord- 
ing these  distinctions  was  sometimes  lost 
sight  of,  and  that  family  influence  succeeded 
in  obtnining  what  meritorious  senrice  simply 
had  failed  to  attract. 

Mb.  SCOURFIELD  said,  he  felt  con- 
vinced that  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  brought 
forward  this  Motion  (Mr.  Hanbury  Tracy) 
would  be  the  last  to  desire  to  interfere  with 
the  Prerogative  of  Her  Majesty,  and  that 
he  only  wished  that  some  remedy  might  be 
devised  which  would  put  a  stop  to  the  dis- 
satisfaction which  existed  with  regard  to 
the  distribution  of  these  Orders — a  dissa- 
tisfaction about  the  existence  of  which 
there  could  not  possibly  be  any  doubt. 
The  improvement  desired  was  not  dictated 


Digitized  by 


Google 


iW       The  Order  of  the  Bakh^       (COICHONS) 


AUrm  Moved. 


40B 


merely  for  Mntimeni,  but  would  be  found 
adfiBable  in  a  poands,  abtUings,  and  pence 
point  of  fiew,  because  geatleman  conld  not 
be  said  to  enter  tbe  Army  as  a  rule  merely 
for  the  emoluments  which  tbe  senrice 
aJforded  them.  He  should  regret  if  any- 
thing were  done  to  diminisb  tbe  value  at- 
tached to  those  honours.  He  knew  officers 
of  the  Army  and  Navy  who,  when  they 
lost  their  good  senrioe  pensions  by  a  rise  in 
rank  desired  that  the  records  should  be 
presenredy  so  that  it  might  be  known  tbat 
they  had  received  those  pensions.  It  was 
highly  desirable  that  the  feeling  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  should  go  along  with  the 
grant  of  these  distinctions. 

ViscouHT  PALMBRSTON:  Sir,  I 
quite  agree  with  what  has  fallen  from  my 
hon.  Friend  who  spoke  last,  that  it  is 
most  desirable,  especially  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  honours,  that  the  general  feeling 
of  the  army  and  navy  should  go  along  with 
the  grace  of  the  Crown.  At  the  same 
time  it  is  in  human  nature  that  many  peo- 
ple should  not  be  disposed  to  agree  pre- 
cisely in  the  particular  selection  that  may 
be  made,  and  it  often  happens  that  a  per- 
son who  is  perfectly  fit  for  the  honour  he 
may  have  received,  may  by  others  be  com- 
pared with  friends  of  their  own,  and  there 
may  not  be  univM*sal  acquiescence  as  to 
the  relative  merits  of  the  individuals.  I 
can,  however,  assure  my  hon.  Friend  that 
those  who  advise  the  Crown  in  the  distri- 
bution of  honours  both  to  the  an^y  and 
navy  are  most  anxious  to  do  full  justice 
to  those  services  accordrog  to  the  ordi- 
nances and  regulations  of  the  Order,  and 
that  those  should  be  selected  who  are  the 
best  entitled  to  the  distinction.  I  cannot 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Hanbury 
Tracy)  who  made  this  Motion  that  it  is 
desirable  to  consolidate  the  civil  and  mili- 
tary Orders  of  the  Bath.  They  are  en- 
tirely separate.  They  are  given  for  dis- 
tinction in  careers  altogether  different.  I 
think  it  would  diminish  greatly  the  import- 
ance which  the  army  and  navy  attach  to 
the  distinction  of  the  military  Order  of  the 
fiath  if  civilians  wore  precisely  the  same 
decorations,  and  were  in  no  way  to  be 
distinguished  from  the  others.  I  think  it 
of  great  importance  to  separate  the  two 
Orders.  No  jealousy  whatever  is  felt  by 
the  army  and  navy  with  regard  to  con- 
ferring the  civil  Order  on  those  who  by 
civil  services  have  served  Her  Majesty. 
Although  no  doubt  the  services  performed 
by  the  army  and  navy  are  far  more  brilliant 
than  those  of  any  civilians,  yet  there  is 
Mr.  8<Hmrfield 


great  merit  in  the  Ciril  Service,  and  there 
are  many  men  who  have  distinguished 
themselves  in  different  positions  in  tbe 
Civil  Service,  and  upon  whom  it  is  rerj 
fitting  this  honorary  distinction  should  be 
conferred  in  acknowledgment  of  the  ser- 
vices they  have  rendered  their  country.  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  change  has  been 
made  lately  in  the  statutes  of  tbe  Order 
of  the  Bath,  and  I  trust,  therefore,  that 
my  hon.  Friend  will  not  press  his  If  otioD 
for  a  return  the  particulars  of  which  he 
has  not  stated.  Some  years  ago  there 
was  an  augmentation  of  the  class  of  tbe 
Civil  Service,  and  I  think  also  of  the 
Military.  There  is  a  circumstance  to  be 
borne  in  mind  with  regard  to  the  military 
and  naval  branch  of  the  Order.  The  re- 
gulations of  the  Service  require  that  tbe 
person  shall  have  been  mentioned  in  the 
Gautte,  and  performed  certain  duties  ia 
the  field  before  the  enemy  to  entitle  him 
to  the  decoration  of  the  Order.  Of  course, 
in  proportion  as  peace  continues  the  can- 
didates who  have  fulfilled  this  condition 
must  progressively  diminish,  and  it  becomes 
matter  for  consideration  whether,  in  view 
of  the  long  continuance  of  peace,  service 
of  great  merit,  although  not  rendered  in 
the  field,  may  not  be  considered  as  coming 
within  the  fair  spirit  of  the  regulation  bj 
which  the  Order  is  conferred.  My  hon. 
Friend  thinks  that  there  is  some  partiality 
in  the  distributions.  Of  course,  as  I  have 
said,  persons  may  attach  more  value  to 
the  services  of  those  they  know,  bat  I  am 
perfectly  eatisfied  that  there  has  been  no 
intentional  departure  from  the  moat  per- 
fect justice  in  the  distribution  of  the 
honours  of  the  Order.  With  regard  to 
the  Mediterranean  order  of  St.  Michad 
and  St.  George,  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
William  Fraser)  proposes  that  it  should  be 
enlarged  and  made  applicable  to  services 
performed  generally.  That  is  a  rather 
taking  proposal  at  first  sight,  but  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  Civil  Order  of  the  Bath  is 
sufficient  for  the  purpose  of  awarding  civil 
merit,  and  there  is  a  great  objection  and 
inconvenieuQe  in  multiplying  unnecessanly 
these  orders  and  decorations.  There  arises 
a  great  embarrassment  in  selecting  persons 
peculiarly  fitted  for  these  distinctions,  and 
as  you  multiply  the  means  of  rewarding 
services,  in  that  proportion  you  multiply 
the  claims  that  are  made  and  the  embsr* 
rassment  of  those  who  have  to  deal  with 
them.  In  foreign  countries  these  orders 
abound  greatly,  and  in  proportion  as  they 
abound  their  value  is  diminished.    And  b» 
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U  would  be  here,  dot  do  I  think  il  is  in 
aooordanoe  with  the  cbaraoter  of  the  eonn- 
trj  that  we  should  see  a  great  nvmber  of 
persons  walking  about  the  streets  with  de- 
eorationSt  in  regard  to  which  they  could 
not,  perhaps,  verj  easily  famish  the 
grounds  upon  which  thej  were  conferred. 
That  would  give  rise  to  criticisms  such  as 
the  hon.  Oentleman  has  bestowed  on  the 
distribution  of  the  Order  of  the  Bath,  and 
I  think  it  would  be  better  that  the  Order 
of  St.  Michael  and  St.  Oeerge  should  be 
confined  to  those  who  have  done  service 
in  the  Mediterranean,  and  should  not  be 
made  a  general  Order,  like  the  Guelph  for 
iDStance.  We  all  recollect  that  the  Order 
of  the  Guelph  was  so  lavishly  bestowed 
that  its  value  was  greatly  diminished,  and 
the  anecdote  is,  I  believe,  perfectly  true 
that  was  related  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  that  it  was  said  to  the  monarch  of  some 
one — "  It  would  serve  him  right  to  Guelph 
him." 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn, 

FORMS  OF  THE  HOUSB. 
axJEsnoir. 

Mb.  W.  0.  STANLEY,  who  had  given 
notice  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty— 

*'  If  tbere  was  any  special  Report  made  to  the 
Lords  of  the  Admirally,  by  the  Admiral  of  the 
■tatioD,  as  to  the  loss  of  ninety-two  Sailors  and 
Martaes  flrom  the  bmning  of  Her  Majesty's  Ship 
Bombajf,  off  Monte  Video,  on  the  lith  of  last 
Deoeniber: 

«  If  he  can  state  the  number  of  Marines  and 
Sailors  who  were  drowned,  separately,  and  the 
length  of  time  that  elapsed  from  the  first  breaking 
o«t  of  the  fire  to  the  sinking  of  the  ship : 

**  If  there  were  any  patent  Life-Belts  on  board ; 
and,  if  so,  if  they  were  nsed : 

**  If  there  is  any  order,  rale,  or  system  in  the 
Na?y,  or  the  Marine  Corps,  under  which  the  re- 
croits  or  men  are  taught  to  swim  ;  and  if  the 
boys  in  the  serrioe  are  instracted  in  the  art  of 
swimming: 

"And,  how  many  the  crew  of  Her  Majesty's 
SUp  Bombay  were  on  the  14th  of  Deoember  ?" 

said,  he  was,  he  believed,  precluded  by  the 
rales  of  the  House  ft'om  putting  the  Ques- 
tions then,  but  would  do  so  if  the  noble 
lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  would 
tilow  him  on  another  occasion. 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  thought 
that  his  hon.  Friend  would  be  in  order, 
{because  this  was  a  new  Motion  before  the 
^ouse. 

Kb,  SPEAEBR  :  It  has  been  sUted 
^0  the  House  that  there  is  at  present  no 


MMon  before  the  Home.  The  only  mem- 
ber of  the  sentence  that  remains  is  the 
word  **  That,''  and  I  think  il  necessary, 
in  order  to  the  doe  lorms  of  the  House^ 
that  if  any  hon.  (Gentleman  wishes  to  ad- 
dress it  he  should  conclude  with  a  Motion. 
It  will  also  be  necessary  that  notice  of 
such  Motion  shall  have  been  given.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  has  given  notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  move  for  copies  of  correspond- 
ence, and  he  is  therefore  is  order  in  ad- 
dressing the  Honae. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  rose  to  address  the 
House  on  the  subject  of  his  Motion — 

Sib  EDWARD  DERING  rose  to  order. 
He  was  sorry  to  intermpt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, but  as  he  stood  before  him  on  the 
paper,  and  had  given  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
to  explain  the  grounds  of  his  statement 
relative  to  the  &ckvard  at  Sheerness,  he 
would  place  himself  in  order  by  moving 
after  the  word  «•  That  "  to  add  ••  it  is  de- 
sirable that  the  Secretary  to  the  Admi- 
ralty should  explain  the  grounds  of  his 
statement,  &c." 

Mb.  SPEAEBR  said,  he  had  poroted 
out  to  the  House  that  the  state  of  the 
Question  did  not  permit  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  make  a  speech  unless  he  was  pre- 
pared to  conclude  with  a  Motion.  Another 
rule  of  the  House  was  that  a  Motion  could 
not  be  made  vritbout  notice  ;  and  in  con- 
formity with  that  rule  the  hon.  Member 
for  Beaumaris  (Mr.W.  0.  Stanley)  had  stated 
that  he  would  take  another  opportunity  of 
addressing  his  Question  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  Under 
these  circumstanees  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn),  who  had  given 
notice  of  his  Motion,  was  rightly  in  pos- 
session of  the  House. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  again  rose  to  speak  — 

Mb.  O'REILLY  rose  to  order.  He  un- 
derstood  the  word  •*  That "  was  the  only 
word  which  renMiined  of  the  Motion  before 
the  House  ;  to  this  the  last  Motion  was  an 
addition,  and  the  whole  of  that  Motion 
being  withdrawn,  a  new  Motion  might 
be  put. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Motion  has  been 
withdrawn,  and  the  word  "That"  re- 
mains. 

THE  SOULAOE    OOLLEOTION. 
PAPEB8  ICOTED  FOB. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  said,  he  had  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  purchase 
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of  the  SouUge  Oolleetion  for  the  South 
Kentingtoa  MuBeam,  and  to  move  for  Co- 
pies of  CorrespoDdenee  aad  Papers  relating 
to  it.  He  beiiered  he  should  find  fatour 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
ohequer  bj  the  Motion,  as  upon  a  reeeni 
occasion  he  had  seyerelj  reprobated  the 
suggestion  of  paying  for  publio  works  by 
deferred  payments,  designating  such  a 
course  as  a  contrivance  for  concealing  from 
the  public  the  real  amount  of  Public 
Expenditure.  The  facts  were,  that  a 
collection,  commonly  known  as  the  Sou- 
lage  Collection,  of  msjolica  ware  and 
Palissy  ware,  and  other  things  of  that 
sort,  many  ?ery  ugly,  were  acquired  and 
brought  into  this  country  by  some  gua- 
rantee society  of  which  Mr.  Cole,  of  South 
Kensington,  was  an  influential  member. 
It  was  to  be  shown  at  the  Art  Exhibition 
at  Manchester.  When  that  exhibition  was 
over  it  was  offered  to  the  city  of  Manches- 
ter, but  declined,  and  it  was  subsequently 
purchased  for  South  Kensington  at  about 
£14,000.  The  payment  was  deferred,  and 
5  per  cent  interest  was  to  be  paid  on  the 
unpaid  portion.  The  sum,  however,  never 
appeared  in  the  Estimates ;  in  fact.  South 
Kensington  appeared  generally  to  have 
acquired  its  property  by  deception,  and 
in  this  ease  the  transaction  had  certamly 
been  kept  from  the  knowledge  of  the 
House.  There  could  be  no  doubt  the 
purchase  had  been  made;  interest  was 
also  charged,  and  the  whole  amount  of  the 
purchase-money  was  only  paid  during  the 
spring  of  the  present  year,  the  original 

Surchase  having  been  made  in  1858.  He 
esired  to  put  a  stop  to  any  department 
acquiring  property  iu  this  way,  without 
the  knowledge  or  authority  of  Parliament, 
and  he  also  wished  to  know  whether  there 
were  any  other  transactions  of  a  like  na- 
ture ?  A  short  time  ago  they  had  voted  a 
sum  of  £10,000,  which  had  been  expended 
in  a  manner  of  whioh  they  knew  nothing, 
and  he  wished  to  leani  whether  that  sum 
had  been  appropriated  towards  the  pay- 
ment for  that  collection.  South  Kensing- 
ton had  also  been  flying  in  the  face  of  a 
Resolution  of  that  House.  Last  year 
there  was  a  Select  Committee  on  Schools 
of  Art,  and  it  was  especially  recommended 
that  sums  paid  for  certain  objects  should 
be  kept  distinct ;  but  in  the  Report  given 
this  year  there  was  no  account  whatever 
of  the  money  which  had  been  expended. 
At  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session  he 
should  have  asked  the  House  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
Mr.imwyn 


ot  this  transaction^  which  he  thought  a 
very  discreditable  one.  He  hoped  the 
Treasury  knew  nothing  of  these  proceed- 
ings, and  that  those  connected  with  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  would  take 
care  that  no  such  acquisition  should  be  again 
made  without  the  knowledge  and  consent 
of  Parliament.  He  should  also  like  to 
know  whether  the  item  of  *'  £500  for  the 
hire  of  specimens  "  had  not  been  intended 
for  the  hire  and  use  of  this  collection ; 
and,  if  so,  why  it  did  not  appear  in  former 
years. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  add  after  the  word  "  That,"  in  the  Orfgiml 
Question,  the  words  **  there  be  laid  before  Uui 
House,  Copies  of  Corretpondenoe  relating  to  the 
purohase  of  the  Soulage  CoUeotion  for  the  Sooth 
KenaiogtOB  Museam." — (Mr,  DiUwyn,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  wor& 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  WARNER  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  House  of  the  exhibition  which 
had  taken  place  of  the  Soulage  colleetioo 
at  Marlborough  House  in  1857,  when  there 
was  an  affectation  of  consulting  Parliament, 
and  tickets  were  sent  to  hon.  Memben 
with  a  view  to  encourage  its  purchase  bj 
the  jiation.  It  was,  indeed,  a  most  wretched 
display.  The  greater  part  of  the  collection 
consisted  of  old  locks,  in  which  there  was 
neither  art  nor  mechanical  skill.  He  had 
never  heard  till  to-night  that  it  had  been 
purchased,  and  he  hoped  the  informatioB 
sought  would  be  granted. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  with  respect  to  this  Motios. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  copy  of  a  Correspon- 
dence for  which  he  had  moved  in  1858 
respecting  this  collection,  which  had  been 
described  as  the  greatest  rubbish  in  the 
world.  Certainly  in  matters  of  taste  there 
would  always  be  disputes;  but  if  the  boo. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  re- 
ferred to  that  Correspondence  he  would  find 
that  seventy  gentlemen  interested  io  art 
and  manufactures  —  manufacturers,  art- 
workmen,  and  others — subscribed  £24,000 
in  order  to  purchase  this  collection  u  s 
nucleus  for  South  Kensington  before  the 
Government  interfered  in  the  matter.  At 
the  head  of  that  subscription  were  tBe 
names  of  some  of  the  first  men  in  the 
country,  such  as  Lord  Qranville,  the  lata 
Lord  Ashburton,  Mr.  Napier,  of  Glasgow, 
Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Sheepshanks,  and,  io 
short,  the  names  of  all  the  manufactorers 
in  Great  Britain  who  had  acquired  a  repu- 
tation between  1851  and  1862.    The  Go- 
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yemment  afterwards  parchased  it  of  them, 
and  deaerTed  well  of  the  country  for  so 
doing.  It  was  the  opinion  of  foreigners 
that  the  manufacturers  of  this  country  had 
made  a  great  stride  between  1851  and 
1862,a8  the  Exhibition  of  that  year  showed, 
Bnd»  if  so,  it  was  owing  to  this  collection. 
Therefore,  the  Go?ernment  and  the  mana- 
gers of  the  Museum  deserved  praise  instead 
of  censure  for  what  they  had  done,  and 
for  enabling  our  manufacturers  to  rival 
those  of  France.  He  did  not  stand  up  to 
defend  the  Kensington  Museum.  He 
thought  it  had  exhibited  a  somewhat  mo- 
nopolizing tendency,  but  perhaps  success 
bad  produced  that  effect.  However,  let 
the  House  give  justice  where  justice  was 
due,  and  they  must  all  admit  the  great 
success  of  the  Museum  with  respect  to 
early  Italian  art.  Our  collection  in  that 
respect  was  one  of  which  Englishmen  might 
be  justly  proud,  and  which  they  might 
show  to  foreigners  without  grudging  aud 
without  shame. 

Mr.  BLACKBURN  said,  it  appeared, 
after  all,  that  it  was  Government  money 
which  the  gentlemen  of  whom  the  noble 
Lord  had  spoken  had  expended  on  the  col- 
lection, and  Dot  their  own.  How  wat  it 
that  the  gentlemen  who  purchased  the  col- 
lection did  not  present  it  to  the  Museum  ? 
Lord  ELCHO  said,  they  purchased  it 
to  prevent  its  being  dispersed,  and  then 
offered  it  to  the  Government  at  cost  price. 
Mr.  BLACKBURN  said,  he  thought 
the  matter  ought  to  have  been  brought 
before  Parliatnent  in  the  first  instance. 
The  collection  was  a  paltry  one.  The  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  have  adopted  a  sys- 
tem of  spending  the  public  money  for  those 
things  which  did  not  lead  to  any  practical 
Q6e.  They  were  all  agreed  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  collection  at  Kensington  were 
increasing  every  year,  and  nobody  could 
enter  the  Museum  there  without  seeing  the 
absurd  waste  of  money  there  was  upon 
bits  of  pavement  of  antiquated  pattern  and 
little  broken  stones.  Those  who  repre- 
sented people  who  paid  for  such  collec- 
tions without  seeing  them  had  a  right  to 
complain. 

Mr.  H.  a.  BRUCE  said,  he  did  not 
understand  what  was  meant  when  hon. 
Members  charged  his  Department  with 
spending  money  without  the  authority  of 
the  House.  The  House  had  year  after 
jrear  voted  sums  to  be  expended  in  making 
a  collection  of  objects  of  art  in  the  Museum, 
and  an  account  was  annually  rendered  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  sums  granted 


have  been  expended.  With  respect  to 
the  Soulage  collection,  be  should  say  a 
few  words  in  explanation,  which  the  House, 
perhaps,  would  accept  all  the  more  readily 
because  the  Government  of  which  he  waa 
a  Member  were  not  responsible  for  the  pur- 
chase. He  found  no  fault  with  the  parties 
who  were  responsible,  but  the  credit  or  dis- 
credit of  the  transactions  was  due  to  the 
Government  of  Lord  Derby.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lord  Elcho)  had  very  correct^  stated 
how  that  collection  was  offered  for  sale,  and 
how  a  number  of  gentlemen  who  saw  it 
were  anxious  to  secure  it  for  this  country. 
Accordingly  they  bought  it  out  of  their  own 
funds,  and  offered  it  to  the  Department  for 
£14,000.  Application  was  made  to  the 
Treasury  to  buy  it  for  that  sum,  but  the 
Treasury  refused.  Lord  Salisbury,  who  then 
presided  over  the  Department,  endeavoured 
to  discover  some  means  by  which  the  collec- 
tion could  be  secured  to  this  country.  The 
House  of  Commons  had  for  some  years 
previously  voted  sums  for  tho  purchase  of 
objects  of  art ;  and  the  objection  of  the 
Treasury  applied  not  to  value  or  impor- 
tance or  fitness  of  the  collection  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Museum,  but  only  to  the 
immediate  outlay  of  so  large  a  sum.  A 
rule,  however,  had  been  laid  down  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ox- 
fordshire (Mr.  Henley)  when  he  was  at  the 
Board  of  Trade,  which  had  then  the  direc- 
tion of  such  matters,  that  art  objects  might 
be  taken  on  hire  for  the  purpose  of  testing 
their  genuineness.  By  a  somewhat  elastic 
application  of  that  rule  this  collection  was 
hired,  and  every  year  from  that  time  a  por- 
tion of  the  money  voted  by  Parliament  had 
been  applied  to  the  purchase  of  some  part 
of  the  collection.  The  practice,  however, 
originated  in  a  Minute  of^  Lord  Salisbury's, 
and  after  the  lapse  of  seven  years  it  was 
hardly  worth  while  to  give  it  up.  The 
Statute  of  Limitations  ought  to  be  applied 
to  such  transactions.  The  country  by  this 
time  had  acquired  a  very  valuable  collec- 
tion. With  respect  to  the  charge  brought 
against  the  Department  of  concealing  what 
they  had  done,  he  might  say  in  explana- 
tion that  he  undertook  last  year,  when 
bringing  forward  the  Estimates,  that  for 
the  future  they  should  be  given  in  greater 
detail.  The  Estimates  of  the  present 
year  accordingly  gave  much  fuller  details 
than  formerly.  The  account  was  divided 
into  different  heads,  showing  the  cost  of 
hiring  as  distinguished  from  the  purchase 
of  works  of  art;    and  distinguishing  the 
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estimates  on  aooount  of  the  Schools  from 
those  of  the  Maseiim.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Mr.  Potter)  complained  that 
the  table  of  expenditure,  osnaUj  inserted 
in  the  annual  Report  of  the  Department 
was  not  to  be  found  in  that  for  the  present 
year.  For  that  omission  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  himself  responsible,  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Report  having  been  made  earlier 
by  two  months  than  usual  at  his  urgent 
request,  and  haying  been  issued  at  Easter 
instead  of  July,  the  materials  for  making 
a  correct  account  of  expenditure  were 
wanting. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  had  been  re- 
minded by  some  remarks  which  had  fallen 
in  the  course  of  the  debate,  of  a  lady's 
maid,  who,  having  gone  to  the  British 
Museum  to  enjoy  herself  for  the  day,  was 
asked  upon  her  return  what  she  had  seen, 
and  she  replied  that  she  had  seen  a  number 
of  marble  statues  which  appeared  to  her  to 
be  a  representation  of  a  railway  accident. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men looked  at  things  in  the  same  light. 
But  it  was  difficult  to  know  how  people 
would  regard  certain  things.  What  might 
appear  only  mutilated  bodies  and  trumpery 
to  one,  to  another  might  be  works  of  art. 
He  remembered  several  years  ago  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stirlingshire  (Mr. 
Blackburn)  and  himself  sat  upon  a  Com- 
mittee before  which  Mr.  Cole  was  exa- 
mined, and  the  great  object  of  his  hon. 
Friend  seemed  to  be  to  learn  from  Mr. 
Cole  whether  the  Kensington  Museum  had 
been  the  means  of  bringing  out  anything 
new.  The  great  struggle  of  Mr.  Cole  was 
to  show  that  it  had,  but,  when  pressed,  he 
was  obliged  to  admit  that  they  had  only 
produced  "a  combination."  Since  then 
many  new  things  had  been  done.  The 
working  classes,  studying  probably  some  of 
what  hon.  Members  had  called  wretched 
old  rubbish,  had,  in  many  instances,  struck 
out  something  beautiful  for  themselves. 
Whatever  it  might  have  done  some  years 
back,  it  was  quite  evident  that  original 
designs  were  now  being  introduced  through 
the  influence  of  the  collection  at  Kensing- 
ton ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  that  those 
seventy  gentlemen  who  had  combined  to- 
gether to  purchase  this  collection  had  done 
the  State  some  service,  and  that  they  were 
subsequently  quite  justified  in  getting  the 
Government  to  make  the  purchase  instead 
of  themselves. 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  that 
to  all  intents  and  purposes  the  Government 
bad  purchased  the  coileotion,  and  the  mat- 
Mr.  M.  A.  Bntoe 


ter  which  the  hon.  Member  for  SwaoBea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn)  had  brought  forwsrd  well 
deserved  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  whether 
it  was  fair  to  rake  up  that  faux  pat  of 
Lord  Derby's  Government ;  but  the  eon- 
sequences  of  that  faux  pas  had  onlj  just 
been  paid  by  the  country. 

Mk.  BDWARD  POTTER  said,  that 
a  number  of  gentlemen  had  purchased 
this  collection  in  1856.  The  6o?em- 
ment  of  that  day  refused  to  hs?e  it, 
and  as  there  was  to  be  an  exhibi* 
tion  of  art  treasures  at  Manchester  in 
1857  the  executive  Committee,  of  whom 
he  was  one,  applied  for  the  loan  of 
the  Soulage  collection,  but  the  owners  of 
it  declined  to  lend  it.  They  then  wiihed 
the  city  of  Manchester  to  buy  it  for  a 
public  museum.  Mr.  Cole,  however,  offered 
to  purchase  it,  and  it  ultimately  went  to 
South  Kensington.  He  believed  that  the 
purchase  was  a  good  one,  and  he  had  bo 
wish  to  say  anything  whatever  upon  that 
subject.  But  he  was  very  anxious  for  a 
statement  of  this  account.  He  coold  not 
understand  why  a  simple  statement  of  the 
account  could  not  be  put  at  the  end  of  it 
[Mr.  H.  A.  Brttcb  said  the  account  wa* 
not  yet  made  out.]  He  thought  that  the 
House  was  entitled  to  the  statement  aaked 
for. 

Mr.  H.  a.  BRUCE  said,  he  y 
omitted  to  notice  one  portion  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Dillwjn)- 
namely,  that  respecting  the  production  of 
certain  papers.  He  certainly  objected  to 
the  production  of  the  Correspondence  h^ 
tween  the  Departments,  but  he  would  not 
object  to  produce  the  Correspondence  be- 
tween the  owners  of  the  collection  at  Man- 
chester and  the  department  in  question. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  ufUhdraum* 

THE  BALLOT.— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  H.  BERKELEY :  Sir,  I  rise  to 
move  an  Amendment — 

«  That,  as  a  General  Election  is  impea^t 
and  we  bavemo  Law  which  can  put  down  thtif 
tlmidation  of  Voters  nor  prevent  Bribeiy,  it  »> 
therefore,  expedient  that  a  trial  ahould  be  fret 
to  the  Vote  hj  BaUot." 

At  this  period  of  the  evening  (eleven 
o'clock)  it  is  impossible  I  can  hope  to 
have  that  support  from  hon.  Memben 
which  I  might  have  bad  if  circumstances 
had  allowed  me  to  have  brought  this  quci- 
tion  on  at  an  earlier  period.  At  all  times  it 
is  an  irksome  task  to  bring  on  what  u 
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called  an  annual  Motion,  but  cases  will 

ooeasionallf  arise  in  which  duty  mast  take 

tbe  place  of  pleasure.      I  consider  the 

ballot  to  be  one  of  those  questions  which, 

when  considered,  will  bring  the  mind  to 

but  one  conclusion.     We  saj  it  is  impos- 

flible  to  defend  the  position  that  it  is  proper 

for  the  Legislature  to  confer  the  right  of 

Yoting  upon  a  body  of  men  and  to  refuse 

tliem  adequate  protection  for  the  exercise 

of  that  right.      These  are  the  grounds 

upon  which  we  stand.     I  believe  the  ballot 

to  be  preferred  by  the  public  before  any 

other  reform.     In  1852,  in  an  able  speech 

made  by  Mr.  Cobden,  that  eminent  man 

said  that  there  was  no  new  argument  for 

the  ballot  since  the  admirable  speech  of 

Mr.  Grote,  and  he  added — 

"  I  look  upon  tbe  ballot  as  the  primary  step  of 
all  reform.  Of  all  the  points  of  what  is  called 
the  People's  Charter  there  is  nothiog  so  odioas  to 
the  aristooraoy,  to  the  landooraoj,  and  the  monied 
oligarohj  that  governs  elections  as  the  question  of 
tbe  Tote  by  ballot/' 

Mr.  Cobden  likewise  gave  it  as  his  opinion 
in  one  of  his  speeches  that  if  any  hon. 
Member   would  take  the  trouble    to    lay 
before  the  House  the  malyersations  of  the 
franchise  as  carried  on  in  se?eral  constitu- 
encies it  would  form  a  book  of  efidence, 
or  an  appendix  to  the  body  of  eYidenoe 
taken  before  the  Election  Committee,  which 
ivonld  render  the  demand  for  the  ballot 
one  that  eould  scarcely  be  refused.     Now 
my  speeches  can  only  be  looked  upon  as 
practical  iHustrations  of   the  theories  of 
Mr.  Grote.      It  has  been  my  custom  to 
garrison  the  fortress  raised  by  Mr.  Grote, 
and  to  destroy  those  ghosts  of  arguments 
vbioh    baTC    been   killed    over  and  over 
again*  but  which,  noTertheless,  crop  up  on 
all  occasions,  and  never  so  much  so  as  on 
the  approach  of  a  general  election.    Now, 
that  is  the  coarse  which  I  shall  pursue  on 
this  occasion.     I  shall  first  take  the  in- 
stance  of   a    young  gentleman  who   has 
assailed  some  of  Mr.  Grote's  theories.     I 
will  take  that  of  a  young  gentleman  who 
is  now  asking  the  suffrages  of  the  ancient 
city  of  Chester.     This  young  gentleman 
bears  an  honoured  name,  for  which  I,  in 
common  with  the  ?ast  body  of  my  fellow- 
countrymen,  feel  the  greatest  respect.    It 
becomes  me  the  more  to  take  into  con* 
sideration   the    arguments  used   by  this 
young  gentleman,  inasmuch  as  I  believe 
him  to  be  vrroiig»  and  as  I  think  I  have  it 
in  mj  power  to  set  him  right.     Mr.  Glad- 
stone, jun.f  ensconces  himself  under  the 
gabardine  of  the  Rer.  Sydney  Smith  and 
YOL.  GLXX2.    [TBJsay  ssries.] 


Mr.  John  Stuart  Mill.  The  ballot,  said 
Mr.  Gladstone,  junior,  in  an  off-hand  way, 
received  a  quietus  from  the  pen  of  Sydney 
Smith,  and  again  from  the  pen  of  John 
Stuart  Mill.  As  to  the  authority  of  Syd- 
ney Smith,  that  revered  gentleman  wrote 
a  sparkling  pamphlet,  though  a  superficial 
one,  abounding  in  witticisms  without  logic, 
and  in  numerous  jokes  without  argument. 
As  to  Sydney  Smith  giving  the  quietus  to 
the  ballot,  it  is  somewhat  ridiculous  to 
imagine  that  he  should  be  able  so  easily  to 
dispose  of  the  arguments  of  Jeremy  Ben- 
tham,  of  Mill  the  elder,  of  Fonblanque, 
and  of  Grote.  So  far  from  Sydney  Smith 
thinking  he  had  given  the  quietus  to  the 
ballot,  looking  into  his  life  I  find  a  letter 
addressed  by  him  to  the  late  Lady  Grey, 
in  which  he  says— 

**  I  hsTO  written  a  pamphlet  against  the  ballot 
Tory  olever,  of  oonrse,  but  the  ballot  will  come 
write  I  never  so  wisely." 

So  much  for  Sydney  Smith's  notion  of  the 
quietus  given  to  the  ballot.  Next,  let  me 
turn  to  John  Stuart  Mill,  a  gentleman  of 
great  ability,  who  has  written  many  clever 
things,  but  I  take  his  views  to  be  of  a 
purely  theoretical  kind,  because  I  do  not 
think  he  has  had  much  experience,  living 
as  he  did,  until  he  was  superannuated,  at 
the  India  House.  But  Mr.  Mill  is  the 
cheval  de  hataille,  not  only  of  Mr.  Glad- 
stone, junior,  but  of  The  Times  newspaper. 
Mr.  Mill' said— 

"If  I  thought  the  electors  of  this  country 
were  so  hopelessly  and  selfishly  dependent  on  the 
landlords  I  should  be,  as  I  onoe  was,  a  supporter 
of  the  ballot.'' 

This,  I  must  think,  is  a  slorenly  and  slip- 
shod way  of  getting  rid  of  a  former  opi- 
nion. Why  did  he  stop  short  at  the  inti- 
midation of  the  landlord?  Why  did  he 
not  touch  on  other  classes  of  intimidation, 
on  intimidation  by  creditors,  and  by  the 
inquisition  of  attorneys  prying  into  all 
their  affairs  and  holding  men  down  with 
the  screw,  which  was  applied  in  the 
most  Satanic  manner  ?  If  the  upper 
classes  had  become  politically  Tirtuous, 
and  the  under  classes  politically  inde- 
pendent, I  would  not  ask  for  a  protection 
which  I  thought  the  electoral  classes  did 
not  want ;  but  I  can  show  that  the  electo- 
ral constituencies,  taken  from  1835  to 
1865,  are  in  precisely  the  same  condition, 
and  that  if  there  be  any  change  it  is  for 
the  worse.  We  have  all  read  the  evidence 
taken  before  Mr.  Grote's  Committee  in 
1835.  That  evidence  was  extensive,  and 
brought  the  conclusion  to  the  mind  of  every 
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man  who  read  it  that  the  state  of  electoral 
affairs  was  getting  worse.  I  will  show 
shortly  that,  up  to  the  present  moment, 
the  state  of  the  ft'anchise  is  what  it  was 
in  1837.  I  will  state  it  first  in  the  words 
of  Lord  Palmerston.  who,  at  the  nomina* 
tion  at  Tiferton,  on  Tuesday,  July  25, 
1837,  said— 

'*  My  beUef  is  founded  not  merely  on  what  I 
liaye  heard  from  others,  bnt  upon  my  own  obser- 
Tations.  I  believe  a  system  has  been  extensively 
pursued,  to  deter  electors,  by  threats  of  injury  to 
themselves,  from  electing  the  persons  whom  they 
thhuk  most  fit  to  represent  them." 

No  man  will  turn  away  from  words  uttered 
hy  my  nohle  Friend  ;  they  always  carry 
weight  with  me,  whether  uttered  for  me 
or  against  me,  and  here  we  ha?e  efidence 
from  which  we  cannot  turn  away.  Sir 
Henry  Ward  showed  the  franchise  to  he 
in  a  most  deplorahle  state  in  1847.  In 
1848  I  had,  for  the  first  time,  the  honour, 
not  of  my  own  seeking,  to  lead  the  ques- 
tion in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
stated  a  number  of  instances  in  that 
speech,  after  which  I  was  successful 
enough  to  carry  the  Motion ;  hut  that 
was  an  accident,  and  did  not  truly  repre- 
sent the  opinion  of  the  House.  I  know 
tho  feeling  of  this  House  is  against  the 
hallot,  and  I  do  not  speak  to  this  House, 
hut  to  the  people  out  of  doors.  From  1848 
to  1852  nothing  could  he  more  decisive 
than  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Not  only  were^the  old  impenitent 
boroughs  committing  their  usual  sins,  but 
the  modem  boroughs  were  just  as  bad,  or 
worse  than  the  old  boroughs.  I  do  not 
know  whether  there  was  a  pin  to  choose 
between  Wakefield  and  Gloucester.  At 
that  time  Lord  Aberdeen  admitted  that 
our  electoral  system  was  in  such  a  deplor- 
able state  of  profligacy  that  everybody 
must  be  ashamed  of  it.  A  Committee 
was  formed  of  almost  all  the  lawyers 
in  the  House,  and  they  produced  a  very 
bad  Bill.  The  Attorney  General  was  upon 
it,  as  were  others  looking  for  judgeships, 
and  those  who  hoped  to  succeed  to  the 
office  of  Attorney  General.  Lord  Derby 
said  of  the  Corrupt  Practices  at  Elections 
Bill,  that  it  was  worth  so  much  waste 
paper.  From  1852  to  1865  the  debates 
on  the  ballot  showed  an  increasing  mal- 
versation of  practice.  The  old  constitu- 
encies and  the  new  rivalled  each  other  as 
regards  intimidation,  and  if  I  want  proof 
of  this  let  me  refer  to  the  election  at  Exe- 
ter nearly  twelve  months  affo.  The  last 
election  for  Ezeter  presented  a  sad  picture 
a£r.  -ff.  Berkeley 


of  profligacy  and  intimidation ;  for  if  the 
Tories  were  bad,  the  Whigs  rivalled  them. 
A  very  distinguished  member  of  the  Bsr, 
the  son  of  an  eminent  judge,  and  the  m- 
phew  of  a  poet  in  whom  we  all  rejoice— 
Mr.  Coleridge — was  a  candidate  for  the 
vacant  seat,  and  he  said,  after  the  ooatait 
was  over,  that  the  election  had  coDviseed 
him  that  the  ballot  was  necessary,  and  he 
had  no  idea  that  in  the  year  1864  Buoh 
protection  would  have  been  required,  and 
that  at  the  present  day  men  would  hm 
been  so  lost  to  a  sense  of  what  was  jost 
and  fair  between  man  and  man.  He  had 
commenced  his  political  life  rather  Ute, 
but  it  was  never  too  late  to  mend.  He 
had  no  idea  there  was  that  amonot  of 
moral  coercion  existing,  and  he  should  sot 
have  believed  it  if  he  had  not  witnessed 
it.  A  great  many  instances  had  come 
under  his  knowledge  where  many  neo 
had  informed  him  they  would  gbdiy  hare 
voted  for  him,  but  they  had  been  prevented 
from  doing  so  from  coercion.  NothiDg, 
however,  could  be  much  worse  than  what 
was  practised  on  the  other  side,  and  the 
Ezeter  Tory  papers  complain  of  intimida- 
tion to  a  vast  extent.  I  have  receiTsd  a 
letter  from  Sir  John  Bowring,  who  ia  a 
resident  of  Exeter,  and  he  says  that  neyer 
in  his  experience  had  he  seen  intimidation 
so  rife  in  Exeter  as  at  the  last  eleetion. 
The  Tory  papers  of  that  city  eomplsined, 
amongst  other  things,  of  the  intimidstion 
practised  by  the  Whigs  on  the  clergy  ol 
the  city  ;  and  they  also  spoke  of  videace 
offered  to  the  persons  of  the  eleeton* 
There  was  one  outrage  in  particular  to  a 
poor  man  who  had  a  cart  drawn  by  a  don- 
key. They  threw  the  cart  into  the  ri?er 
and  they  cut  off  the  jackass's  tail.  The 
people  of  Exeter  were  insolent,  oonteop- 
tuous,  and  metaphorical,  and  they  aaid 
that  at  the  next  general  eleotion  that  was 
not  the  only  Tory  donkey  that  wonH  hue 
his  tail.  In  reference  to  the  character  of  the 
election  for  Truro,  Mr.  Williams  described 
the  contest  as  a  riotous  one,  not  arinsg 
from  any  doubt  as  to  the  opinion  of  the 
majority,  but  from  the  influence  that  had 
been  brought  to  bear  to  prevent  the  exe^ 
cise  of  the  franchise  ;  and  Captain  YiTias, 
the  losing  candidate,  said  that  if  any  a^ 
gument  was  wanting  to  eonvinoe  hhn 
of  the  necessity  of  the  ballot  the  re 
suit  of  the  contest  would  have  f»' 
nished  him  with  one,  and  of  course  three 
cheers  were  given  for  the  ballot.  1 8*^ 
rait  that  I  have  pointed  out  sufficieat  evH 
dence  to  induce  ai  incredulous  man  to  he- 
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liefd  that  we  have  not  improTed  in  our 
eleotonl  morals,  bat  on  the  oontrarr — 
that  we  are  as  bad  as  ever  we  were  ;  and 
what,  I  ask,  has  happened  to  conyinoe  Mr. 
Gladstone,  Jan.,  and  Mr.  Stuart  Mill,  to 
eanse  them  to  turn  short  round  on  the 
qoestion  of  the  ballot.  Both  the  dominant 
parties  are  going  to  the  eonntry,  as  Mr. 
Dickens  terms  it,  in  an  auriferons  and 
DiaHj  shower,  in  the  shape  of  sovereigns 
and  beer,  and  if  the  House  is  eouTinoed 
that  the  landlords  have,  as  Mr.  Mill  sajs, 
ceased  to  intimidate,  where  is  the  oTidence 
to  be  found  ?  Is  Mr.  Mill  actually  oon- 
TJnced  of  it,  or  is  it  a  mere  pretence  put  for- 
ward by  him  to  eorer  his  ratting  from  his 
principles.  Let  us  look  northward,  and 
ask  ourselres  why  it  is  that  at  all  the  clubs 
where  they  bet  upon  politieal  as  well  as 
turf  eyente  they  lay  five  to  four  on  Mill- 
bank  againat  Morritt  for  the  northern  divi- 
sion  of  Yorkshire.  Now,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  North  Riding  (Mr.  Morritt)  is 
known  to  us  all,  and  as  I  beliere  no  hon. 
Member  has  carried  out  his  political  opi- 
sions  better  than  he  has,  why  is  he  to  be 
remoTed?  It  would  appear  marrellous 
were  not  the  real  cause  known — namely, 
that  the  late  Duke  of  Cleveland  was  a  Tory 
and  the  present  Duke  is  a  Whig,  and  that, 
therefore,  all  those  men  who  supported 
Mr.  Morritt  at  the  last  election  will  now 
Tote  against  him.  Of  course,  being  mere 
voting  machines  of  the  Duke  of  Cleve- 
land's, ihey  must  do  it.  They  have  no 
consciences — nobody  ever  thinks  they  have 
a  right  to  exercise  the  franchise.  I  will 
next  take  the  southern  division  of  Durham, 
and  ask,  why  instead  of  one  there  will  be 
two  Liberals  returned  for  that  division  of 
the  county  t  Why,  simply  because  it  is 
overshadowed  by  Raby  Castle,  and  the 
present  Duke  being  a  Whig,  these  free 
and  independent  electors,  as  you  call  them, 
hut  voting  maehines,  as  I  venture  to  think 
them,  must  vote  according  to  the  orders  of 
their  landlord.  Before  I  leave  Yorkshire  I 
will  take  a  trip  to  the  borough  of  Ripen. 
There  used  to  live  at  Fountains  Abbey 
Hiss  Lawrende,  a  lady  who  was  very  much 
respected,  bat  she  in  good  time  left  this 
world,  and  the  property  fell  into  the  hands 
of  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon.  The  borough 
of  Ripon  was  a  place  of  refuge  for  every 
Tory  gentleman  who  could  not  obtain  a 
seat  for  any  other  place.  It  was  a  refuge 
for  the  destitute.  There  he  found  a  home 
and  comfortable  quarters,  and  I  dare  say 
very  seed  Members  of  Parliament  they 
turned  out.    When  the  property  fell  into 


the  hands  of  Earl  De  Qrey  and  Ripon  it 
turned  out  thore  was  not  a  sounder  Whiflf 
borough  in  England  than  Ripon,  and  if  I  • 
were  called  upon  to  point  out  one  more 
good  honest  reformer  than  another  it  is 
Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon.  The  voting 
machines  at  Ripon  -do  not,  however,  like 
the  position  in  which  they  are  placed,  and 
they  have  presented  a  petition  to  the 
House  of  Lords  since  Earl  De  Grey  and 
Ripon  has  been  their  ruler  in  favour  of  the 
ballot,  and  I  believe  that  nothing  would 
please  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon  better  than 
for  them  to  vote  by  ballot.  I  think  we  have 
reason  to  say  that  the  state  of  things  which 
existed  up  to  1865  will  continue  during 
the  ensuing  elections,  so  that  to  tell  the 
electors  they  can  vote  free  and  independent 
is  a  misnomer,  for  they  can  do  nothing  of 
the  kind,  except  to  their  cost.  Mr. 
Brougham,  thirty-ive  years  ago,  alluded 
to  the  power  of  landlords  over  tenants  in 
a  way  I  cannot  approach.  That  eminent 
statesman  said— 

*<  Watch  the  proceedings  of  a  landlord  with  his 
tenants,  and  mark  how  he  seeks  to  extinguish  in 
them  all  sense  of  public  obligation." 

And  how  could  we  come  to  any  other 
conclusion  when  we  see  what  is  the  result  ? 
Before  I  conclude  my  remarks  upon,  or 
rather  my  review  of,  Gladstone  on  Mill, 
let  me  earnestly  entreat  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  an  extract  from  a  speech 
made  last  autumn,  the  authority  of  which 
will  be  acknowledged  by  Mr.  Gladstone, 
junior,  and  by  Mr.  Mill — 

'*  What  is  at  stake  (said  this  speaker)  is  nothing 
less  than  the  Titality  of  the  representatiye  body. 
If  ever  the  majority,  or  a  preponderating  portion 
of  the  Members,  represent  only  their  Own  pockets, 
we  shall  have  indeed  what  Mr.  Disraeli  calls  a 
Venetian  constitution,  and  that  in  a  very  bad 
form.  It  woald  be  a  great  mistake  to  suppose 
that  we  have  seen  the  worst  of  this  eyil.  I  am 
persuaded  we  are  ouly  at  the  beginning  of  it  when 
we  see  the  number  of  persons  constantly  becombg 
wealthy,  whose  sole  anxiety  is  to  attain  what  alone 
wealth  has  not  given  them — namely,  position.  It 
is  this  class  of  persons  who  make  this  evil  an  in- 
creasing one — the  vulgar  rich  —  to  whom  it  is 
worth  while  to  spend  any  amount  of  money  for 
the  sake  of  distinction  in  society." 

The  gentleman  who  made  this  speech  in 
1864,  standing  by  the  ballot,  and  pointing 
out  the  ballot  as  the  only  remedy  for  this 
state  of  things,  is  the  very  Mr.  Mill  who, 
in  1865t  turns  round  and  opposes  it.  I  say 
nothing  of  the  insult  to  this  House  by  the 
phrase  "vulgar  rich,"  because  if  there  is 
anything  we  are  more  proud  of  than  another 
it  is  the  men  amongst  us  who  have  made 
their  fortunes  by  trade  and  commerce;  but 
P  2 
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what  an  insult  to  the  City  of  London  if 
this  Mill  from  off  a  shelf  in  the  India 
House  is  thus  to  treat  its  representatives 
— its  Rothschilds,  its  Crawfords,  its  Gos- 
chens,  and  its  Dukes — who  have  all  made 
their  money  hy  commerce.  I  think,  in- 
stead of  Mr.  Mill  giving  me  a  quietus,  I 
have  now  from  his  own  mouth  given  him 
one.  Now,  I  come  to  what  ingratiated 
Mr.  Mill  with  the  Chancellor  of  the  £x- 
ohequer,  and  made  my  right  hon.  Friend 
point  him  out  as  a  fit  tutor  for  his  son,  and 
likewise  it  is  an  argument  which  my  noble 
Friend  (Yisconnt  Palmerston)  has  some- 
times indulged  in  when  he  has  wished  to 
give  me  a  quietus  in  this  House — namely, 
that  in  a  free  country  voting  for  a  Member 
of  Parliament  is  a  public  act  and  ought 
to  be  performed  in  the  face  of  the  people, 
and  that  the  manner  in  which  the  elector 
exercises  his  privilege  ought  to  be  the  sub- 
ject of  comment  and  criticism  for  the  entire 
community.  This  is  an  argument  I  have 
often  heard  from  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  and  from  Lord 
John  Russell,  but  if  it  is  so  necessary 
that  the  act  of  the  voter  should  be  so  pub- 
lic, have  we  no  precedents  to  the  contrarj? 
Let  us  inquire  into  that  a  little.  There 
were  great  men  before  Agamemnon,  and 
there  were  great  statesmen  before  the  noble 
Lord,  although  I,  for  one,  can  do  and  say 
nothing  to  detract  from  his  merits.  Now, 
on  this  point  of  protection  to  the  voter 
(not  by  means  of  the  ballot,  but  a  general 
protection  by  secrecy)  we  have  the  highest 
authority.  We  have  the  authority  of  the 
great  founders  of  English  liberty  —  those 
men  who  guided  the  counsels  of  what  Lord 
Maoaulay  said  were  the  greatest  of  Eng- 
land's parliaments — Sir  Edward  Coke,  Sir 
John  Elliot,  John  Hampden,  John  Pym, 
and  Selden;  and  they  have  left  their  tes- 
timony on  the  Journals  of  this  House.  I 
will  venture  to  state  the  remarkable  case 
to  which  I  allude,  and  which  is  not  a 
little  interesting.  On  the  17th  of  April 
in  1628,  by  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privilege,  which  Committee 
included  the  great  names  I  have  men- 
tioned, it  is  stated  that  in  the  election  for 
Yorkshire  certain  electors  presented  them- 
selves to  vote.  They  answered  the  ques- 
tions put  to  them  satisfactorily  as  to  their 
having  the  40«.  freehold  and  beiu^  resident 
in  the  county  ;  but,  on  being  asked  their 
names,  they  declined  to  give  them,  on  the 
ground  that  they  would  expose  themselves 
to  the  displeasure  of  certain  powerful  per- 
sonages. They  claimed  the  right,  not- 
Mr.  JET.  Berkeley 


withstanding,  to  have  their  votes  recorded, 
and  it  was  done.  A  petition  was  pT«- 
sented  against  the  return  of  Sir  H.  Bel- 
lasis  and  Sir  Thomas  Wentworth,  on 
the  ground  that  these  votes  were  im- 
properly recorded.  The  Committee  de- 
clared that  the  declaration  of  tbeir 
names  need  not  be  required,  and  that  it 
was  unnecessary  to  insert  the  names  of 
freeholders  in  the  indenture  of  reton, 
because  notice  might  be  taken  of  it  to  their 
detriment,  and  it  accordingly  reported  that 
Bellasis  and  Wentworth  were  duly  eleeted. 
The  House  the  same  day,  by  a  unanimom 
resolution,  confirming  the  judgment  of  tbe 
Committee,  declaring  that  if  tbe  name  of 
a  freeholder  was  demanded  at  the  poll  bj 
the  sherifi^,  and  he  declined  to  give  it,  he 
should  not  thereby  be  disabled  from 
voting.  This  is  not  exactly  a  case  on  all 
fours  with  the  ballot,  but  it  affirms  the 
principle,  and  no  man  can  rail  the  stamp 
off  that  document.  Is  not  this  an  aoBwer 
to  the  frivolous  plea  that  secrecy  is  cowardly, 
unmanly,  and  un-English  ?  If  not,  it  most 
fall  with  the  galaxy  of  great  names  1  have 
mentioned.  I  have  on  former  occasiooB 
referred  to  an  argument  which  the  preeeot 
Lord  Chancellor,  when  Sir  Richard  Be- 
thell,  completely  upset.  It  has  been  Bald 
that  the  voter  has  no  personal  beneficial 
interest  in  the  franchise,  and  that  he  is 
a  trustee  who  acts  for  the  non-elector  as 
well  as  for  himself.  But  what  is  the  ope- 
ration of  that  doctrine  ?  At  an  election 
for  Cork,  the  priests,  who  were  then  in 
the  interest  of  Lords  Palmerston  and 
Russell,  told  the  non-electors  to  watch  the 
polling-booths,  and  see  how  their  tmstees 
voted.  They  did  so,  and  all  those  who 
voted  for  General  Chatterton,  the  Conser* 
vative  candidate,  were  denounced  as  false 
trustees;  and,  accordingly,  the  non-electors 
broke  their  heads  and  stoned  them.  He 
would  call  the  attention  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Viscount  Palmerston)  to  a  case  which 
occurred  at  Salford.  An  individual  of  the 
name  of  Stork  placed  a  board  in  his 
window  with  the  following  inscription  :— 

<*  All  persons  residing  in  this  street  sad  tbe 
neighbouring  oourta  who  have  no  votes,  are  re- 
quested to  call  and  tell  me  whether  I  mast  roie 
ior  Garnett  or  Brotherton  at  the  ensuing  elec- 
tion." 

This  notice  brought  a  number  of  persons 
to  his  shop,  all  of  whom  being  hand /id* 
non-electors,  were  requested  to  sign  their 
names,  and  write  opposite  to  them  the 
name  of  the  candidate  of  their  cboiee. 
The  poll  was  kept  open  till  ten  o'clock, 
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and  then  Mr.  Stork  put  forth  the  following 
BtAte  of  the  poll : — 

*<In  hjOMT  of  my  Yotlng  for  Brotherton,  57 ; 
in  &TOQr  of  mj  votiog  for  Gamett,  23 ;  majority 
for  Brotberton,  84.  CoDseqaently  I  shall  vote 
for  Brotherton." 

If  that  be  not  the  reductio  ad  cAiurdum  of 
the  noble  Lord's  argument,  I  do  not  know 
where  it  oan  be  found.  He  did  vote  for 
Brotherton,  and  so  represented  the.  non- 
electors.  The  man  whom  the  law  inyested 
with  the  dutj  of  voting  disfranchised  him- 
self and  enfranchised  those  whom  the  law 
declared  to  be  unfit  to  TOte.  If  the  non- 
electors  were  to  dictate  to  the  electors,  it 
would  be  much  better  to  have  uniTersal 
suffrage  to  give  them  votes  and  allow  them 
to  TOte  themselves.  Mr.  Grote  called  the 
ballot  the  silent  vindicator  of  liberty.  De- 
mosthenes— ^mark  what  Demosthenes  said 
—addressing  a  jury  he  said — 

"Tott  vote  in  eeoret.  Tea  have  Dothing  to 
fear,  for  safety  is  secured  to  you  by  the  wisest 
legislation  oar  lawgivers  ever  knew." 

He  uow  asked  the  House  to  adopt  his 
Besolution,  and  thus  give  practical  effect  to 
the  words  of  Demosthenes. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  add  after  the  word  "  That/'  in  the  Original 
Qoestion,  the  words  <*  as  a  General  Election  is 
impending,  and  as  we  have  no  Law  which  can  put 
down  the  intimidation  of  Voters  nor  prevent 
Bribery,  it  is  therefore  expedient  that  a  trial 
should  he  given  to  the  Vote  hy  Ballot."— {ikfr. 
Henry  Berkeley.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

VisoouNT  PALMBRSTON:  Sir,  my 
hon.  Friend  said,  I  imagined  that  on  some 
occasions  I  had  given  him  his  quietus. 
Now,  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  give  him 
bis  quietus,  for  I  am  sure  the  House  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  annual  exhibition 
of  my  hon.  Friend  is  very  amusing  and 
highly  diverting,  and  therefore  I  should  be 
sorry  to  give  him  his  quietus,  and  so  pre- 
vent him  from  affording  us  the  treat  we 
are  now  enjoying.  The  arguments  which 
my  hon.  friend  has  used  are  those  which 
be  has  often  repeated  ;  and  the  arguments 
which  I  would  suggest  can  only  be  those 
which  1  have  often  repeated.  It  is  often 
Baid — my  hon.  Friend  has  often  said  it — 
that  nothing  new  can  be  urged  against 
the  ballot.  Truth  is  not  new,  and  no- 
thing is  stronger  than  truth  ;  aud  there- 
fore if  I  were  called  upon  to  say  something 
new  against  the  ballot,  I  could  only  use 
weaker  arguments  than  those  which  I  used 
before.     My  objections  to  tho  ballot  may 


be  comprised  in  a  short  statement.  My 
hon.  Friend  has  to-night  given  a  somewhat 
different  description  of  the  nature  of  the 
vote  from  that  which  he  gave  on  former 
occasions.  I  think  on  former  occasions  he 
treated  the  vote  as  a  personal  right — as  a 
right  which  the  voter  was  entitled  to  exer- 
cise without  exposing  himself  to  any  conse- 
quences arising  from  the  way  in  which  he 
might  use  it ;  but  to-night  he  has  repre- 
sented the  vote  as  a  function  confided  to 
the  elector  for  the  benefit  of  the  nation  at 
large.  [Mr.  H.  Berkeley  intimated  his 
dissent.]  Then  my  hon.  Friend  does  not 
adopt  this  view,  but  falls  back  on  the 
ground  that  the  vote  is  a  personal  right 
which  the  person  is  entitled  to  exercise 
freely  without  being  liable  to  any  conse- 
quences. Well,  if  the  vote  be  a  personal 
right,  on  what  ground  does  my  hon.  Friend 
punish  a  man  for  taking  money  for  his 
vote  ?  If  the  elector  possesses  the  vote  as 
a  personal  right,  he  is  entitled  to  exercise 
it  from  whatever  motive  he  pleases.  He 
may  exercise  it  from  personal  affection, 
from  political  agreement,  or  for  per- 
sonal advantage.  The  moment  you  narrow 
the  vote  by  describing  it  as  a  personal 
i^ight,  you  take  away  the  ground  on  which 
you  now  punish  a  man  for  the  corrupt  ex- 
ercise of  the  franchise.  But  I  deny  that 
the  vote  is  a  personal  right.  I  say  it  is  a 
trust.  Even  if  universal  suffrage  were 
adopted,  it  would  be  a  trust  which  each 
person  would  have  confided  to  him  for  the 
benefit  of  the  nation.  I  say,  therefore, 
that,  not  only  according  to  the  English 
Constitution,  but  according  to  the  sense  of 
mankind,  the  man  who  holds  a  trust  for 
others  is  bound  to  account  to  them  for 
the  manner  in  which  he  exercised  the  trust 
so  held.  I  hold,  then,  that  the  ballot, 
the  object  of  which  is  to  screen  the 
trustees,  to  screen  men  from  the  conse- 
quences following  on  the  exercise  of  their 
votes,  is  contrary  to  the  British  Constitu- 
tion, contrary  to  common  sense,  contrary 
to  the  nature  of  things  themselves.  But 
my  hon.  Friend  thinks  that  the  ballot  would 
free  the  voter  from  those  influences  which 
mankind  never  can  be  free  from.  He  has 
given  us  examples  of  the  places  in  which 
territorial  possessions  have  changed  from 
the  hands  of  owners  professing  one  set  of 
political  opinions  to  those  of  persons  hold- 
ing other  political  views,  and  he  has  stated 
that  these  changes  have  made  a  change  in 
the  exercise  of  the  franchise.  But  men 
must  be  influenced  by  one  cause  or  another, 
and  it  is  a  natural  thing  that  there  should 
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be  harmony  between  the  proprietors  of 
land  and  thoae  who  earry  on  their  oeoupa- 
iionB  under  them.  Whether  it  be  terri- 
torial influenee,  whether  it  be  the  influenoe 
of  mercantile  wealth,  or  whether  it  be  the 
inflnenee  of  commercial  engagementa,  you 
cannot  divest  mankind  of  those  influences 
which  are  inherent  in  the  nature  of  things, 
and  must  influence  the  conduct  of  men. 
I  contend  it  is  a  perfect  fallacy  to 
affirm  that  secret  voting  would  prevent  the 
exercise  of  the  influence  of  the  land* 
lord,  the  merchant,  or  the  customer.  Any 
person  in  any  one  of  these  capacities  who 
might  think  he  could  influence  a  voter, 
would  ask  him  to  promise  his  vote.  If 
my  hon.  Friend  thinks  that  the  promise 
made  under  such  circumstances  would  be 
broken,  he  pronounces  the  strongest  con- 
demnation of  the  voters;  because,  he  says, 
Uiey  would  promise  one  thing  to-day  and 
do  a  different  thing  to-morrow.  Now,  I 
do  not  believe  that.  I  believe  that  if  the 
landlord  or  employer,  thinking  he  might 
have  a  legitimate  right  to  influence  a 
voter's  conduct,  should  go  to  him  and  say, 
*<  Promise  me  so  and  so,"  the  man,  if  he 
wished  to  perform  the  act,  would  make  the 
promise.  If  he  refused,  the  landlord  or 
employer  would  know  what  that  meant, 
ao  that  the  voter  would  be  exposed  to  ex- 
actly the  same  influences  as  he  is  at  pre- 
sent.  I  think,  therefore,  that  the  ballot 
would  be  inconsistent  with  the  principles 
en  which  human  society  is  constituted  ;  I 
think  it  would  be  at  yariance  with   the 

?rinciples  of  the  British  Constitution  ;  and 
tbink  it  would  be  immoral  in  its  effects, 
for  if  it  accomplished  the  object  which  few 
have  in  view,  and  enabled  a  man  to  break 
his  promise,  instead  of  raising  the  cha- 
racter of  the  voter  of  the  country,  it  would 
degrade  him  in  his  own  esteem  and  lower 
that  character  in  the  eyes  of  the  world. 

Mb.  H.  BERKELEY:  I  think  I  answered 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  before  he 
made  it. 

Question  put: — The  House  dhided: — 
Ayes  74 ;  Noes  118:  Majority  44. 

Another  Amendment  proposed. 
To  add  after  the  word  «  That,"  in  the  Original 
(^neition,  the  words  '*  this  House  will,  upon  Mon- 
day next,  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of 
Supply."-— (  VUeoutU  PalmerHon, ) 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
added/*  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  added:  —  Original  Questioni  as 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 
ViecomU  PaimereUm 


Beeohed,  That  this  House  will,  upoi 
Monday  next,  resolve  itself  into  the  Ccib- 
mittee  of  Supply. 

PENALTIES  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
[bill  213.]     THIRD  READING. 

Mo^ed,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time."— (/9tr  Oeorge  Oreif.) 

Sir  CHARLES  DOUGLAS  m««lj 
rose  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Geatlenisa 
for  this  Bill  whieh  was  for  the  aaae  ob- 
jeot  as  that  which  he  (Sur  Oharlsi 
Douglas)  had  last  night  withdrawn,  rs* 
speeting  '*  the  diseretionary  pewen  of  Jm* 
ticea  of  the  Peace;"  but  he  muat  rsooid 
his  protest  against  one  principle  it  ap- 
peared to  reoognise — nam^,  that  sf 
committing  an  offender  to  priaon  for  a 
longer  period  for  non-payment  of  a  pceu- 
niary  penalty,  than  the  law  allowed  as  s 
punishment  for  the  offence  itaelf»  for  whieh 
the  fine  could  be  inflicted. 

Motion  agreed  to  Bill  read  3<*  accord^ 
ingly,  and  passed. 

PEACE   PRESERYAnON  (IRELAKD)  ACT  (1856) 
AMBNUMBNT  BILL. 
Bill  **  to  ooBtinue  and  amend  <  The  Peaee  Pr«- 
seiration  (Irtland)  Ast,  1866,'"  presentid,  sad 
readl^    [Bm910.] 

COLONIAL  DOCKS  LOANB. 

Resolution  [Jone  Iff]  reported. 

*'  That  it  is  expedient  to  empower  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Tressnrj  to  make  issues  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  to  an  amount  not  exceediof 
in  the  whole  ^^300,000  to  be  from  time  to  time 
advanced  by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Admiralty, 
by  way  of  loan,  in  aid  of  the  constmction  of  Dooki 
in  British  Possessions." 

Resolution  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Lord  CulEIXCI 
Paget  and  Mr.  Gbiu>ib8. 

BUI  presented,  and  read  l"".  [Bill  226.] 

CARRIERS  ACT  AMENDMENT  BOX. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  db«oted  to 
moTe  the  House,  That  leaye  be  given  to  bring  ia 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  for  the  more  eflbotual 
protection  of  Carriers  for  hire. 

Resolution  reported. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Miuna 
GiBsoK  and  Mr.  Hutt. 

Bin  presented,  and  read  1».  [BiU  224.] 

TURNPIKE  ACTS  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Babino,  BiU  to  continue 
certain  Turnpike  Acts  in  Great  Britain,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  BARura  and  Sir  QwaoM 
Grbt. 

BiU  presented,  and  read  1*.  [Bm  227.] 
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TURNPIKB  TRUBTg  ABRANGEMBNTS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Babino,  Bill  to  oonflrm 
certain  Proyisional  Orders  made  under  an  Act 
of  the  fifteenth  year  of  Her  present  Mjietty,  to 
fteilitate  arrangements  for  the  relief  of  Turnpike 
Trusts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  hj  Mr.  Babino 
»Dd  Sir  GxoBOB  Gbbt. 

BmprcmUdy  and  read  l^.  [Bill  225.'} 

HouBe  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

b«ford  One  o'clock,  till 

ICoiday  next. 


^^^^^^^^S^^^^l^ 


HOTTSB    OF    LORDS, 
Ifondof/,  June  19,  1865. 

MINUTBS.]— T(K>ib  the  Oat&— The  Viscount 
Gort,  a  Repd'esentatiye  Peer  for  Ireland. 

PuBuo  Bills — First  Eeadtng^SiAtJito  Law  Re- 
Tiaion  •  (172)  [hj..]  ;  Salmon  Fisheries  (Scot- 
land) Acts  Amendment*  (175);  Nary  and 
Marines  ( Property  of  Deceased)  *  ( 1 76)  ;  Naral 
and  Marine  Pay  and  Pensions*  (177);  Penal- 
ties  Law  Amendment  *  (178). 

Stcond  Reading — Prisons  (Scotland)  Act  Amend- 
ment* (10«);  Trespass  (Scotland)  *  (U6) : 
Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act  (1858)  Amendment* 
(125);  Pier  and  HarlMur  Orders  Oonflrmaiion* 
(157);  Lunatic  Ajylum  Act  (1853)  dEc., 
Amendment*  (160);  Pilotage  Order  Confir- 
mation (No.  2)*  (154);  Smoke  Nuisances 
(Scotland)  Acts  Amendment*  (186);  Procu- 
rators (Scotland)  *  (153) ;  Churches  and 
Chapels  Exemption  (Scotland)  *  (128) ;  Colo- 
nial Laws  Validity*  (158);  Colonial  Mar- 
riages Validity*  (169);  Defence  Act  (I860) 
Amendment*  (152). 

Select  Committee  —  Heport  —  Mortgage  Deben- 
tures •  (173) ;  Land  Debentures*  (112)  ; 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland)  *  (113). 

^2»ort— Mortgage  Debentures*  (174);  Union 
ChargeabiUty*(l71). 

Third  Reading  —  Dockyard  Extensions  *  (148) ; 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  Acts 
(Ireland)  Amendment  *  ( 1 1 7) ;  Drainage  and 
ImproTement  of  Lands  (Ireland)  Proyisional 
Order  Confirmation  (No.  2)  *  (147)  and  pasted. 

Withdrawn  — Railway  Passengers  (149). 

Royal  Assent  —  Commissioners  of  Supply  Meet- 
ings (Scotland)  [28  Viet.  c.d8];  District  Church 
Tithes  [28  Vict.  c.  42] ;  Inclosure  (No.  2) 
[28  Viet.  c.  89] ;  Lancaster  Court  of  Chancery 
[28  Viet.  e.  40 1;  Married  Women's  Property 
(Ireland)  [28  Via,  c.  43]  ;  Pilotage  Order  Con- 
firmation  [28  Viet.  c.  59];  Common  Law 
Courts  (Fees)  [28  Viet.  c.  45]  ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Supplemental  (No.  3)  [28  Viet.  c.  41] ; 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland)  [28  Vict.  o.  50] ; 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site)  [28  Viet. 
«.49];  Courts  of  Justice  Building  [28  Vict. 
e.  48] ;  MiUtia  Ballots  Suspension  [28  Viet. 
0.46] ;  UUitift  Pay  [28  Viet.  o.  47]. 


STATUTE  LAW  REVISION  BILL. 
FBESBNTSD.      FIRST  RBADIHa. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  presented 
a  Bill  for  promoting  the  Refision  of  the 
Statute  Law  and  expurgation  of  the  Sta- 
tute Book.  The  statutes  of  the  realm 
were  at  present  contained  in  forty-four 
quarto  Tolumes.  The  Bills  presented  hj 
him  on  former  occasions,  and  which  had 
passed  into  law,  carried  the  revision  and 
expurfi;ation  down  to  the  reign  of  James  II. 
inolasiye,  and  the  Bill  which  he  had  now 
the  honour  to  introduce  completed  the  en- 
tire work  of  revision.  He  was  happy  to 
say  that  if  this  Bill  passed  into  a  law  the 
new  edition  of  the  whole  of  the  living 
statutes  which  would  follow  would  probably 
be  comprised  in  ton  volumes  only,  of  the 
same  average  size  as  at  present.  This, 
however,  was  by  no  means  the  end  of  the 
work.  The  next  step  would  be  to  arrange 
the  Statute  Law  in  the  form  of  a  digest, 
under  the  most  appropriate  heads,  forming 
a  complete  analytical  arrangement,  and 
then  to  revise  and  expurgate  the  unwieldly 
and  still  increasing  mass  of  the  decided 
cases,  reducing  them  to  such  as  constituted 
the  hody  of  existing  authorities,  and  which 
might  in  their  turn  be  digested  and  ar- 
ranged. Their  Lordships  would  be  glad 
to  hear  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
voted  a  sum  of  money  for  this  purpose, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  work  would  go  on 
successfully  until  the  whole  of  the  written 
and  unwritten  law  was  ascertained,  reduced 
into  order,  and  brought  within  a  reasonable 
compass. 

Bill  for  promoting  the  Revision  of  the 
Statute  Law  by  repealing  certain  Enact- 
ments which  have  ceased  to  be  in  force  or 
have  become  unnecessary — Waa  presenisd 
hy  The  Lord  Chahoellor;  read  1\ 
(No.  172.) 

HER  ROYAL  HIGHNESS  THE  PRINCESS 
OF  WALES. 

HER  KAJESTT's  ANSWER  TO  THE  ADDRESS. 

The  lord  CHAMBERLAIN  (Vis- 
count Sydney)  reported  the  Queen's  An- 
swer to  the  Address  of  Tuesday  last  as 
follows : — 

**  Tour  loyal  and  dutiful  Address  upon  the  birth 
of  the  Prinoe,  my  Grandson,  afforded  me  much 
aatlt&otion ;  and  I  thank  you  for  the  affeotionate 
interest  which  you  have  expressed  in  the  domeetio 
happinew  of  myself  and  my  family." 
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THE  SLATE  TRADE— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  BROUGHAM,  in  Asking  his  noble 
Friend  the  Foreign  Secretary  for  the  pro- 
duction of  the  Slafe  Trade  Papers,  stated, 
that  since  he  last  addreased  the  House  on 
this  subject  he  had  received  information  of 
▼ery  important  proceedings  at  Madrid.  A 
Society  for  Slave  Emancipation  had  been 
formed,  consisting  of  persons  important  in 
the  community,  and  some  of  them  formerly 
in  office.  The  Court  had  not  opposed, 
though  it  had  not  aided  this  proceeding. 
The  press  also  ha4  taken  a  salutary  direc- 
tion, for  though  the  Cuba  planters  had  set 
up  a  paper  on  the  side  of  slavery.  The  hla 
de  Cuba,  a  journal  in  opposition  had  been 
established  with  success,  and  he  heard  that 
feelings  of  reprobation  of  the  course  taken 
by  the  Government  were  spreading. 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  that  the  Slave 
Trade  Papers  were  very  voluminous,  and 
would  take  ten  days  or  a  fortnight  longer 
to  prepare  them.  They  would,  however, 
be  laid  upon  the  table  of  both  Houses  as 
•con  as  possible.  He  thought  it  right  to 
state  that  there  was  a  greater  disposition 
than  he  ever  remembered,  not  only  in 
Spain,  but  in  other  countries,  to  concur  in 
measures  for  the  effectual  suppression  of 
the  slave  trade.  There  had  been  a  very 
great  change  in  this  respect  in  Cuba  within 
the  last  five  years,  as  well  as  in  the  United 
States.  The  fitting  out  of  slave  vessels 
at  New  York  had  been  entirely  put  a  stop 
to,  and  those  who  had  been  found  guilty 
of  participating  in  slave  trade  ventures 
were  punished  with  the  utmost  severity  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States. 
They  were  willing  to  co-operate  with  us  in 
measures  with  a  view  to  extinguish  the 
trade,  and  there  was  now  a  reasonable  hope 
that  the  trade  would  be  effectually  abolished. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  said,  that  the  con- 
duct of  the  United  States  Government  had 
been  perfect  upon  the  subject  of  slavery, 
and  he  was  astonished  at  the  utterly 
groundless  reports  which  injudicious  friends 
of  the  Northern  party  had  propagated  of 
him,  as  if  he  had  taken  the  part  of  the 
slave  traders  and  slave  mongers  in  the 
South.  Nothing  could  be  more  utterly 
false  than  such  a  story,  and  he  took  this 
opportunity  of  giving  it  a  peremptory  con- 
tradiction. 

IRISH  POOR  LAW  UNIONS— PETITION. 

The  Earl  or  GR ANARD,  on  presenting 
a  petition  from  the  Board  of  Guardiana  of 
Longford,  praying  for  a  re*«djtistmeiit  of 


the  boundariea  of  the  Longford  UntODtBiid, 
the  petitioners  complained  that  the  area 
of  the  Union  for  rating  purposes  wta  is- 
sufficient,  and  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  necessity  for  a  revtstoa  of  tbe 
boundaries  of  unions  in  Ireland.  He 
hoped  that  between  this  and  the  next  Ses- 
sion the  question  of  a  revision  of  the  bound* 
aries  of  the  Irish  unions  would  eogsge  the 
attention  of  the  Government. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  tken 
were  other  unions  in  Irelaod  smaller  thin 
the  Longford  Union.  It  was  the  opinion 
of  the  Irish  Poor  Law  Commissionen  thit 
it  would  not  be  desirable  in  general  to 
revise  the  unions  in  Ireland,  and  the  Po^ 
tumna  Union  was  the  only  other  union 
which  joined  in  the  ease  made  by  that  of 
Longford.  Under  these  ciroumstaneeB  he 
could  hold  out  no  hope  that  the  Govern* 
ment  would  propose  the  reyision  advocated 
by  his  noble  Friend. 

The  Earl  of  CLANCARTY  expresied 
his  opinion  that»  as  the  cironmstaDcei  of 
Ireland  had  very  much  changed  since  the 
unions  were  divided,  some  alteration  wy 
necessary.  The  numbers  in  the  Irish  unioni 
were  diminishing,  and  whatever  force  the 
argument  in  favour  of  union  ehargeabilitj 
might  have,  as  regarded  England,  itoo^ 
tainly  did  not  apply  to  IrelanX 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  table. 

RAILWAY  PASSENGERS  BILL-(No.  U9.) 
BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  desired  to  ask  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  St.  Leonardi) 
whether  it  was  really  his  intention  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill.  The  whole  sobjeot 
was  now  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government,  and  this  Bill  would  deal  with 
only  a  very  small  portion  of  it.  The  60-  , 
vernment  were  fully  alive  to  the  importanee 
of  the  subject.  On  occasion  of  a  serioui 
accident  that  had  recently  happened  on 
one  of  the  French  Railways,  owing  to  one 
of  the  carriages  having  caught  fire,  and 
the  passengers  were  unable  to  escape  owing 
to  the  doors  being  locked,  the  Board  of 
Trade  wrote  to  all  the  railway  oompsDiw 
suggesting  that  on  no  occasion  should  both 
doors  be  lockedi  and  the  answer  wai 
unanimously  in  favour  of  adopting  the  re- 
gulation. No  doubt  the  subject  was  one 
which  deserved  the  most  serious  considera- 
tion from  the  Government  and  from  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  GoTer&ment  wore  anxiousljr 
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aliVe  to  the  importance  of  adopting  any 
meaanree  which  might  be  usefal  for  the 
prefention  of  aeoidents,  but  the  more  at- 
tention  was  giren   to   the   subjeet,    the 
jrreater  became  tbe  diflicoltiee  in  their  way. 
The  more  responsibilitj  was  asBomed  by 
the  Oofommenty^to  a  certain  extent,  the 
greater  would  be  the  amount  of  reeponsi- 
bility  from  which  tbe  directors  would  be  re- 
Ueved.   As  to  the  argument  of  self  interest, 
Lord  Campbell's  Act  no  doubt  had  had  a 
most  powerful  effect.    The  Board  of  Trade 
Beot  down  an  Inspector  to  report  on  every 
aeeident  which  happened,  and  recommen- 
dations arising  from  the  report  were  sent 
down  to  every  railway  company.  In  almost 
every  instance  they  were  followed,  but  if 
the  railway  companies  did  not  follow  them, 
and  an  accident  happened,  their  Lordships 
would  easily  understand  how  seriously  that 
wooid  affect  the  verdict  of  a  jury.     If  the 
ooblo  and  learned  Lord  pressed  his  Bill, 
he  should  divide  against  it,  as  he  thought 
it  was  not  deeirable   to  deal  by  Act  of 
Parliament  with  only  one  portion  of  the 
Bobject. 

Tab  MARQirKSS  of  OLANRICARDB 
differed  from  tbe  noble  Earl,  who  seemed 
to  think  that  the  directors  of  railway  com- 
panies would  take  sufficient  precautions  for 
the  safety  of  passengers,  because  the  sur- 
nvors  of  people  killed  obtained  good  com- 
pensation for  tbe  loss  they  had  sustained. 
That,  however,  was  not  the  way  in  which 
the  safety  of  the  public  should  be  secured. 
He^the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  was  of 
opinion  that  the  subject  ought  to  be  dealt 
with,  though  he  agreed  it  should  not  be 
done  piecemeal,  but  as  a  whole.  It  was 
very  well  to  say  that  railway  companies 
luid  to  pay  for  these  accidents  ;  but  what 
the  public  wanted  was  to  be  protected 
against  risks  to  which  travellers  on  rail- 
ways were  exposed  every  day.  Only  that 
very  morning  he  and  some  noble  Lords  then 
present  came  to  London  in  a  train  which, 
on  arriving  at  the  Glapham  Junction,  was 
twenfy.four  minutes  behind  its  time,  and 
he  waa  informed  that  as  many  as  400 
trains,  and  by  another  person,  as  many  as 
700,  pasaed  through  that  station  evenr 
day.  These  delays  continually  occurred, 
but  they  passed  unnoticed,  and  those  who 
were  exposed  to  risk  by  them  had  no  re- 
dress. Under  the  old  coaching  system 
the  guard  was  compelled  to  register  the 
time  when  he  arrived  at  each  stopping- 
place,  and  in  every  case  of  delay  some 
penalty  waa  incurred.  A  somewhat  similar 
fegolalion  waa  adopted  on  railways  in  re-* 


gard  to  times  of  arriving  at  stations,  but 
as  there  was  no  penalty  for  irregularity  it 
produced  no  effect.  He  thought  there 
ought  to  be  some  Government  Department 
whose  duty  it  should  be  to  call  railway 
companies  to  account,  not  only  when  per« 
sons  were  killed,  but  when  they  were  ex- 
posed to  danger  by  delays  or  any  other 
causes.  He  trusted  that  the  subject  would 
be  considered  by  the  Government  during 
the  recess,  and  that  one  of  the  first  Bills 
introduced  next  Session  would  be  for  the 
formation  of  a  Government  Department  for 
that  purpose. 

Lord  TAUNTON  doubted  whether  it 
were  wise  for  a  piece  of  small  legislation 
like  this  to  interfere  with  the  direction  and 
responsibility  of  railway  directors.  The 
only  approach  to  a  railway  accident  he  had 
ever  personally  seen  was  on  an  Austrian 
railway,  where  the  directors  were  com- 
pelled to  send  in  their  time-bills  to  a  Go* 
vernment  Department,  and  were  fined  for 
every  &ve  minutes  that  a  train  was  late. 
He  believed  that  it  would  be  best  to  leave 
the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  railway 
companies,  although  he  did  not  deny  that 
there  might  be  an  advantage  in  some  gene^ 
ral  supervision  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  subject  was  well  deserving  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  if  they 
could  devise  any  plan  of  supervision  which 
would  not  detract  from  the  responsibility 
of  the  railway  companies,  he  should  bo 
glad  to  see  it  adopted.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, tbe  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  not 
press  .this  Bill  further  at  present. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  he  had 
not  intended  to  convey  the  iden  that  the 
Government  were  indisposed  to  consider  the 
subject.  He  had  merely  stated  the  general 
grounds  on  which  it  was  Tory  difficult  for 
the  Government  to  undertake  any  superin- 
tendence of  railways,  and  he  had  assumed 
as  a  general  principle  that,  in  assuming  a 
superintendence  they  would  be  diminishing 
the  responsibility  of  tbe  railway  directors. 
The  Government,  so  far  from  wishing  to 
avoid  this  question,  were  very  carefully 
considering  it,  and  if  any  of  the  reports 
which  were  made  to  them  should  contain 
any  useful  or  practicable  suggestions  they 
would  be  glad  to  avail  themselves  of  them. 

Lord  ST.  LEONARDS  said,  if  he 
could  receive  an  assurrance  from  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  would  take  this  subject 
into  their  consideration  with  a  view  to  the 
adoption  of  some  practical  remedy  ho 
would  not  persevere  with  this  Bill.  He  did 
not  think  there  would  be  any  danger  in 
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aUowuig  both  do<Hrt  of  milwoj  oarriftgot  to 
bo  unlooked.  On  ooo  line  ho  knew  that 
one  of  the  doors  was  allowed  to  remain 
nnlooked. 

Tbb  Duke  of  MARLBOROUGH  said, 
ho  treated  the  GoTornnent  would  gi?e 
some  assurance  that  they  would  take  np 
the  subjeot  with  a  tiew  to  the  adoption  of 
some  measure  which  should  profont,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  reourrenee  of  such 
frightful  railway  accidents  as  had  lately 
occurred.  He  belie?ed  that  a  ?ery  general 
opinion  prerailed  that  the  subject  had  not 
been  dealt  with  by  the  Oofemment  in  the 
spirit  they  ought  to  hare  manifested. 
The  reply  gifon  by  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  a  statement  made  in 
the  other  House  a^>eared  to  hare  been 
most  unsatisfactory.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  the  question  was  one  of  considerable 
difficulty,  but  the  public  looked  to  the  Go- 
Ttrnment  as  a  quarter  from  which  any 
remedial  measure  must  emanate.  He  could 
quite  understand  that  it  would  not  be  ad- 
yisable  to  reliere  railway  companies  from 
the  responsibility  which  at  present  at« 
tached  to  them,  and  that  any  ezcessi?e  in- 
terference on  the  part  of  the  Goremment 
might  be  attended  with  that  effect.  But 
there  appeared  to  be  a  great  inconsistency 
in  the  present  practice.  Before  a  line  was 
opened  it  was  inspected  by  a  Gofemment 
officer  with  a  yiew  to  ascertain  its  fitness 
for  traffic ;  when  once  it  had  been  opened 
the  GoTernment  took  no  further  steps  to 
secure  the  safety  of  the  travellers  by  it. 
It  was  not  consistent,  to  say  the  least  of 
it,  that  the  Board  ef  Trade  should  have 
powers  OTelr  a  railway  until  the  opening  of 
a  line ;  but  that  from  the  moment  it  was 
opened  all  power  of  practical  control  should 
pass  out  of  their  hands.  It  would  be  ad- 
TisabU  that  more  responsibility  in  case  of 
accident  should  fall  upon  the  directors  of 
railway  companies,  especially  as  those 
frightful  accidents  which  so  frequently  oc- 
curred were  generally  attributable  to  the 
absence  of  the  most  ordinary  precautions. 
Oftentimes  they  were  due  to  the  fact  that 
trains  were  allowed  to  follow  one  another 
too  soon,  and  the  proper  time  was  not 
kept ;  but  they  were  also  owing  in  many 
instances  to  the  fact  that  the  repair  of  the 
lines  was  committed  to  contractors,  who, 
as  long  as  they  were  paid  for  their  work, 
eared  but  little  for  the  security  of  passen- 
gers  and  trains.  He  trusted  that  the  Go- 
Tomment  would  give  their  Lordships  an 
assurance  that  some  practical  measure 
would  be  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
Lord  8t,  Zwnarda 


affording  better  seeurity  to  the  puUic  tbss 
at  present  existed.  It  might  be  well  to 
remind  their  Lordships  that  though  the 
present  Government  had  been  in  offioe  ftr 
five  years  the  subject  had  not  reemved  the 
attention  at  their  hands  to  which  it  wu 
entitled. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Whasi. 

CUFFB, 

The  Duke  of  MONTROSB  said,  that 
though  it  would  be  deurable  to  eoBin 
some  additional  powers  upon  the  Board  of 
Trade,  he  thought  there  was  no  noeossitj 
for  such  a  Bill  as  that  under  the  eonaidsn- 
tion  of  their  Lordships.  He  had  never 
seen  the  doors  <^  railways  shut  except  for 
the  purpose  of  prerenting  the  entrance  of 
any  more  passengers.  It  would,  in  bn 
opinion,  be  most  dangerous  to  require  eom- 
panics  to  be  punctual  by  making  up  for 
lost  time  by  an  aoceleration  ef  speed  ;  for, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  was  imposeible  thst 
time  should  not  sometimes  be  lost  if  the 
unusual  quantity  of  luggage  and  the  us- 
usual  number  of  passengers,  which  htj 
occasionallv  to  be  taken  in  or  discharged 
at  particular  parts,  were  not  excluded. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  railway  con- 
panies  themselves  had  a  great  interest  is 
the  good  management  of  their  respective 
lines  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  believed 
that  some  additional  general  oontrdKof 
power  might,  with  advantage,  be  vested  ii 
the  Board  of  Trade. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMBATH 
thought  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  tbe 
Government  to  take  this  matter  in  head, 
and  to  introduce  some  measure  which  wwAi 
more  effectually  secure  the  safety  of  the 
public. 

Barl  GRANVILLB  said,  the  Govern- 
ment  had  been  considering  the  matter,  and 
they  would  continue  to  give  to  it  their  beet 
consideration,  more  particularly  after  tbe 
reports  which  they  expected  to  receive  oi 
the  subject  of  the  recent  accidents.  But 
at  present  they  were  not  aware  of  soy 
measure  they  could  adopt  that  would  net 
produce  greater  evils  than  thoee  which  it 
was  to  obriate  ;  and,  under  these  cireav* 
stances,  it  was  clearly  impossible  for  hm 
to  give  any  pledge  as  to  the  course  thef 
might  hereafter  pursue. 

Lord  ST.  LEONARDS  intimated  thst, 
after  the  discussion  which  had  taken  pisee, 
he  would  not  persevere  with  the  Bill. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Besd- 
ing  discliarged;  and  Bill  (by  Leave  of  tbe 
House)  toitAdraum. 
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Infimtry.  The  Strftito  Settlementot  6» 
thoie  aetbff  for  them,  proposed  that  there 
should  he  three  hatteries  of  artillery,  and 
one  Natife  corps  for  police  purposes,  and 
to  do  duties  of  fatigue  unfitted  for  tlie 
European  constitution,  with  a  due  propor- 
tion of  European  officers  and  non-commis- 
sioned officers.  The  nohle  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary for  War  gare  the  agents  for  the  Straits 
Settlements  reason  to  beliere  that  the 
War  Office  accepted  their  proposals ;  hut 
some  time  after,  as  he  understood,  the 
Horse  Guards  insisted  it  was  indispensable 
that  artillery  should  always  have  the  pro- 
tection of  infantry,  and  therefore  the  pro- 
posal of  the  War  Office  was  that  there 
should  be  two  batteries  of  artillery  and  a 
wing  of  an  European  regiment.  The  an- 
nual expense  of  all  these  combined,  it  was 
calculated,  would  be  £48,000  a  year.  The 
Straits  Settlements  proposed  to  throw  iu 
£2,000  more,  so  as  to  make  the  amount 
£50,000  a  year,  leaving  the  War  Office  to 
make  what  arrangements  they  pleased. 
Considerable  delay  had  since  taken  place, 
and  the  Straits  Settlements  were  anxioos 
to  know  the  eanse  of  it.  He  hoped  their 
just  expectations  weald  not  be  disappointed, 
and  that  his  noble  Friend  the  noble  Earl 
would  be  enabled  to  give  a  satisfactory 
answer  to  the  question  he  had  put  to  him. 
Earl  QRANYILLE  said,  that  a  week 
ago  he  might  have  been  enabled  to  giro 
his  noble  Friend  a  more  satisfactory  answer 
than  he  could  now  do.  At  that  time  it 
was  thought  another  hour  would  ha?e 
settled  the  whole  question  ;  but  there  was 
some  difficulty  as  to  the  practical  details 
which  it  would  require  the  authority  of 
Parliament  to  remoYo ;  and,  although  the 
QoTernment  were  very  anxious  to  do  se, 
he  could  not  give  his  noble  Friend  any  as- 
surance that  it  could  be  done  this  Session. 


,      SINGAPORE  AND  THE  STBAITS  SETTLE- 
MENTS.—QUESTION. 

Thi   Basl  of  ALBEICARLB  asked 
the  President  of  the  Council,  What  progress 
has  been  made  in  the  Transfer  of  Singa- 
pore and  the  other  Settlements  in   the 
Straits  of  Malacca  from  the  Indian  to  the 
Colonial  Department  f    The  population  of 
^    these  Settlements  were  entitled,  he  thou^^ht, 
to  the  favourable  consideration  of  the  Par- 
lisment  and  Government.     At  the  time  the 
English  flag  was  hoisted  in  these  Settle- 
ments the  population  was  chiefly  composed 
of  piratical  Malay  fishermen.     Now,  how- 
ever, there  was  a  peaceable,  industrious, 
and  thriving  community  of  a  quarter  of  a 
million,  with  a  trade  which  might  be  esti- 
mated at  £15,000,000  yearly.  The  greatest 
portion  of  that  commerce  was  transacted 
with  this  country,  and  the  capital  embarked 
in   it  belonged  to   merchants  of   London, 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  and  Glasgow.    Sin- 
^pore,  the  principal  settlement,  was  1,500 
miles  from    Calcutta.     It  was  true  that 
these  Settlements  possessed  a  Oovernor; 
but  he  had  no  legislative  power,  that  power 
being  lodged  in  the  hands  of  the  Governor 
General  of  India,  who  was  necessarily  un- 
acquainted with  their  wants  and  interests. 
Not  only  were  these  Settlements  situated 
at  so  great  a  distance  from  the  seat  of  Go- 
vernment, but  the  population  was  chiefly 
composed  of  Malays  and  Chinese.     They 
now  naturally  desired  to  eome  more  directly 
under  the  authority  of  the  Crown.     They 
wished  to  have  the  same  kind  of  constitu- 
tion that  had  been  granted  to  Hong  Kong 
and  Ceylon.     For  five  long  years  they  had 
been  petitioning  Parliament  for  this  boon, 
bat  hitherto  without  success.     In  the  be- 
giaaing  ef  this  Session  there  was  a  slight 
gleam  of  hope  that  before  its  termination 
^y  might  be  transferred — the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  after  having  demurred, 
^fe  way,  and  said  he  was  ready  to  get 
rid  of  them  ;  the  Colonial  Oflioe  said  they 
vere  perfectly  ready  to  receive  them  ;  but 
the  Treasury  naturally  asked  if  they  could 

£y  their  way.    They  gave  a  most  satis- 
itory  account  of  themselves,  saying  they 
nised  an  annual  revenue  of  £250,000, 
^hieh  was  amply  suflicient  for  all  muni- 
's/Mil pnrpeses,  and  for  the  military  expea- 
4'ture.     The  Treasury  were  satisfied,  and 
fBnt  Uiem  to  the  War  Department.    But 
j^^re   a   little  difficulty  occurred.      Some 
*  circumlocution"  took  place.  The  present 
^^irriaon  consbted  of  two  batteries  of  artil- 
^ry  and  two  companies  of  Madras  Native 


Hoase  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow  a 

quarter  before  Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 

Monday^  June  19,  1865. 
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Upwi  of  SeleH  CommmM- 
brog^*   [78];    Ofaflni* 

iNo.  2)*  [84];  Chemitto  \ 
rUiRoj  Kelly]  •  [78];  C 
gists  (.No.  2)  [Sir  John  She 


B$pwi  of  Seleet  OfwrnHtM-^Ou  Ohemiilt  ftnd 
brogffisti*  [78];  Ofaeaiiiti  and  DniggUta 
.„-»^.-  .^..     r,^     ..^  j^jj^j  Druggiste  [Sir 

Chemists  and  Drug- 
,„._ 1  Shelley]  •[84]. 

CommiUae  —  fortifications  (ProTision  for  Ex- 
MBses)*  [215] ;  Colonial  Goremors  (Retirinf 
Pensions)  [138]  — » J.;  Sugar  Duties  and 
Drawbacks*  [198] ;  Comptroller  of  the  Ex- 
ohequer  and  Public  Audit*  [2081;  National 
GiUfcry  (Dublin)  •  [208] ;  Fire  Brigade  (Me- 
tropolis)* [158}— E.P.;  Harbours  Transfer  • 
[216] ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  2)  (re-comm,  )•  [222];  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  8)  (re^ 
e<nnm.)*  [223] ;  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland) 
(re-etmm,)*  [165]— e.f. 

i2M>ort— Fortifications  (Prorisions  for  Expenses)* 
[215]  ;  Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks  ^[198]  ; 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Publio 
Audit*  [208];    National   Gallery  (Dublin)* 


[208];  Harbours  Transfer*  [216];  Pier  and 
Hartx 


arbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  (re- 
eovun,)*  [222];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  8)  (re-camw.)  *  [2231 

Considered  as  amended — Greenwich  Hospital 
[212]  ;  Malt  Duty*  [160];  Sugar  Duties  and 
Drawbacks*  [198;]  Trusts  Administration 
(Scotland)*  [158] :  Record  of  Title  (Ireland)* 
[217]  [Lords] ;  Parsonages  *  [205]  [Lords]  ; 
Wick  and  Ayr  Burghs  Election  •  [166], 

Third  Reading^SugKt  Duties  and  l>rawbacks  * 
[198];  Crown  Suits,  Ac*  [206];  Kingstown 
Harbour*  [185];  Pheasants  (Ireland)*  [193] 
[Lords];  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Super- 
annuation Allowances)*  [^01], toid passed. 

BRITISH  NORTH  AMERICA— 
THE  CONFEDERATION. 
Mb.  CARDWELL.  in  la^mg  upon  the 
table  ooptes  of  the  Official  Correspondenoe 
which  has  taken  plaoe  on  this  subject, 
said»  these  papers  will  be  found  to  consist 
of  a  despatch  from  the  Governor  General 
of  Canada,  enclosing  a  Minute  of  his 
Ezecutife  Council  recommending  the  ap- 
pointment of  four  Members  of  that  boay 
to  proceed  to  England  to  confer  with  Her 
Majesty's  GoTcrnment  on  four  questions  of 
importance —>  namely,  the  proposed  Con- 
federation of  British  North  America,  the 
Defence  of  Canada,  the  Reciprocity  Treaty, 
and  the  North  Western  Territory.  On 
the  arrival  of  these  gentlemen  in  Eng- 
land, the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  the 
Secretary  for  War,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Eichequer,  and  the  Secretary  to  the  Colo- 
nies, were  appointed  to  confer  with  them 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Several  conferences  were  held,  and  the 
result  of  these  conferences  was  embodied 
in  a  despatch  to  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada,  which  has  been  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  by  the  depu- 
tation from  Canada  as  a  record  of  the 
views  expressed.    The  papers  are  already 


in  type,  and  will  be  circulated  to  Memkn 
of  the  House  to-morrow. 

Papers  relating  to  the  late  Confmeei 
wresmUed  [by  Command] ;  to  lie  oa  the 
Table.— Pari.  Paper,  No.  [3426.] 


ENDOWED  ORAMMAR  SCHOOLS. 
QUESTIOK. 

Mr.  HODGEINSON  said,  he  wiiked 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Gominit- 
tee  of  Council  on  Education,  What  p 
gress  has  been  made  in  collecting  lod 
arranging  the  information  required  for  tlie 
Return  ordered  in  the  last  Session  of  Ptf* 
liament,  with  reference  to  Endowed  Gna- 
mar  Schools  ;  and  when  the  Retorn  mij 
be  expected  to  be  laid  upon  the  table rf 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  H.  a.  BRUCE  said,  in  reply,  thit 
a  certain  number  of  Endowed  Scbooli  W 
sent  in  the  required  information.  That  is* 
formation  had  been  tabulated  and  amnged, 
and  he  hoped  the  result  would  be  laid  opoi 
the  table  before  the  end  of  the  SeaHOo. 


TREASURE  TROVE. 
QUBsnoir. 

Sir  JBRVOISE  JBRVOISB  8aid> 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Trei- 
sury,  referring  to  the  fact  stated  hi  a  Re-" 
turn  (Treasury  Trove,  No.  297,  of  Seasioi 
1864)  of  portions  of  the  Royal  Refenw 
having  in  two  cases  been  disposed  of  l^ 
cording  to  directions  of  the  Lords  of  th9 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  not  right  that  w 
unprecedented  a  step  as  the  free  trani^ 
of  the  Crown's  Revenue  to  private  in^ 
vidoals  should  not  be  guarded  by  theofiw 
constitutional  forms  ? 

Mr.  F.  peel  said,  in  reply,  that  tl»» 
course  which  had  been  taken  in  these  two  > 
cases  was  not  unprecedented,  nor  snj  other 
than  the  usual  course.  The  treasure  vu 
sent  to  the  British  Museum,  and  hafiog 
been  reported  by  the  authorities  there  te 
be  of  no  intrinsic  value,  was  returned  by 
the  Treasury  to  the  finders.  There  wii 
no  objection  to  this  course  on  oonstitutioDW 
grounds,  as  it  was  authorized  by  the  Cjw 
List  Act.  In  answer  to  the  obserratioB 
that  was  frequently  made  that  the  Trea- 
sury did  not  act  with  sufficient  liberally 
to  the  finders  of  treasure,  he  might  remark 
that  the  Crown's  rights  would  be  of  TeiJ 
little  value  unless  that  course  were  por- 
sued. 
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remmieratHNi.  His  salary  was  oharged  to 
the  Sanitarj  Vote  of  the  Army  Estimates. 
Under  Vote  14  a  sam  of  £20,000  was 
taken  for  sanitary  senrioes.  The  arrange- 
ment made  for  the  payment  of  expenses 
incurred  by  this  Committee  was  generally 
approved  by  the  Treasury,  and  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  lay  upon  the  table  all 
the  correspondence  between  the  War  Office 
and  the  Treasury  on  the  subject. 

OoLONSL  PERCY  HERBERT  said,  he 
wished  to  inquire  whether  there  is  no 
Officer  in  the  Army  capable  of  performing 
the  duties  of  Dr.  Sutherland,  and  whether 
he  is  entitled  to  superannuation  ? 

The  Marquess  of  H  ARTINGTON  said, 
he  was  unable  to  answer  the  question  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  whether  there 
was  no  officer  of  the  army  who  was 
qualified  to  discharge  the  duties  performed 
by  Dr.  Sutherland  ?  It  was  the  opinion  of 
the  present  Secretary  of  State,  and  it  had 
been  the  opinion  of  two  or  three  of  his 
predecessors,  that  these  duties  were  better 
performed  by  Dr.  Sutherland  than  they 
could  be  by  any  other  person.  He  was 
unable  to  answer  the  question  relative  to 
Dr.  Sutherland's  superannuation  ;  but 
should  rather  imagine  that,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, he  was  not  qualified  to  re- 
ceife  superannuation. 


ARMY-EMPLOYMENT  OF  DR.  SUTHER- 
LAND.— QUESTION. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
be  wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  In  what  capacity  Dr.  Suther* 
land  is  employed  by  the  War  Department; 
what  pay  and  allowances  he  receives ; 
whether  he  is  paid  by  salary  or  by  day 
paj  when  actually  employed ;  and,  if  by 
day  pay,  for  how  many  days  in  the  year  he 
18  employed  on  an  average  —  from  what 
Vote  of  the  Estimates  the  payment  is 
made;  whether  the  arrangement  has  re- 
ceiVed  the  approval  of  the  Treasury  ;  and, 
whether  there  will  be  any  objeotion  to  lay 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  the 
terms  of  his  original  appointment,  and  of 
any  correspondence  between  the  War  Office 
aod  the  Treasury  on  the  subject  ? 

The  MABdUBSS  of  HARTINGTON,  in 
reply,  said,  the  House  would  recollect  that 
St  the  conclusion  of  the  Crimean  war  a 
Bojal  Commission  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  sanitary  state  of  the  Army.  The 
reault  was  that  several  sub*Committees 
were  subsequently  appointed  to  consider 
ind  report  upon  the  best  mode  of  carrying 
OQt  several  of  the  subjects  which  had  been 
reported  upon  by  the  Royal  Commission. 
Dr.  Sutherland,  who  had  been  a  member 
Df  the  Royal  Commission,  was  appointed 
to  serve  on  four  of  these  sub-Committees, 
tnd  he  still  continued  to  serve  on  one,  and 
he  most  important  of  them — that  origi- 
lallj  called  the  Barrack  and  Hospital  Com- 
Qi'ttee,  and  now  called  the  Army  Sauitary 
Committee.  The  duties  of  that  Commit- 
^  were  to  consider  and  report  upon  all 
[ttestioDS  relating  to  sanitary  improvements 
D  existing  barracks  and  hospitals,  and 
^G  most  healthy  form  of  construction  for 
ew  buildings.  Dr.  Sutherland's  great 
zperience  and  knowledge  in  such  matters 
Qfthled  him  to  render  services  upon  the 
ommittee  more  valuable  probably  than 
lose  of  any  other  gentleman  who  could 
e  foQud.  As  to  the  rate  of  remunera- 
00,  it  was  fixed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
ftUant  Member  for  Huntington  (General 
eel]  at  £3  3$.  a  day,  and  afterwards, 
K>Q  the  recommendation  of  the  late  Mr. 
idoey  Herbert,  then  President  of  the 
Djal  Commission,  it  was  continued  at  the 
me  rate  so  long  as  he  was  comipletely 
copied  upon  these  duties.  Dr.  Suther- 
Qd  8  time  had  since  been  entirely  occu- 
sd  on  the  details  of  the  busmess  of 
e  Sanitary  Committee,  and  he  therefore 
ntinued  to    receive  Uie  above  rate  of 


INDU— DEAR  PRIZE  MONEY. 
QUBSTIOV* 

Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  he  would 
beg  to  Ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  When  the  second  issue  of  the  Dhar 
Prize  Money  will  take  place;  what  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay  of  such  issue  ;  and  what 
is  the  total  amount  now  available  for  dis- 
tribution ? 

Sm  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  was  unable  to  answer  the  question, 
as  no  information  had  arrived  from  India 
on  the  subject  of  the  second  issue  of  the 
Dhar  Prize  Money  ;  and  he  was  unable  to 
even  say  whether  the  amount  of  the  fund 
would  admit  of  a  second  distribution. 

THE    SAVINGS   BANKS   AND   THE 
NATIONAL  DfeBT.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  HENLET  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor,  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  the  sum  of  £7,703  4«.  9^;.,  stated  ! 
in  Parliamentary  Paper  No.  328,  of  Ses- 
sion 1865,  to  have  been  paid  under  the 
authority  of  the  Act  3  A  4  Will,  IV. 
c.  14,  out  of  the  fund  for  the  Banks  of 
Savings,  ought  not  tQ.  Ifave  been  paid  out 
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of  tli«  ftntd  upon  wkieh  the  BitablMnMiit 
of  iho  ComniMsioiierB  for  the  Redaetion  of 
the  National  Debt  is  chargeable;  whether 
the  sams  of  £255  U$.  2d.  and  £297  lOt., 
being  the  amoanta  eharged  in  eolumna 
1  and  2  of  the  same  Parliamentary  Paper, 
ought  not,  under  the  Aet  26  h  27  Vict 
0.  87»  to  haye  been  charged  upon  the  fand 
upon  which  the  Establishment  of  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  Redaction  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  is  chargeable  ;  and,  whether 
the  seyeral  sums  charged  in  columns  4, 
5,  6,  7,  8,  9>  and  10,  ought  not  to  ha?e 
been  charged  to  the  same  fund  ? 

Tab  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  answer  as  clearly 
as  he  could  the  three  questions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  first  related 
to  the  payment  of  £7,703  4«.  9<i.  It  was, 
according  to  the  ?iew  of  the  Treasury, 
perfectly  regular,  and  charged  to  the  pro- 
per fund.  It  was,  however,  competent  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  raise  the 
question  if  he  thought  fit.  With  regard 
to  the  second  question  under  the  Act 
9  Geo.  lY.,  the  Commissioners  for  the 
Reduction  of  the  National  Debt  were  au- 
thorized to  appoint  a  barrister  and  to  pay 
his  allowances,  together  with  those  of  his 
clerks  and  the  expenses  of  the  office,  out 
of  the  fund  upon  which  the  Establishment 
of  the  Commission  was  chargeable.  Under 
another  Act,  however,  3  &  4  WiU.  IV. 
c.  14,  the  incidental  expenses  were  autho- 
riied  to  be  paid  out  of  any  fund  standing 
in  the  names  of  the  Commissioners.  For 
the  last  twenty-two  years  all  those  inci- 
dental expenses  had  been  paid  out  of  the 
fund  standing  in  the  names  of  the  Com- 
missioners in  the  accounts  of  the  Savings 
Banks.  As  the  barrister  was  originally 
appointed  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
his  salary  came  under  the  head  of  inciden- 
tal expenses,  because  he  was  paid  by  piece 
accoraing  to  the  work  done.  Subsequently, 
however,  when  these  payments  were  com- 
muted for  an  annual  allowance,  it  was  still 
held  that  these  were  clearly  incidental  ex- 
penses according  to  the  sense  and  mean- 
ing of  Parliament.  They  were  still  so 
treated,  and  were  charged  on  the  money 
standinff  in  the  name  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  third  question  relating  to  the  minor 
expenses  ho  would  take  next,  because  it 
fell  precisely  under  the  same  conditions  as 
the  first.  Tho  question  here  was  whether, 
irrespective  of  the  manner  in  which  these 
sums  were  charged  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act  26  *  27  Viot.  c.  87,  they  ought 
not  to  have  been  charged  on  the  Consoli- 
Mr.Hmley 


dated  Fund — namely,  the  fond  ooi  of 
which  the  salary  and  expenses  of  the  Na- 
tional Debt  Commissioners  was  charged. 
The  answer  was,  that  alUioiigh  the 
26  k  27  VUt.  c.  87,  did  generally  repeal 
the  3  ^  4  Will  IT.  c.  14,  yet  that 
Clause  68  was  a  saving  clause  for  oertain 
portions  of  that  Aet,  and  said  that  the 
Act  should  not  repeal  any  of  the  powers 
and  authorities  of  the  Commiaatonera  of 
the  National  Debt  with  regsrd  to  the  eon- 
trol,  management,  investment,  conversion, 
and  regulation  of  the  funds  remitted  by 
the  Trustees  of  the  Savings  Banka  and 
Friendly  Societies.  That  section  had  been 
construed  as  keeping  alive  the  Act  3  4  4 
WUL  lY.,  with  respect  to  the  payment  le 
question. 

Mb.  HBNLBY  said,  that  the  Act 
26  &  27  ViH,  repealed  in  terms  3eetioB 
21  of  the  Act  of  WiU.  IV.,  which  antbo- 
nsed  these  payments,  and  re-enaeted  the 
provisions  of  the  9  0$o.  IV.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  given  hia  atten- 
tion to  the  subject,  and  would  do  so,  he 
would  find  that  the  general  saving  clause 
to  which  he  had  referred  did  not  cover 
those  payments. 

Thb  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  look  into  the  matter. 

BISHOPS'  TRUST   SUBSTITUTION  ACT. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  MUNDY  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
University,  Whether  the  consent  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  under  their 
common  seal,  was  previously  obtained 
for  the  substitution  of  the  Bishop  of  St. 
Asaph  for  the  Bishop  oF  Bangor,  as  Pre- 
sident of  the  Hospital  of  Christ  at  Ruthin, 
in  the  county  of  Denbigh,  as  ordered  by 
the  Board  of  Charity  Commission,  on  Jana- 
ary  24th,  1860,  pursuant  to  Section  2  of 
21  h  22  Fief.  c.  71,  commonly  designated 
**  The  Bishops'  Trust  Substitution  Act  of 
Session  1858  ;''  whether  the  like  consent 
for  the  substitution  of  the  Bishop  of  Ox- 
ford for  the  Bishop  of  Lincoln,  as  trustee 
of  Lady  Conyngham's  Charities  for  the 
benefit  of  poor  Clergymen  in  county  of 
Bucks,  and  of  certain  poor  persons  in 
parish  of  Hitchenden  or  Hayenden,  in 
same  county,  by  order  of  such  Cbsrity 
Commission,  dated  August  7th,  1860,  as 
disclosed  in  the  Return  ordered  to  be 
printed  on  1st  of  March  last  (No.  84  of 
present  Session) ;  and,  whether  he  con- 
sidera  that  these  two  solitaiy  instanesa  in 
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A  period  of  Beren  jewn  are  sufficient  to 
justify  the  statement  made  bj  the  Bishop 
of  Oxford  as  promoter  of  this  enactment, 
sad  of  kimself  when  taking  np  the  eondoct 
of  thb  measore,  as  Her  Majesty's  Seeretary 
of  State,  and  now  publicly  reeorded  on  the 
psges  of  the  Statutes  at  Large,  in  the  fol- 
Jowiog  words  :•— "  Whereas  it  freqaentW 
bappens  that  a  Bishop  of  a  diooese,  4m).,  ' 
m  the  preamble,  seetion  1  of  said  enaot- 
meot? 

Mb.  WALPOLE  replied,  that  the  object 
of  the  Bishops'  Tmst  Substitution  Act 
was  siniply  this :  that  when  a  diocese  had 
been  altmd  in  which  the  former  Bishop, 
by  virtue  of  his  office  was  trustee  of  a 
charity,  then  the  trust  was  transferred  to 
the  Bishop  of  the  new  diocese  in  which  the 
eharity  would  be  from  the  time  when  the 
alteration  was  made.  This  was  to  be  done 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners,  except 
where  a  right  of  patronage  or  any  other 
eoolesiastieal  matter  was  inTolred.  Now, 
the  first  two  questions  of  his  hon.  Friend 
did  not  relate  to  cases  of  ecclesiastical 
patronage  or  to  anything  of  the  kind,  and, 
therefore,  the  consent  of  the  Boclesiastical 
Commissioners  was  not  needed ;  for  then  the 
ehange  was  made  by  order  of  the  Charity 
Goomissionera,  and  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
With  regard  to  the  third  question — whether 
the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  as  promoter  of  the 
enactment,  and  of  himself  when  taking  np 
the  conduct  of  this  measure,  as  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Secretary  of  State,  were  justified 
in  the  use  of  certain  words  in  the  preamble 
of  the  Statute  ?  he  had  only  to  say,  that 
he  knew  nothing  of  any  statement  made 
hy  the  Bishop;  but  he  belioTed  that  there 
were  other  cases  besides  those  to  which  his* 
hon.  Friend  had  referred,  and  the  word 
"frequently"  would  apply' to  such  cases, 
as  well  as  to  the  other  two,  and  then  the 
inference  would  be  rery  different  from  that 
which  the  questor  assumed. 

FORFEITURE  FOB  TREASON  AND 
FELONY  BILL.-.QUESTION. 

Kb.  CHARLES  FORSTER  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General,  What 
conrse  he  proposed  to  take  respecting  the 
Forfeiture  for  Treason  and  Felony  Bill  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL,  in  re- 
ply»  said  it  would  be  impossible  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  during  the  present  Session. 
He  was  anxious  to  giro  eflfect  to  the  en- 
gsgements  which  he  had  entered  into  on 
tbe  subject  last  year,  but  the  difficulties 
ttcperienced  with  regard  to  the  working 
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machinery  of  the  Bin  had  been  Ibund  too 
great,  and  it  was  now  too  late  in  the  Ses- 
sion to  OToroome  them. 

STAMP  DUTY  ON  HIGHWAY  CONTRACTS. 
QussnoN. 

Mr.  TREFUSIS  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  Contracts  for  the  maintenance 
and  repair  of  Highways  are  liable  to  the 
Stamp  Duty  of  one  pound  fifteen  shillings; 
and,  if  so,  whether,  considering  the  heavy 
additional  expense  thereby  entailed  upon 
Highway  Boards,  he  will  consider  the  ad- 
Yisability  of  reducing  the  amount  of  Duty 
payable  upon  such  Contracts  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  believed  there  was  some 
doubt  as  to  the  actual  state  of  the  law, 
but  the  practice  had  been  to  assume  that 
these  contracts  were  not  liable  to  a  stamp 
duty  of  thirty-five  shillings.  There  was 
no  great  reason  why  they  should  be  so 
liable,  and  if  they  were  liable  the  liability 
arose  entirely  out  of  technical  considera- 
tions. In  order  that  they  might  be  put 
upon  a  more  favourable  footing,  he  intended, 
on  bringing  up  the  Report  of  the  Inland 
Revenue  Bill,  to  move  the  insertion  of  a 
clause  providing  that  the  stamp  duty 
should  not  exceed  sixpence. 

THE  GERMAN  ZOLLVEREIN. 
QUESnON. 

Mr.  HETGATE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  tbe  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the 
table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the  Treaty 
recently  contracted  with  the  German  ZoU- 
verein,  and  of  the  Tariff  connected  there* 
with  ? 

Mr.  LAYARD,  in  reply,  said,  the 
treaty  had  not  yet  been  ratified,  but  he 
believed  the  ratifications  would  be  ex- 
changed in  the  course  of  a  very  few  days. 
There  was  no  tariff  annexed  to  the  treaty. 

COMPANIES    WORKMEN'S    EDUCATION 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

In  reply  to  a  question  by  Mr.  W,  E. 

FORSTBR, 

Mr.  ADDERLET  said,  that  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  proceed  further  with  the 
Bill  during  the  present  Session,  but  be^  in- 
tended to  re-introduce  it  the  next  Session. 
He  now  moved  that  the  Order  for  the 
Second  Reading  be  discharged* 

Motion  agreed  to* 

Order  dUehc^gei:  Bill  toUhdraum. 
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INDU— LAND  TENURE  IN  OUDE. 
QUESTION. 

Lord  STANLET  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  has  received  any  Report  with 
regard  to  the  Inquiry  into  the  Land  Tenure 
in  Dude,  which  was  now»  he  understood, 
approaching  its  conclusion  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  would  state  the  substance  of 
such  Report,  and  whether  the  result  of  that 
Inquiry  went  to  confirm  the  Talookdars  in 
all  important  cases  in  their  holdings  ? 

Si&  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  in  reply, 
that  up  to  the  present  time  he  had  not 
receiTod  any  official  Report.  The  inquiry 
was  being  conducted  by  several  officials, 
and  their  Reports  would  in  the  first  place 
be  addressed  to  the  Chief  Commissioner. 
They  would  then  go  to  the  Government 
of  India,  and  of  course  he  (Sir  Charles 
Wood)  would  not  receive  complete  in- 
formation until  the  Reports  were  trans- 
mitted to  him.  But  he  had  received  in- 
formation of  what  was  going  on,  and  it 
went  entirely  to  confirm  the  statement  of 
the  noble  Lord.  The  general  tendency  of 
the  Reports  was  to  the  effect  that  though 
it  was  perfectly  true  that  by  common 
custom  the  occupiers  had  not  been  dis- 
turbed by  the  landowners,  whether  Talook- 
dars  or  Zemindars,  as  long  as  the  rent  was 
paid,  yet  there  were  but  very  few  cases 
in  which  they  had  been  able  to  establish 
any  right  to  the  land  amounting  to  a  legal 
right.  They  had  themselves  shown  the 
greatest  indifference  on  the  subject.  The 
result,  therefore,  on  the  whole  was  to  con- 
firm the  possession  of  the  Talookdars  in 
the  estates  which  they  held,  and,  practi- 
cally, to  do  away  with  anything  like  legal 
right  on  the  part  of  the  occupying  tenants 
to  the  land  which  they  occupied. 

LAHORE  BISHOPRIC  BILL— QUESTION. 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Henbt  Sbtmour, 
Sir  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  it  was  not 
his  intention  to  persevere  with  the  Bill  this 
Session  and  he  should  therefore  move 
that  the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading  be 
read  and  discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged:  Bill  withdrawn. 

Mb.  henry  SEYMOUR  said,  he 
begged  to  give  notice  that  he  would  on 
a  future  occasion  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  on  the  policy  of  extending  the 
English  Church  Establishment  in  India  at 
the  expense  of  the  members  of  other 
religious  communities. 


PATENT  LAWS.— QUESTION. 


Mb.  LOWE  said,  be  would  beg  to  ask 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  the  Patent 
Law  Commission,  What  steps  it  is  proposed 
to  take  with  regard  to  the  Report  of  tint 
Commission  ? 

Lord  STANLEY  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  Patent  Law  Commission  appointed 
three  years  ago  was  confined  aa  regarded 
the  scope  of  its  inquiry.  It  was  not  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  principle 
upon  which  the  Patent  Laws  were  founded, 
but  simply  into  the  working  of  the  exist- 
ing laws,  and  to  suggest  any  amendments 
which  might  be  made  in  the  working  of 
those  laws.  The  Report  of  that  Com- 
mission was  before  the  House,  and,  aa  the 
House  was  aware,  they  had  auggooled 
many  amendmenta  in  detail.  But  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  having  had  the  anbjeet 
under  consideration  now  for  nearly  three 
years,  having  heard  a  great  variety  of 
evidence  upon  it,  and  being  compelled  to 
consider  it  in  all  its  bearings,  the  efl^eet  of 
that  inquiry  on  his  mind  had  been  to  raiie 
a  very  serious  doubt  as  to  the  utility  of 
Patent  Laws  at  all.  He  was  not  the  only 
Member  of  the  Commission  upon  whom 
that  effect  had  been  produced.  Hia  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bel« 
fast  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns),  who  was  not  now 
present,  had  authorized  him  to  say  that  in 
that  expression  of  opinion  he  entirely  con- 
curred, and  he  might  say  the  same  for  the 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford.  [Mr.  W.  B. 
Forstbr:  Hear,  hear!]  That  being  the 
case  he  should  feel  some  difficulty  in  pro- 
posing to  the  House,  either  in  the  present 
or  any  future  Session,  those  amendments 
of  detail  which  had  been  embodied  in  the 
Report  of  the  Commission.  The  prelimi- 
nary question  in  his  opinion  for  the  Uonae 
to  try  was  this,  whether  they  meant  to 
have  a  Patent  Law  at  all.  If  the  Honse 
came  to  a  decision  that  they  intended  to 
retain  the  Patent  Law,  then  he  should  con- 
fidently recommend  the  amendments  whieh 
the  Commission  had  proposed  as  betler 
qualified  than  any  others  in  tlieir  opinioo 
to  meet  the  inevitable  inconvenience  which 
arises  from  the  continuance  of  the  law. 
But  the  Bouse  ought  first  to  hsve  aa 
opportunity  fairly  and  deliberately  of  de- 
ciding upon  that  larger  question  whicii  had 
not  been  submitted  to  the  Patent  Law 
Commission — namely,  whether  it  was  ex- 
pedient that  Patents  for  inventions  should 
continue  to  be  a  part  of  the  law. 
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VISCOUNT  AMBERLET'S   TRAVELLING 
EXPENSES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  HENNESSY  said,  with  respect  to 
the  eorrespondence  on  the  subject  of  the 
passages  made  by  Viscoant  Amberlej  in 
the  Greek  waters  on  board  Her  Majesty's 
ships  Lifey  and  Fhaebe,  he  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  to  the  circumstance  that,  at 
page  2,  Lord  Amberley  was  described  as  an 
attach^,  but  he  had  failed  to  find  the  name 
of  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Foreign  Office 
List.   He  wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  The  date  of  the    nomination, 
the  date  of  Lord  Amberley's  examination 
by  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners,  and 
whether  there  is  any  objection  to  produce 
a  Copy  of  the  Certificate  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
Tice  Commissioners  required  by  the  Order  in 
Cooncil,  atating  Lord  Amberley's  fitness? 
Mb.  LAYARD  replied  that  he  was  not 
responsible  for  the  title  which  the  com- 
mander of  the  vessel  might  have  put  after 
Lord  Amberley's  name,  but  Lord  Amber- 
ley  was  acting  at  the  time  as  Mr.  Elliot's 
private  secretary,  and  in  that  capacity  he 
was  attached  to  the  Mission.     It  was  a 
common  practice  for  a  Minister  to  appoint 
bia  own  private  secretary.     They  formed 
part  of  the  Minister's  suite.    It  was  an  en- 
tirely exceptional  thing  that  Lord  Amber- 
ley's name  should  be  mentioned  at  all  in 
the  Return.     On  a  former  occasion  he  had 
pointed  out  that  in  the    same    Estimate 
many  other  journeys  by  Ministers  and  their 
suites  were  mentioned,  and  no  names  of  the 
persons  composing  their  suite  were  given  as 
in  this  instance.     That  was  the  ordinary 
practice.   There  was  altogether  a  wrong  im- 
pression prevailing  with  regard  to  this  Re- 
turn. It  was  a  simple  matter.  When  vessels 
of  war  were  employed  to  convey  Her  Majes- 
ty's diplomatic   servants  and  their  suites 
from  one  place  to  another,  of  course  no  pas- 
sage*money  was  paid,  but  a  small  allowance 
was  made  to  the  commander  of  the  vessel  for 
table  money  if  the  journey  was  sanctioned  by 
tbe  Foreign  Office.    In  this  case  as  in  all 
similar  cases  where  such  charges  were  in 
quei4ion  the  Admiralty  wrote  to  theForeign 
Office  to  know  whether  they  sanctioned  the 
journey,  and  on  receiving  an  afiu*mative 
Answer  this  allowance  was  granted. 

SUPPLY. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

VOL.  CLXXX.    [tbtbd  sebies.] 


THE  SECRETARY  OF  STATE  FOR  WAR. 
BESOLUnOK. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
must  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  was  prepared  to  take  into 
consideration  the  great  disadvantages  to 
the  harmonious  co-operation  of  military 
authority  and  Constitutional  Government 
which  arose  under  present  circumstances 
from  the  absence  of  the  Secretary  for 
War  from  the  House  of  Commons  ?  Earl 
Russell  had  pointed  out  that  the  Secretary 
for  War  ought  to  possess  a  seat  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  should  be  a  per- 
son of  vigorous  character.  That  principle 
was  a  sound  one,  and  when  it  was  acted 
on  and  Mr.  Sidney  Herbert  and  Sir  Corne- 
wall  Lewis  filled  the  office  the  business  of 
the  Department  was  satisfactorily  con- 
ducted. But  at  present  he  did  not  think 
that  the  proper  constitutional  check  ex- 
isted upon  the  War  Office.  The  noble 
Earl  who  was  now  Secretary  for  War  had 
been  an  ultra-Liberal  in  military  matters, 
and  on  several  occasions  he  had  supported 
Motions  which,  with  his  present  views, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  pro- 
bably regard  as  almost  revolutionary.  In 
1855  the  noble  Earl,  then  Lord  Goderich, 
proposed  that  promotion  should  take  place 
from  the  ranks  to  a  much  greater  degree 
than  had  ever  been  thought  desirable  by 
this  House.  That  Motion  was  negatived 
by  a  considerable  majority,  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
was  one.  In  1866  Earl  De  Grey  sup- 
ported the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Sir  De  Lacy  Evans)  to  abo- 
lish the  system  of  purchase  in  the  army. 
Again,  in  1858,  he  acted  as  teller  for  a 
Motion  to  place  the  Commander-in-Chief 
more  completely  under  the  responsible  di- 
rection of  the  Secretary  for  War  than  he 
now  was;  and  Earl  Russell  and  the  present 
Judge  Advocate  General  supported  the 
same  Motion.  Was  the  appointment  of 
Earl  De  Grey  in  accordance  with  what 
was  understood  to  be  the  view  of  the  noble 
Viscount — namely,  that  the  Secretary  for 
War  should  have  very  little  control  over 
the  Horse  Guards,  which  was  to  be  para- 
mount in  all  military  matters  ?  No  doubt 
there  was  a  difficulty  in  the  case,  for  on 
the  one  hand  the  authority  of  this  House 
ought  to  be  paramount.  Every  question 
of  national  importance  was  settled  there. 
Then,  on  the  other  side,  there  was  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown,  which  was  no« 
thing  more  than  a  remnant  of  that  absolute 
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povrer  of  the  Sovereign  which  constitu- 
tional proceedings  for  hundreds  of  years 
had  first  checked  and  then  removed  ;  and 
that  remnant  rarely  made  its  appearance 
or  was  invoked  in  discordance  with  the 
action  of  that  House.  That  prerogative, 
however,  had  now  suddenly  heen  called 
into  activity  to  place  all  the  officers  in  the 
service  at  the  arbitrary  disposal  of  the 
military  chief.  In  the  law  there  were,  no 
doubt,  useful  fictions  —  John  Doe  and 
Richard  Roe  had  in  their  time  played  a 
very  convenient  part — and  so  the  preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown,  as  to  making  war  or 
agreeing  to  treaties  and  matters  of  that 
kind,  was  on  extremely  convenient,  re- 
spectable, and  loyal  fiction  ;  for  everybody 
knew  that  even  in  such  cases  nothing  was 
really  done  without  the  intervention  of 
Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  was  about 
to  go  to  the  country — the  existence  of  the 
Ministry  depended  upon  the  personal  popu- 
larity of  the  noble  Lord,  so  much  so  that 
it  was  said  the  cry  of  the  Liberal  party 
would  be,  **  Palmerston  and  no  Politics," 
"  Palmerston  and  no  Principles."  But  did 
the  noble  Lord  wish  an  addition  such  as 
"  Palmerston  and  Martial  Law,*'  or  ••  Pal- 
merston and  Military  Despotism  ?  "  He 
could  assure  the  noble  Lord  that  such  ad- 
ditional items  to  his  electioneering  pro- 
gramme would  be  most  disadvantageous, 
as  the  feeling  of  society  and  of  the  pro- 
fession was  extremely  strong  upon  the 
subject.  There  ought  to  be  a  responsible 
Minister  of  the  War  Department  in  that 
House.  He  had  every  respect  for  the 
noble  Marquess  the  Under  Secretary  for 
the  War  Department  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  and  he  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  any  Gentleman  in  that  House  would 
perform  the  duties  of  the  office  better,  but 
the  noble  Marquess  did  not  really  know 
what  it  was  he  was  responsible  for.  The  re- 
sponsibility of  the  ofece  had  only  a  Protean 
existence.  The  other  night  the  noble 
Marquess  said  that  he  was  personally  re- 
sponsible for  any  statements  he  made  in 
that  House,  but  they  did  not  affect  the 
Commander-in-Chief  or  the  Secretary  for 
War.  Such  a  declaration  left  the  whole 
matter  in  abeyance,  and  made  the  respon- 
sibility something  like  thimblerig  responsi- 
bility. Although  the  Foreign  Minister 
(Earl  Russell)  was  in  the  other  House  his 
place  was  well  supplied  there  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Viscount  Palmerston),  who,  of  course, 
was  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  foreign 
policy  of  his  own  Government,  and  who 
was  never  taken  by  surprise ;  but  when 
Mr.  Darby  Griffith  ' 


they  had  only  a  lower  authority  the  House 
was  at  once  placed  in  difficulty.  Men 
were  now  required  to  invest  large  same, 
amounting  in  some  cases  to  £8,000, 
£10,000,  and  even  £15,000,  in  the  pur- 
chase of  their  commissions,  and  yet  they 
were  now  for  the  first  time  to  have  hang- 
ing over  their  heads  a  despotic  power 
which  could  take  away  their  rigbti. 
This  was  a  great  constitutional  queatioo, 
and  the  House  ought  to  see  to  it.  The 
question  was  a  grave  one,  for  they  had 
a  rule  which  was  entirely  new.  The 
control  of  the  Crown  over  the  army  was 
to  be  one  of  a  purely  despotic  character, 
without  the  slightest  check.  It  was  to  be 
a  control  based  as  much  as  possible  on  the 
Russian  system.  The  prerogative  was  to 
be  stretched  to  the  utmost,  and  that  which 
was  heretofore  in  abeyance  was  to  be 
brought  down  into  actual  life,  and  every 
officer  was  to  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  mili- 
tary chief  and  those  who  surrounded  him. 
The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquees  of  Htr- 
tington)  contended  that  this  was  justified 
by  the  Commission  of  1857,  but  the  Com- 
mission of  1857  gave  no  such  authority. 
There  was,  however,  another  aspect.  We 
were  said  to  be  a  nation  of  shopkeepers, 
but  whether  or  not  we  were  so  we  at- 
tached great  sacredness  to  peoaniarj 
rights.  If  a  railway  took  a  man's  house, 
or  even  obstructed  his  view,  the  law  re- 
quired an  equivalent.  If  a  public  servant 
held  an  office  for  a  short  time,  and  that 
office  was  abolished,  he  received  compen- 
sation for  the  loss  of  it.  But  in  the  mili- 
tary profession  a  roan  might  invest  his  for- 
tune in  his  profession,  and  if  he  became 
obnoxious  to  one,  two,  or  three  of  the 
authorities  above  him  all  his  property,  it 
appeared,  might  be  arbitrarily  swept  away. 
It  was  said  that  there  bad  been  previoiis 
cases  in  which  officers  had  been  thus  pnt 
upon  half- pay,  but  those  were  cases  io 
which  either  there  had  been  a  regular 
trial,  or  the  verdict  of  society — namely.  <rf 
the  world  at  large  and  of  that  Houses- 
had  been  first  pronounced,  and  then  recog- 
nized by  the  authorities.  Now,  however, 
a  Court  of  Inquisition  resembling  the  Star 
Chamber  sat  in  private  with  closed  doors, 
and  no  questions  could  be  put  to  the  ae- 
cuser  except  such  as  were  approved  bj  the 
Court ;  while  no  report  of  the  proceeding 
before  the  tribunal  was  suffered  to  see  the 
light,  and  if  moved  for  in  that  House  they 
were  refused.  The  whole  of  the  subject 
required  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
noble  Lord.     It  was  exciting  very  serious 
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aitention  am^ng  yarious  clasies  out  of 
doors.  There  was  not  an  officer  rising  to 
any  rank  in  the  armj  who  did  not  feel  that 
his  poeitton  was  made  insecure  and  his 
prospects  were  injured  bj  a  precedent  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  appeared  to  lend  his 
sanction.  It  was  a  satisfaction  to  him  to 
have  to  refer  that  subject  to  a  Minister  of 
the  noble  Lord's  high  and  responsible  cha- 
racter, because  he  felt  sure  that  he  would 
gife  him  a  consistent  and  clear  answer. 
He  moTod — 

"That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  would 
be  oooTenient,  under  present  oiroumstaooes,  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  should  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons." 

Mr.  VANCE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be 
oonreoient,  under  present  oiroumstancee,  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  should  be  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commoim,**'~{Jfr,  Darby 
6Vt^,)>instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

ViscouBT  PALMEBSTON :  Sir,  I  do 
not  mean  to  follow  the  hon.  Gentleman 
through  the  case  of  Colonel  Dawkins, 
which  has  been  already  sufficiently  dis- 
posed of,  but  I  shall  confine  my  obsenra- 
tions  to  the  Motion  which  he  has  made 
and  to  that  part  of  his  statement  which 
bears  upon  that  Motion.  There  can  be 
no  question  tbat  that  general  principle  of 
human  nature,  the  love  of  power,  affects 
the  Members  of  this  House  as  much  as 
the  rest  of  the  community,  and  I  can  quite 
onderstand  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  and 
others  would  like  to  have  to  exercise  that 
power  over  every  Chief  of  every  Depart- 
ment of  the  Government  sitting  in  this 
House.  No  doubt  that  might  on  many 
occasions  be  very  convenient  and  satis- 
factory, but  the  constitution  of  the  Eng- 
lish Oovemment  does  not  admit  of  it.  It 
18  impossible  to  concentrate  all  the  Heads 
of  Departments  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
Some  of  them  must  be  in  the  other  House, 
and  therefore  it  must  depend  in  every  case 
upon  the  particular  circumstances  which 
govern  the  distribution  of  offices  to  par- 
ticular individuals  which  Heads  of  De- 
partments should  have  seats  in  this  House, 
and  which  should  have  seats  in  the  other 
House.  There  are  certain  Members  of 
the  Government  who  must  be  in  this 
House — for  example,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     There    is  one  Member  of 


the  Government  who  cannot  be  in  this 
House— namely,  the  Postmaster  General. 
But,  with  regard  to  others,  it  must  depend 
upon  the  particular  qualifications  which 
Members  of  the  Government  have  for  par- 
ticular Departments  whether  they  should 
have  seats  in  this  or  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  But  the  hon.  Member 
seems  to  think  that  unless  the  Head  of 
a  Department  has  a  seat  in  this  House, 
and  is  here  to  answer  charges  and  com- 
plaints made  against  him,  his  responsi- 
bility is  diminished,  and  the  constitutional 
power  of  this  House  impaired.  Now,  in 
that  respect  he  is  entirely  mistaken.  The 
constitutional  power  of  this  House  to 
investigate,  to  inculpate,  and  to  judge  the 
conduct  of  every  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment  is  exactly  the  same,  whether  that 
Member  of  the  Government  happens  to 
have  a  seat  in  this  or  in  the  other  House. 
It  may  be  more  convenient,  no  doubt,  if 
a  serious  charge  is  brought  against  a  Mem- 
ber being  the  Head  of  a  great  Depart- 
ment, that  he  be  hei^  himself  to  explain 
and  defend  himself,  rather  than  that  his 
explanation  should  be  given  and  his  de- 
fence made  by  an  Under  Secretary.  But  at 
all  events,  in  the  instance  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  at  present  alludes,  I  think  that 
those  who  have  the  good  fortune  to  hear  and 
see  the  manner  in  which  my  noble  Friend 
the  Under  Secretary  for  War  acquits  him- 
self of  his  duties,  the  complete  master  he 
makes  himself  of  every  subject  with  which 
he  has  to  deal,  and  how  fully  he  under- 
stands the  whole  matter  which  he  has  to 
treat,  will  agree  that  he  is  as  good  as  the 
Chief  of  the  Department  for  all  purposes 
of  interrogation  and  explanation  as  to  the 
conduct  of  that  Department.  The  hon. 
Member,  if  I  caught  what  he  said,  ap- 
peared to  suppose  that  there  was  some 
rule  by  which  the  Head  of  the  War  De- 
partment ought  to  be  in  this  House;  but 
he  is  entirely  in  error  upon  that  point--he 
is  in  error  as  to  the  course  of  practice. 
Until  the  Crimean  war  the  War  Depart- 
ment was  united  with  the  Colonial  De- 
partment, and  for  a  long  course  of  time 
the  Minister  who  was  the  Head  of  that 
combined  Department  was  generally  a 
Member  of  the  House  of  I^rds,  Lord 
Bathurst,  who  held  the  office  for  many 
years,  was  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
Duke  of  Newcastle  also,  before  the  Cri- 
mean war;  and  when  the  two  Departments 
were  separated  the  Duke  of  Newcastle 
remained  m  the  Upper  ^House  as^War 
Minister.  The  Secretary  at  Wnr  was  a 
most  limited  officer.  I  know  that,  because 
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I  was  for  some  time  Secretary  at  War 
myself.     The  daties  of  the  Secretary  at 
War  were  to  examine  the  regimental  ac- 
counts, and  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
general   organization  or  discipline  of  the 
army.        He    had    to    move    the    Army 
Estimates,  and  was   therefore  a  Member 
of   this  House  for  the  same  reason  that 
the    Chancellor    of    the     Exchequer    is 
also  a  Member  of  it.     When  the  Go? em- 
ment   of    which    I   am    a    Member   was 
formed,    Mr.    Sidney    Herbert    was    ap- 
pointed the  head  of  the  War  Department 
on  account  of  his  peculiar  fitness  for  the 
performance  of  the  duties  connected  with 
it,  and  of  the  attention  and  study  he  had 
bestowed  on  everything  connected  with  the 
army  during  the  time  that  he  was  Secre- 
tary at  War.     The  state  of  his  health  un- 
fortunately rendered  it  necessary  to  remove 
him  from  this  House  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
in  the  hope,   which  unfortunately  proved 
vain,  that  a  change  of  seat  would  restore 
him  to  health.     When  we  lost  Lord  Her- 
bert, as  he  had  then  become,  Sir  George 
Lewis  was  appointed  ;  we  were  desirous  of 
bringing  back  the  army  to  the  House  of 
Commons.      But  a  vacancy   again    hap- 
pened, and  we  had  to  look  about  and  see 
who  was  the  fittest,  in  our  opinion,  to  carry 
on  the  duty.     Lord   De    Grey  had  been 
Under  Secretary  both  to  Lord  Herbert  and 
to  Sir  George  Lewis,  and  he  had  also  de- 
voted himself  peculiarly  to  everything  con- 
nected with    the    army.     It   was,  conse- 
quently, my  opinion,  and  that  of  my  col- 
leagues, that  he  was  the  fittest  man  to  take 
charge  of  so  important  a  Department,  and 
that   his   being   in   the   House  of  Lords 
formed  no  valid  reason  for  objecting  to  the 
appointment.     My   noble  Friend  here   is 
perfectly  well  able  to  answer  for  Lord  De 
Grey,  when  he  says  that  his  statements  in 
this  House  do  not  involve  any  responsi- 
bility on  the  part  of  his  chief ;  what  my 
noble  Friend  means  is,  that,  for  the  accu- 
rate statement  of   facts  which    have  oc- 
curred,   or   transactions   that  have  taken 
place,  the  responsibility  is  upon  him,   and 
not  on  the  Head  of  the  Department.  But  my 
noble  Friend  cannot  be  responsible  for  the 
future  ;  for  what  is  to  be  done  the  Govern- 
ment are  responsible  ;  we  all  are  responsi- 
ble with  the  Head  of  the  particular  Depart- 
ment, and  we  are  all  here  to  answer  for 
and  defend  what  has  been  done,  and  to 
state  our  intentions  for  the  future.    There- 
fore, it  is  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  because 
the  Head  of  the  Department  is  in  the  other 
House  it  exempts  him  or  the  Government 
Viscount  Fahnerston 


from  that  fall  responsibility  which  attiehei 
to  anything  which  the  House  of  Commooi 
may  think  it  their  duty  to  inquire  into  snd 
sift  in  any  manner.     The  hen.  Member 
seemed  to  think  that  I  proposed  a  vei; 
new  and  suspicious  doctrine  the  other  diy 
when  I  said  that  the  Crown  had  the  powec 
of  dismissing  officers  from  the  annj  with- 
out assigning  any  reason,  if  it  shoald  think 
fit  to  do  so  ;  and  the  hon.  Member  bsjv, 
**  Why,  here  are  officers  who  have  ptid 
money  for  their  commissions,  liable  to  be 
capriciously  sent  about  their  business  «t 
the  will  of  the  Crown,"  or  rather  of  the 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown,  for  the 
Crown  we  know  only  acts  on  the  advice 
of  its  Ministers,  who  are  responsible  to  thii 
House  and  the  Crown  for  the  advice  whieh 
they   tender.     But  I  say  it  is  a  faeilitj 
essential  to  the  constitution  of  this  miiitaij 
body  that  that  power  should  be  vested  io 
the  Crown,  to  be  exercised  by  its  respossi- 
bie  advisers,  at  the  risk  of  being  condemned 
if  it  should  appear  that  they  have  givea 
their  advice  improperly  and  without  snffi* 
oient  grounds.     The  army  could  not  exist 
if  the  Crown  were  not  invested  with  that 
power ;  and  every   officer  who  purchases 
his  commission  or  who  goes  into  the  armj 
knows  that  is  the  tenure  on  which  he  holds 
the  commission  that  he  purchases  or  re- 
ceives.    And,    therefore,    no   officer  cu 
complain  that  any  rule  has  been  applied  to 
him  which    he  had   no  reason  to  eipeet 
would  be  applicable  when  he  entered  the 
service.     I  cannot  agree  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  beoauae  it  would  limit 
most  inconveniently  the  discretion  of  those 
who  have  to  form  a  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  distribution  of  offices.    I  viU 
say,  fairly,  that  perhaps  it  ia  not  in  itself 
desirable  that  those  at    the  head  of  the 
great  expending  Departments — the  annj 
and  navy — should  both  happen  to  be  in  the 
House  of  Lords.     That,  however,  is  a  ei^ 
cumstance  arising  from  peculiar  accidents, 
and  also  from  the  peculiar  fitness  of  the 
individuals  for  the  offices  which  they  hold. 
But  I  maintain  that  both   with  regard  to 
the  army  and  the  navy,  those  who  repre- 
sent the  Departments  in  this  House,  as  far 
as  details  go,  are  just  as  competent  to  give 
explanations  to  the  House  as  the  Heads  of 
those  Departments  ;  and  that  the  aggre- 
gate Government,    the  Government  as  a 
body,  are  responsible  one  for  the  other, 
just  as  the  Heads  of  the  Departments  im- 
pugned are  responsible  for  the  Departments 
which  they  respectively  represent.    There- 
fore, as  regards  any  constitutional  check 
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essential  to  the  working  of  onr  institutions, 
I  maintain  that  it  is  perfectly  intact  and 
just  as  effective  whether  the  Head  of  the 
Department  is  in  this  House  or  not.  For 
these  reasons  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
agree  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Memher. 
If  carried,  it  would  be  introducing  an  en- 
tirely new  principle ;  it  would  embarrass 
the  action  of  those  charged  from  time  to 
time  with  forming  a  new  Government,  and 
it  would  not  forward  any  constitutional 
purpose,  while  the  sense  of  Parliamentary 
responsibility  is  as  strong  and  valuable 
under  the  present  system  as  under  the  one 
which  he* proposes  to  introduce. 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  wished  to  say  one  word  in  expla- 
nation of  the  reason  why  the  Goyemment 
eould  not  grant,  as  an  unopposed  return,  a 
Motion  which  the  hon.  Member  had  put 
down  for  that  evening.  The  hon.  Member 
asked  for  the  names  of  all  those  officers 
who  had  been  removed  or  placed  on  half- 
pay  without  a  fair  trial.  It  would  be 
extremely  invidious  to  give  such  a  return. 
There  was  no  reason  why  officers  removed 
or  placed  on  half-pay  should  have  that 
punishment  aggravated  by  the  fact  of 
publicity.  Although,  as  lie  had  before 
stated,  the  cases  in  which  officers  had 
been  actually  removed  and  placed  on  half- 
pay  were  very  rare,  cases  had  occurred 
much  more  frequently  in  which  the  officer, 
rather  than  be  exposed  to  any  steps  of  the 
kind,  thought  it  right  to  make  a  formal 
application  to  be  placed  on  half-pay.  It 
would  be  very  unjust  to  officers  tnat  their 
names  should  be  given,  yet  in  both  cases 
the  ground  of  interference  was  the  same. 
His  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
rernment  had  so  completely  explained  the 
meaning  of  the  answer  which  he  gave  the 
other  night  as  to  the  responsibility  of  the 
Department  that  he  did  not  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  add  anything  further  upon  that 
snbject. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  that 
what  his  Motion  asked  for  was  the  names 
of  officers  whose  retirement  had  been  com- 
polsory. 

Qaestion,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

PUBLICATION  OF  IRISH  RECORDS. 
SBSOLUnON. 

CoLOHEL  DUNNE  who  had  given  Notice 
to  call  attention  to  the  state  of  the  Ancient 
Records  of  Ireland,  and  to  move — 


'*  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  House  that  mea- 
lares  should  be  taken  for  their  publication  as  has 
been  for  the  publication  of  the  Reoords  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland/' 

said,  the  subject  was  of  such  importance 
that  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in  Eng- 
land had  brought  the  matter  under  the 
notice  of  the  Government.  In  Ireland 
the  transcription  and  translation  of  its 
ancient  documents  and  Records  had  been 
intrusted  to  Mr.  Morrin.  His  work 
met  with  much  criticism  ;  he  was  ac- 
cused of  plagiarism,  and  an  inquiry  was, 
in  consequence,  set  on  foot  by  the  Irish 
Executive.  Every  one  would  of  course 
admit  that  the  value  of  such  a  work  de- 
pended on  the  fulness  and  accuracy  of 
the  translations  ;  but,  owing  to  the  small 
amount  of  money  which  had  been  allowed 
by  the  Government  for  the  purpose,  Mr. 
Morrin  had  been  obliged  in  some  cases  to 
make  a  condensation  instead  of  giving  a 
full  translation  of  the  Record.  Objection 
having  been  taken  to  this  as  diminishing 
the  value  of  the  translation,  a  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry  was  appointed,  which  ad- 
mitted some  inaccuracies  and  plagiarisms, 
but  declared  that  tho  work,  as  a  whole, 
was  very  creditable.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  wished  to  know  what  the 
Government  now  proposed  to  do  in  the 
matter.  It  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
Government  to  have  a  perfect  set  of  these 
works  issued,  and  to  do  that  for  Ireland 
which  had  been  done  in  the  case  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland.  At  present  the  Rolls 
published  came  down  to  Henry  VIII., 
Elizabeth,  and  Charles,  but  a  gap  occurred 
at  the  reign  of  James  I.,  which  he  need 
not  inform  Gentlemen  at  all  acquainted 
with  the  snbject  was  a  most  interesting 
period  of  Irish  history.  There  were  no 
less  than  1,200  statutes  of  the  Irish 
Parliament  still  unpublished,  and  it  would 
be  of  great  advantage  in  an  historical 
point  of  view  if  they  were  given  to  the 
public  in  a  collected  form.  In  England 
as  much  as  £22,000  a  year  for  several 
years,  or  £600,000  in  all,  had  been  voted 
for  purposes  similar  to  those  which  he  now 
advocated.  In  Scotland  £143,000  had 
been  granted  for  the  like  object ;  but  in 
Ireland  only  £15,000  had  been  voted, 
and  even  that  amount  was  to  be  applied 
mainly  to  the  construction  of  a  building 
to  contain  the  Records.  But  it  was  not 
tnerely  their  custody  but  their  publication 
that  was  desirable.  He  wished  to  impress 
on  the  Government  that  the  time  within 
which  it  would  be  possible  for  them  to 
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eolleet  a  staff  of  gentlemen  capable  of  un- 
dertaking the  work  which  he  indicated  was 
rapidly  pasaiiifl^  away. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  he  had  intended 
to  support  the  Motion.  He  complained  that 
no  encouragement  was  gi? en  to  the  study  of 
Irish  literature,  and  that  no  effort  had  been 
made  by  the  GoTernment  to  supply  the 
places  of  the  late  Mr.  0 'Donovan  and  Mr. 
Eugene  Curry,  the  most  eminent  Irish 
scholars  which  the  country  had  produced. 
Now,  whatever  selection  the  Gorernment 
should  be  pleased  to  make  they  ought  to 
appoint  men  who  could  properly  examine 
these  documents  and  make  a  proper  trans- 
lation of  them  for  publication.  The  sys* 
tern  pursued  in  the  go?emment  of  Ireland 
would  not  be  tolerated  in  England  or 
Scotland.  So  far  as  the  chief  departments 
were  concerned,  the  rule  was  that  '*no 
Irish  need  apply,"  and  the  Gofernment 
thus  put  it  out  of  their  power  to  secure 
the  services  of  gentlemen  who,  being  ac- 
quainted with  the  country,  would  be  able 
to  advise  them  in  every  conjuncture.  No 
other  part  of  the  country  would  submit  to 
the  sjfstem  adopted  in  Ireland,  and  allow 
natives  to  be  excluded  from  office.  English- 
man succeeded  Englishman,  and  the  only 
department  at  the  head  of  which  they  found 
an  Irishman  was  that  of  education.  This 
was  manifestly  unfair,  and  no  nation  whose 
eitiiens  were  thus  passed  over  and  excluded 
from  the  management  and  administration 
of  its  affairs  could  be  expected  to  be  con- 
tented. They  possessed  the  ablest  arc»o- 
logist  in  the  world  in  Ireland — he  was 
the  man  most  competent  to  perform  the 
duties  of  calendaring  and  editing  these  re- 
cords. If  a  new  office  were  about  to  be 
created  in  regard  to  the  Irish  records,  he 
trusted  that,  as  an  Irishman  might  be  found 
who  was  highly  competent  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  the  office,  he  would  not  be  passed 
over. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  he  believed  there 
were  only  two  archivists  in  Ireland.  He 
was  personally  intimate  with  both  of  them, 
and  he  had  asked  them  who  there  was  to 
succeed  them  in  the  event  of  anything 
occurring  to  render  a  successor  necessary  ? 
They  both  said  they  knew  of  no  one  but 
Mr.  Stokes.  But  instead  of  appointing  Mr. 
Stokes,  the  work  of  editing  the  Brehon 
laws  was  given  to  Professor  Hard  wick, 
who,  like  every  Member  in  that  House, 
he  (Mr.  Scully)  included,  was  profoundly 
ignorant  of  Irish.  If  the  publication  of 
these  old  musty  records  were  good  for 
Scotland  and  England,  aa  illustrating  the 
CohmlDunne 


Irish  Beeordi. 


460 


ancient  history  of  those  countries,  it  would 
be  equally  good  for  Ireland.  He  had  no 
candidate  to  recommend  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  editing  these  records,  but  he 
hoped  a  competent  person  would  be  se- 
lected. 

Mb.  PEEL  said,  that  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  re-open  the  controversy  with  respect 
to  Mr.  Morrin.  He  had  been  selected 
by  the  Treasury,  on  the  recommendation 
of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  to  edit  and 
publish  the  Calendar  of  the  Patent  Rolls 
of  the  Chancery  in  Ireland.  He  pub- 
lished three  volumes,  which,  with  the  pre- 
face, were  severely  criticised  in.  a  certain 
pamphlet.  In  fulfilment  of  a  pledge  made 
in  that  House,  the  Treasury  aent  the 
Rev.  Duffus  Hardy  and  Mr.  Brewer  to 
examine  the  work  of  Mr.  Morrin  and 
compare  it  with  the  original  records  of 
the  Calendar.  Their  report,  on  the 
whole,  was  favourable  to  Mr.  Morrin,  and 
the  Government  gave  their  sanction  to  the 
completion  of  the  work.  After  the  man- 
ner, however,  in  which  the  work  had  been 
handled,  Mr.  Morrin  thought  it  better  not 
to  proceed  with  it,  and  since  then  no  steps 
had  been  taken  for  the  completion  of  the 
Calendar  of  the  Rolls  of  Chancery  in  Ire- 
land. The  Rolls  of  James  I.  had  not  been 
calendared  by  Mr.  Morrin,  but  he  beliered 
that  work  had  been  already  done,  and  all 
that  was  required  was  that  these  rolls 
should  be  printed  uniformly  with  Mr. 
Morrin *s  work.  The  grants  made  by  Par- 
liament in  previous  years  were  intended 
to  apply  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to  other  parts 
of  the  kingdom,  and  he  knew  that  the 
Master  of  the  Rolls  had  secured  the  publi- 
cation of  important  papers  illustrative  of 
the  history  of  Ireland.  He  thought  that 
Irish  members  had  every  reason  to  be  sa- 
tisfied with  the  measures  taken  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  preservation  and  publica- 
tion of  Irish  records.  The  Estimates  of 
the  present  year  abounded  in  items  of  this 
kind.  The  sum  of  £8,000  had  been  ex- 
pended upon  a  commission  for  transcribing 
and  translating  the  ancient  Celtic  laws, 
called  the  Brehon  laws,  and  all  that  re- 
mained was  to  pass  the  work  through  the 
press.  For  that  purpose  the  Estimates 
contained  an  item  of  £500,  and  a  further 
provision  for  printing  was  contained  in  the 
stationery  vote.  There  had  also  been  this 
year  an  increase  of  the  grant  to  the  Royal 
Irish  Society,  specially  to  enable  them  to 
purchase  any  Celtic  manuscripts,  sod  to 
make  copies  of  any  that  might  be  fonnd, 
either  in  private  coUeotiona  in  this  country 
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or  oa  the  Continent.     With  regard  to  the 
grant  maide  to  the  Master  of  the  Rolls  in 
this  country,  he  might  saj  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  publish  the  second  Tolume  of  the 
work,  he  beliered,  by  Mr.  Hans  Hamilton, 
containing  the  domestic  papers  from  the 
time  of  Henry  YIII.  to    Elizabeth.     In 
other  parts  of  the  estimates  provision  was 
made  with  respect  to  papers  in  the  Lam- 
beth and  the  Bodleian  Library.     The  Pre- 
sident of  the  College  of  Maynooth  and  Mr. 
Prendergast  had  been  appointed  to  make 
the  selection  in  the  former  case,  and  Mr. 
BuIIen  to  prepare  a  calendar  of  papers  in 
the  Bodleian  for  the  purpose  of  this  work, 
which  would  be  entirely  confined  to  the 
illustration  of  the  history  of  Ireland.     All 
that  was  enough  to  show  that  the  question 
of  the  publication  of  the  records  of  Ireland 
was  one  which  had  received  the  attention 
of  GoYemment.     But  the  most  important 
thing  of  all  was  the  step  which  was  being 
taken  to  erect  a  Public  Record  Office  in 
Ireland,  in   which    the   various  important 
papers  that   were    now    scattered    about 
Bhonld  he  collected.     That  building  was 
on  a  scale   large  enough    to  receive  all 
those  records,  it  would  be  completed  in 
the  month  of  October  next,  and  then  it 
would  be  necessary  to  form   a  staff.     It 
wonld  be   the  business  of  the  clerks  to 
make  an   index  of  the   papers,  and  he 
presumed  the  officer  in  charge  of  the  de- 
partment would  take  the  same  care  as 
the  Master  of  the  Roils  in  this  country, 
to  select  the  most  competent  persons  to 
make  compilations.     He  knew  the  inte- 
rest which  was  taken  in  the  subject  by  his 
bon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  be  had  no 
doubt  the  result  would  be  satisfactory. 

THE  TREATY  WITH  THE  ZOLLVEREIN. 
OBSEBTATIONS. 

Mb.  HUBBARD  said,  he  wished  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  this 
subject.  It  had  transpired  that  the  treaty 
had  been  already  discussed  in  both  the 
Prussian  Chambers,  and  that  though  it 
had  not  been  formdly  presented  the  rati- 
fication was  now  on  its  way.  He  had  re- 
ceived from  a  traveller  a  copy,  which  lie 
believed  to  be  a  true  one,  and  it  might 
not  be  uninteresting  to  call  attention 
briefly  to  a  few  points  in  connection  with 
it  The  treaty  might  he  described  in  a 
few  words  to  he  an  engagement  between 
Prussia  and  the  Zollyerein  on  the  one  hand, 
and  Great  Britain  and  her  colonies  on  the 
other,  to  the  effect  that  the  two  contract- 
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ing  parties  should,  with  reference  to  trade 
and  traders,  be  placed  upon  the  footing  of 
the  most  favoured  nation.  It  was  a  decla- 
ration of  reciprocity,  and  that  only.  But 
there  was  one  very  remarkable  clause,  the 
fifth,  which  contained  this  stipulation — 

'*Tb6  two  eontraotiog  parties  engage  not  to 
prohibit  the  ezportatioo  of  coal,  and  to  lery  no 
duty  upon  such  exportation." 

It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  when  the  French  Treaty  was  dis- 
cussed there  was  one  clause  which  met 
with  very  serious  animadversion,  and  that 
was  the  clause  in  which  the  Government 
of  Great  Britain  undertook  for  a  period  of 
ten  years  not  to  prohibit  tlie  exportation  of 
coal,  and  not  to  levy  any  duty  upon  it. 
That  clause  was  so  jitterly  devoid  of  any 
reason  to  support  it  that  it  was  assumed 
on  all  sides  to  be  the  result  of  an  over- 
sight. He  could  not  think,  however,  that 
the  recurrence  of  a  similar  clause  in  this 
treaty  was  the  result  of  an  oversight. 
There  were  two  ways  in  which  this  clause 
might  be  regarded.  In  the  first  place,  it 
might  be  said  that  the  clause  was  totally 
unimportant,  and  therefore  might  pass 
without  any  notice  whatever,  or  else  that 
the  conditions  to  which  Great  Britain  had 
bound  herself  were  in  themselves  imprac- 
ticable, and  that,  in  point  of  fact,  we  had 
promised  nothing  except  what  we  were 
really  obliged  to  concur  in.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  accept  that  solution,  hecause 
it  would  mean  that  our  Government  had 
made  a  solemn  compact  on  a  point  either 
which  was  really  wholly  unimportant  or  that 
we  were  practising  a  delusion  on  the  other 
contracting  parties.  But  let  the  House 
consider  whether  the  point  was  so  unim- 
portant. In  certain  circumstances  nothing 
could  he  more  legitimate  or  useful  than  an 
export  duty,  and  if  they  were  to  look  for 
precedents,  what  should  they  find  ?  They 
found  that  in  almost  every  instance  a  new 
country  had  begun  by  levying  a  duty  upon 
its  exports,  because  they  were  the  first 
means  of  raising  a  revenue  through  their 
trade.  And  what  had  been  the  course  in 
Europe  ?  He  had  been  engaged  in  the 
Russian  trade  all  his  life,  and  he  could 
perfectly  well  recollect  that  Russia  had 
invariably  levied  an  export  duty  upon  her 
productions.  This  country  had  from  time 
to  time  strongly  protested  and  remon- 
strated against  this  as  an  infringement  of 
the  principles  of  free  trade,  but  the  reply 
always  was  to  mind  our  own  business. 
Russia  had  not  been  able  to  continue  to 
levy  uninterruptedly  the  same   duties  in 
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consequence  of  the  competition  of  other 
countries.  India  with  its  jute  competed 
with  her  hemp,  Australia  competed  with 
her  in  the  production  of  tallow  and  hides, 
and  thus  Russia  was  forced  to  diminish 
her  duties,  and  at  present  they  were 
hardly  noticeable.  But  we  ha^  an  ex- 
ample nearer  home.  In  India  the  late 
Financial  Secretary,  Sir  Charles  Treve- 
lyan,  had  selected  the  four  important  ar- 
ticles of  tea,  wool,  jute,  and  coffee  for  the 
purpose  of  raising  a  revenue.  That  pro- 
posal had  met  with  the  disapproval  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  and  rightly,  because 
in  the  present  position  of  India  there  was 
not  one  of  those  articles  on  which  a  duty 
could  be  levied  without  some  risk  of  arrest- 
ing their  production*  and  consumption. 
Turning  to  the  United  States,  we  found 
that  they  were  proposing  to  replenish  their 
exhausted  Treasury  by  levying  a  duty  as 
high  as  25  per  cent  on  the  export  of  cot- 
ton. Here  we  had  instances  in  which  im- 
portant countries  had  taxed  articles  of  an- 
nual production,  which  must,  therefore, 
more  or  less,  come  into  competition  with 
the  productions  of  the  whole  world.  But 
there  were  other  products  of  a  different 
character  not  reproductive  and  not  eiposed 
to  direct  competition.  There  had  been  an 
export  duty  on  Sicilian  sulphur,  but  the 
Italian  Governmentwere  obliged  to  diminish 
it,  not  owing  to  the  competition  of  other 
sulphuric  mines,  but  owing  to  the  rivalry 
of  chemical  substitutes.  The  principle  of 
export  duties  was  by  no  means  a  new  one, 
and  although  they  required  careful  regu- 
lation, und  that  few  countries  were  able 
to  maintain  them,  yet  when  circumstances 
warranted  their  adoption,  they  were  irre- 
proachable. There  were  in  England  two 
commodities — coal  and  iron — the  exports 
of  which  might  be  taxed  without  inter- 
fering with  industry  or  checking  the  ex- 
port of  the  commodity.  In  common  with 
many  economical  writers  he  contended 
that  they  were  both  legitimate  and  ad- 
rantageous  subjects  of  taxation,  because 
whatever  duty  was  imposed  on  them  was 
so  much  clear  gain  to  the  country,  and, 
if  kept  within  a  moderate  amount,  it 
was  a  gain  which  carried  with  it  not  the 
slightest  disturbance  of  trade,  inflicted  not 
the  slightest  injury  upon  the  producers, 
and  was  so  much  tribute  secured  from 
the  foreigner  in  return  for  our  unex- 
ampled natural  products.  Coal  and  iron 
were  gifts  of  Providence,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  utiliie  these 
commodities  for  the  benefit  of  the  coun- 
Mr.  Svibifiri 


try.  From  them  a  rerenne  of  thtes- 
quarters  of  a  million  sterling  might  be 
derived  without  any  countervailing  dis- 
advantage. It  might  be  said  that  this  wti 
a  selfish  policy,  and  that  we  ought  to 
allow  foreigners  to  receive  freely  theie 
products  of  ours.  But  did  we  find  that  fo- 
reigners were  as  forbearing  in  the  admit- 
sion  of  our  products  as  we  were  in  allowing 
the  free  export  of  those  products?  We 
were  engaging  not  to  tax  the  export  of 
coal  ;  but  Belgium  levied  a  duty  of  9d  ob 
the  import  of  coal ;  France,  It. ;  Turkey, 
2«.  3<j.;  the  Zollverein,  2«.  Gd.;  and  Spsin, 
5t.  6d.  There  was  no  reciprocity  in  «b  ^ 
arrangement  binding  us  not  to  tax  the  ex- 
port of  one  of  our  staple  commoditiee, 
while  the  contracting  parties  taxed  it  lo 
seriously.  He  did  not  wish  to  sdfo- 
cate  a  selfish  or  narrow  policy,  but  coil 
and  iron  were  essential  to  the  manafseta^ 
ing  industry  of  the  age  ;  they  were  slio 
essential  elements  in  war,  and  the  country 
which  could  command  them  more  readily 
than  her  neighbours  would  be  best  able  to 
maintain  her  supremacy.  Why,  then, 
should  we  bind  ourselves  to  cede  on- 
taxed  these  essential  elements  of  com- 
mercial, manufacturing,  and  warlike  supe- 
riority to  other  countries  without  soy 
equivalent  consideration  in  their  engsge- 
ments  ?  In  this  treaty  there  was  not  the 
slightest  consideration  for  the  concession 
that  was  made.  Much  had  been  said  Istely 
of  the  hardships  of  the  paper  manufacturers 
arising  from  the  fact  that  foreign  countriei 
levied  upon  the  export  of  rags  a  very  \%Tp 
percentage  of  duty,  amounting,  in  the  esse 
of  the  Zollverein,  to  £5  per  ton.  Now, 
when  we  were  undertaking  to  let  the 
Zollverein  have  our  coals  free  of  duty,  it 
would  not  have  been  too  much  to  ask  that 
the  Zollverein  should  let  us  have  their  rtgs 
free  of  duty.  Passing,  however,  from  the 
commercial  and  fiscal  question  involved,  he 
objected  to  a  treaty  which  placed  a  con- 
tinuous and  serious  embarrassment  in  the 
way  of  the  Government  of  this  country 
for  years  to  come.  What  right  had  sny 
Government  in  a  treaty  to  tie  the  hands  of 
its  successors  for  twelve  years  to  cone  in 
dealing  with  the  important  article  of  coal  ? 
If  it  were  necessary  to  touch  the  question 
at  all,  surely  the  Government  might  hsye 
been  satisfied  to  extend  to  the  Zollverein 
the  same  indulgence  as  was  extended  to 
France.  The  clause  of  the  French  Treaty 
by  which  we  undertook  to  put  no  export 
duty  on  coal  would  terminate  in  five  years, 
as  five  bad  alreadj  run,  and  ottder  the 
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most  fa?oured  nation  clause  the  ZollyereiD 
woold  have  enjoyed  the  same  privilege ; 
but  this  treaty  was  to  last  for  twelve  years* 
and  during  this  time  the  Government  had 
abdicated  the  right  of  regulating  our  re- 
venue with  reference  to  coal.  He  should 
like  to  know  with*  whom  the  clause  origi- 
nated. Was  it  proposed  by  our  Govern- 
ment or  by  Prussia,  or  by  some  of  the 
minor  States  ?  Was  it  Hanover  or  Hesse 
or  Oldenburg  that  proposed  it  ?  Hanover 
was  a  coal-producing  country.  Now,  sup- 
pose Hanover  could  only  produce  coals  at 
us.  6d.  per  ton,  and  Prussia  could  import 
them  from  this  country  at  15s,,  Prussia 
might  impose  an  import  duty  of  2s.  6d., 
bringing  up  the  cost  to  the  producer  to  the 
price  at  which  Hanover  could  supply  them, 
it  was  monstrous  to  let  an  article  go  un- 
taxed from  here,  and  be  taxed  on  arriving 
at  the  other  side  of  the  water  for  the  sake 
of  the  local  producers  of  the  same  commo- 
dity. Had  any  concession  been  promised 
ID  return  for  the  clause  ?  He  did  not  wish 
to  ask  for  correspondence,  which  it  might 
be  unusual  or  inconvenient  to  produce;  but 
he  wanted  to  know  how  this  remarkable 
fiscal  blunder  had  originated,  how  these 
treaties  were  got  up,  who  was  responsible 
for  them,  and  what  was  their  object.  Did 
they  originate  with  the  Board  of  Trade  or 
the  Foreign  Office  ?  Was  there  an  itiner- 
ant mission  going  through  the  Continent 
making  treaties  in  an  arbitrary  dilettante 
manner  ?  The  Austrian  Treaty  was  sup- 
posed to  be  on  the  stocks,  and  the  issue 
might  be  a  document  of  a  similar  nature. 
It  was  therefore  important  to  know  who 
was  responsible  for  arrangements  which 
embarrassed  the  Government,  impaired  the 
internal  management  of  the  nation,  and 
conferred  adrantages  upon  foreign  coun- 
tries without  any  consideration  in  their 
engagements  towards  us. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  was 

^raid  that  if  his  hon.  Friend  were  to  pro- 

p<^  an  export  duty  on  coal  he  would  find 

innoh  greater  difficulty  than  he  imagined 

in 'getting  the  consent  of  Parliament  to 

s<ich  a  proposal.     Years  ago   an   export 

doty  on  coal  was  deliberately  given  up  by 

Parliament  as  an  impolitic  tax,  as  a  failure 

^^  point  of  revenue,  and  as  an  impost  that 

pressed  injuriously  upon  a  great  branch  of 

yj^tistry.     Goal  was  only  won  by  human 

'°^^istry;  and  if  the  colliers  were  prevent- 

f"    from  selling  the   produce  of  their  in- 

?^try  in  the  b€»t  market  by  the  imposition 

^        an  export  duty  yon  would  be  inflicting 

"^^^JB  largo  bodies  of  persons  a  rery  great 


injustice.  The  propriety  of  such  a  course 
was  fully  discussed  when  the  French  Treaty 
was  before  the  House,  and  the  special 
clause  relating  to  the  free  exportation  of 
coal  was  then  approved  by  large  majorities 
in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  though 
speeches  against  it  might  have  been  made 
at  the  time.  It  was  well  known  at  the 
time  of  making  the  French  Treaty,  as  it 
was  well  known  at  the  present  time,  that 
this  country  had  no  intention  either  of  pro- 
hibiting the  duty  on  coal  or  of  putting  an 
export  duty  upon  it,  and  there  could  be  no 
objection  whatever  to  our  giving  an  under- 
taking not  to  do  that  which  we  never  in- 
tended doing.  The  commercial  world 
would  have  greatly  blamed  the  Govern- 
ment had  they,  for  the  sake  of  some  pe- 
dantic doctrine  with  respect  to  the  export 
of  coal,  refused  a  treaty  which  would  con- 
fer such  valuable  privileges  upon  our  com- 
merce. By  the  most  favoured  nation  clause 
in  the  Zollverein  Treaty  this  country  fully 
participated  in  all  the  benefits  conceded  bj 
the  Zollverein  in  recent  treaties  to  France, 
Belgium,  and  Austria,  advantages  gained 
by  them  after  years  of  negotiation  and 
after  yielding  large  tariff  equivalents.  The 
advantages  we  gained  by  the  most  favoured 
nation  clause,  which  without  the  trifling 
concession  of  the  export  of  coals  we  should 
neyer  have  obtained,  were,  first,  a  reduc- 
tion on  the  German  tariff  on  cotton  goods 
from  50  thalers  per  centner,  to  a  range 
from  12  to  34 ;  on  tissues  of  wool  from 
20  and  50  to  15  and  34;  on  silk,  from  110 
to  50  ;  on  linen,  from  20  to  12  ;  and  on 
earthenware,  from  20  per  cent  to  15  per 
cent,  and  some  minor  articles  formerly 
subject  to  duties  were  now  to  be  admitted 
free.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was,  therefore, 
wrong  in  saying  that  the  Zollverein  had 
made  ns  no  equivalent  concession  in  re- 
turn for  the  insertion  of  this  clause,  which 
gave  that  country  the  assurance  that  for  a 
limited  time  we  should  not  place  an  export 
duty  upon  coal.  With  reference  to  the 
question  the  hon.  Gentleman  raised  as  to 
this  clause  being  an  interference  with  the 
belligerent  rights  of  the  Grown,  on  the 
ground  that  it  woold  tie  the  hands  of  the 
Government  by  depriving  them  of  the 
power  of  prohibiting  the  export  of  coal  in 
time  of  war,  he  stated,  upon  the  highest 
authority,  that  no  commercial  treaty  could 
affect  the  belligerent  rights  of  the  Grown. 
When  this  point  was  raised  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  on  the  insertion  of  the  clause  in  the 
French  Treaty,  the  Lord  Chancellor  said — 
"  The  artiole  would  not  in  any  way  interim  with 
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(ha  bdligerent  righto  of  the  Crown.  The  TrMt/ 
WM  ezoltuiTelj  a  Commercial  Treatj.and,  like  all 
other  treaties,  was  to  be  interpreted  aocordiog  to 
the  tme  intent  of  the  parties."— [8  ffamard, 
elTU.  635.] 

And  that  inteiition»  as  recorded  in  the  pre- 
amhle  in  the  light  of  which  the  treaty 
must  he  read,  was  to  extend  the  relations 
of  commerce  between  the  two  countries. 
The  power  of  the  Crown  to  prohibit  coal 
as  a  manition  of  war  was  inherent,  and 
was  in  no  way  affected  by  this  engagement 
to  permit  the  export  of  coal  for  the  pur- 
poses of  trade.  Seeing  that  the  clause 
in  question  was  identical  with  the  one  con- 
tained in  the  French  Treaty,  which  received 
the  deliberate  sanction  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  what  important  commer- 
cial advantages  this  country  would  derive 
horn  the  operation  of  the  treaty,  he  thought 
the  view  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  on  the 
subject  was  quite  wrong,  and  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had 
acted  most  judiciously  in  making  the  treaty 
in  question.  When  the  treaty  was  ratified 
Government  would  have  no  objection  to 
lay  the  correspondence  asked  for  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  upon  the  table,  but  at 
present  it  would  not  be  advisable  to  do  so. 

IRELAND— CASE  OF  PATRICK 
DONOHDE.— PAPERS  MOVED  FOR. 

Mb.  O'REILLT  who  had  given  Notice 
to  call  attention  to  the  Papers  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House  relative  to  the  case  of 
Patrick  Donohne,  county  of  Longford,  and 
to  move  for  Copy  of  any  Correspondence  on 
the  subject  between  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  or  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  magis- 
trates who  acted  in  the  case,  said,  that  the 
facts  were  that  the  housejof  a  gentleman 
of  the  name  of  Thompson  had  been  burnt 
down  on  the  night  of  the  20th  of  June,  1864. 
On  the  following  day  he  had  some  reason 
to  suspect  a  certain  labourer  of  the  name  of 
Donohne  had  been  concerned  in  the  affair, 
and  accordingly,  on  the  21st  of  June,  Dono- 
hue  was  arrested  without  a  warrant,  and 
another  man  who  was  wanted  as  a  witness 
was  also  arrested  without  a  warrant.  On 
the  22nd  of  June,  four  magistrates  assem- 
bled in  the  ordinary  sessions  house, 
although  it  was  not  the  regular  petty  ses- 
sions day,  for  the  purpose  of  investigating 
the  charge.  No  summons  to  attend  the 
meeting  was  issued  to  the  other  magis- 
trates, and  the  hearing  took  place  with 
dosed  doors.  In  fact,  it  was  not  an  open 
court  of  justice.  The  accused  person  was 
not  allowed  to  call  witnesses,  or  to  give 
Mr.  Milner  Oihwn 


bail— no  evidenoe  was  given  of  the  itmib 
— and  Patrick  Burke,  the  person  who  hid 
been  arrested  to  give  evidence  as  a  witseu, 
said  he  had  no  evidence  to  give.  Not- 
withstanding, Donohue  was  senteneed  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  with  liiid 
labour.  This  was  done*-  not  by  tbe  greit 
unpaid,  but  the  stipendiary  magistrate,  vb 
received  £800  a  year  for  his  pressiMd 
knowledge  of  the  law.  The  Lord  Lieete* 
nant  subsequently  conunuted  the  seoieiMe 
and  directed  the  man  to  be  disehargei 
He  had  received  some  compensatioD,  and 
the  conviction  was  quashed  by  the  Irish 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench.  He  wantsd  to 
know  what  steps  had  been  taken  by  tbe 
Lord  Chancellor  with  r^;ard  to  the  magii- 
trates  who  had  acted  in  this  manner,  lod 
how  far  it  was  legal  to  arrest  a  man  withoet 
a  warrant.  He  understood  that  tbe  mlei  of 
the  House  precluded  his  moving  theRseoli- 
tion  which  stood  on  the  paper,  but  he  hoped 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  be 
able  to  answer  the  question  satisfaetonlj. 

SiK  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  tbe 
papers  which  had  been  laid  upon  the  table 
showed  that  the  case  was  one  which  called 
for  the  attention  of  the  Qovemment.  No 
doubt  this  Patrick  Donohue  was  bsnbly 
condemned  to  imprisonment,  illegsllj  on* 
doubtedly— as  was  stated  by  ^e  Loid 
Lieutenant  in  his  communication  to  tbe 
magbtrates.  It  happened  that  at  tbtt 
time  several  incendiary  fires  had  takes 
place  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  that  i 
positive  information  was  sworn  that  tbit 
prson,  whose  name  was  given  at  the  tiae, 
had  threatened  to  bum  the  farmstead. 

Me.  O'REILLT  said,  that  there  vy 
no  such  statement  as  this  in  the  papers. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  thongb 
it  did  not  appear  in  the  papers,  it  wit 
nevertheless  the  facts. 

Mr.  O'REILLT  said,  he  wished  toaik 
why  such  an  important  fact  had  not  been 
published. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  it  wooM 
not  do  for  the  Government  to  prodaee  pri- 
vate information.  They  could  not  prodiM 
confidential  communications  made  b/t 
servant  of  the  Government  to  the  Gofen* 
ment  itself  in  such  a  matter  as  this.  Tbe 
man  was  sentenced  to  be  imprisoned  for 
three  months  by  a  bench  consisting  of  one 
stipendiary  and  three  local  magistrates, 
and  was  committed  to  prison.  Bat  tbert 
was  some  illegality  in  the  forms  that  bad 
been  employed;  and  directly  the  Lora 
Lieutenant,  the  late  Lord  Carlisle,  beard 
of  it,  he  took  the  opinion  of  the  I«»^ 
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Officers  of  the  Crown,  and  on  their  adrice 
the  prisoner  was  at  once  liberated,  after 
about  fifteen  or  twenty  days'  confinement. 
The  Lord  Lieutenant,  moreofer,  adminis- 
tered  a  censure  to  the  stipendiary  magis- 
trate, and  expressed  a  hope  that  he  would 
be  more  careful  in  future.  No  communi- 
cation passed  between  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor and  the  local  magistrates ;  but 
the  Govemment  did  take  the  matter  up, 
and  considered  that  the  magistrates  acted 
illegally  in  the  matter. 

SHEERNESS  DOCKYARD.— QUESTION. 
Sib  EDWARD  DERING  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty, 
To  explain  the  grounds  of  his  statement 
that  the  important  Dockyard  at  Sheerness 
was  among  those  destined  eventually  to  be 
abandoned,  no  such  recommendation  hay- 
ing been  made  by  the  Dockyard  Committee 
of  1864  ?  He  said  it  was  not  to  be  won- 
dered at  that  the  statement  which  had  been 
made  a  few  nights  ago  by  the  noble  Lord 
had  occasioned  a  good  deal  of  surprise, 
because  when  last  year  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbnry  (Sir  Morton  Peto)  alluded 
specially  to  this  subject,  the  noble  Lord,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  very  candidly 
said  he  had  no  hopes  of  Sheerness  being 
abandoned,  as  it  was  a  station  of  great 
importance,  especially  for  North  Sea  pur- 
poses. He  further  stated  that  it  was  a 
matter  of  consideration  how  far  other  dock- 
yards should  be  abandoned;  but  no  Amend- 
ment was  moved  in  Committee  specifying 
this  particular  dockyard.  The  noble  Lord 
said  there  was  not  a  single  Member  who 
was  of  opinion  that  Sheerness  ought  to  be 
in  the  number  of  the  dockyards  that  ought 
to  be  sold  or  abandoned.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  Sheerness  possessed  some 
special  advantages.  At  any  time  of  the 
tide  ships  could  be  brought  up  close  to  the 

Jrard,  and  at  low  tide  within  a  cable's 
ength  of  the  main  entrance  there  was  fifty 
feet  of  water  ;  and  at  a  trifling  expense 
the  largest  ships  in  the  nayy  might  be 
docked  in  this  harbour  at  low  water.  He 
(Sir  Edward  Dering)  anticipated  that  the 
Honse  would  be  of  the  opinion  expressed 
by  Sir  James  Graham  in  bis  place  in  that 
House,  that  any  Goyernment  that  should 
aerionsly  entertain  the  idea  of  selling  or 
abandoning  so  useful  a  harbour  as  Sheer- 
ness would  be  trifling  with  the  best  inte- 
reata  of  the  country.  He  could  not  sin- 
cerely beliere  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
formed  any  very  serious  intention  in  this 
matter.    He  (Sir  Edward  Dering)  main- 


tained it  would  be  a  sacrifice  which,  if  it 
were  placed  at  half  a  million  of  money, 
would  be  below  the  mark.  Should  he 
have  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  the  House  in 
the  next  Parliament,  and  the  question  be 
brought  forward,  he  should  feel  bound  to 
give  it  the  most  strenuous  opposition  in  his 
power.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would 
give  the  House  some  assurance  that  he  had 
no  intention  of  making  a  sacrifice  of  this 
particular  dockyard. 

LoBD  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  the 
hon.  Member  had  put  forward  the  strongest 
arguments  that  could  be  used  in  favour  of 
the  dockyard  at  Sheerness.  When  on  a 
former  occasion  he  had  alluded  to  the  con- 
tingent probability  that  at  some  future 
time  the  dockyard  at  Sheerness  would  be 
closed  he  did  not  intend  to  convey  the 
idea  that  there  was  any  immediate  inten- 
tion of  closing  the  yard.  It  was  true  that 
the  dockyard  Committee  had  inserted 
Deptford,  Pembroke,  and  Woolwich  as  the 
dockyards  recommended  to  he  closed,  and 
said  nothing  about  Sheerness.  It  must, 
however,  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Ad- 
miralty, on  taking  the  matter  into  their 
serious  consideration,  had  felt  that  there 
were  extremely  powerful  reasous  against 
closing  Pembroke  Dockyard ;  and,  indeed, 
so  far  from  closing  it  they  had,  with  the 
consent  of  the  House  of  Commons,  made 
there  a  new  dockyard,  so  to  speak,  in 
which  to  construct  iron  ships.  As  to 
Deptford,  also,  after  giving  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Committee  full  consideration, 
the  Admiralty  thought  that  it  would  be  a 
very  unwise  thing  to  close  Deptford  yard 
at  the  present  time.  They  had,  there- 
fore, decided  not  to  close  either  Pem- 
broke or  Deptford  Dockyards ;  but  the 
Admiralty  thought  it  right  to  consider 
whether  any  other  of  the  dockyards 
should  be  dosed.  When  the  estab- 
lishment at  Chatham  should  be  really 
completed  it  would  be  the  greatest  estab- 
lishment of  the  kind  in  the  world.  It  was 
under  these  circumstances  that  he  had  the 
other  night  alluded  to  Sheerness,  in  answer 
to  a  question  ;  not  that  he  had  the  slight- 
est idea  of  closing  Sheerness  Dockyard  at 
the  present  time ;  hot  eventually,  when 
Chatham  should  be  completed,  it  would 
be  for  the  Parliament  of  that  day  to 
consider  whether  Sheerness  Dockyard 
should  not  be  suppressed.  Sheerness 
had  undoubtedly  deep  water,  but  it  was 
very  confined,  the  dockyard  being  so 
small  that  it  was  unfit  for  the  largo 
men-of-war  of   the    present    day.     The 
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hoB.  Member  and  the  peofde  of  Sheeraess 
need  be  under  no  alarm  that  their  dock- 
yard, which  was  at  the  present  time  very 
nseful,  was  going  at  once  to  be  suppressed. 

Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— POST    OFFICE  PACKET 
SERVICE. 
Supply— Post    Ofpicb    Packet    Ser- 
TiOE  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
(6.)  Question  again  proposed, 
*'Thst   a  sum,  not   exceeding  £841,867,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defraj  the  Charge  of 
the  Post  OflBoe  Packet  Service  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31  St  day  of  March  1860 ;  no  part  of  which 
sum  is  to  be  applicable  or  applied  in  or  towards 
making  any  payment  in  respect  of  any  period  sub- 
sequent to  the  20th  day  of  June  1863,  to  Mr. 
Joseph  George  Churchward,  or  to  any  person 
claiming  through  or  under  him  by  virtue  of  a  cer- 
tain Contract,  bearing  date  the  26th  day  of  April 
1859,  made  between  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Admiralty  (for  and  on  behalf  of 
Her  Majesty)  of  the  first  part,  or  in  or  towards 
the  satisfaction  of  any  claim  whatsoever  of  the 
said  Joseph  George  Churchward,  by  virtue  of  that 
Contract,  so  &r  as  relates  to  any  period  subse- 
quent to  the  20th  day  of  June  1863. 

Mb.  WHITB  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  whether  the  Go- 
rernment  had  oome  to  any  decision  on  the 
question  of  a  weekly  mail  to  India,  leaving 
on  Friday.  Such  a  mail  would  be  of  great 
importance  to  those  engaged  in  the  India 
and  China  trades. 

Mr.  CRUM-EWING  said,  he  wished 
to  express  a  hope  that  the  Government 
would  adopt  the  suggestion  of  having  Fal- 
mouth or  Plymouth  as  the  port  for  the 
colonial  and  foreign  mails  instead  of  South- 
ampton ;  as  such  an  arrangement  would 
be  a  gain  of  nearly  three  days  in  the  postal 
communication  with  India  to  the  whole  of 
Scotland  and  the  north  of  England. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  there  was  an 
increase  in  the  Vote  for  the  Post  Office 
Packet  Service,  but  he  would  suggest  a 
mode  of  getting  rid  of  it«  and  even  oc- 
casioning a  saving.  There  were  70,000 
European  troops  in  India.  The  whole 
were  to  be  relieved  in  ten  years,  at 
the  rate  of  7,000  each'  year ;  making 
14,000  in  traneitu  between  England  and 
India  every  year.  In  addition,  there  were 
expired  men  and  invalids,  and  men  going 
out  to  fill  up  vacancies  caused  by  death, 
which  would  give  about  2,500  each  way, 
or  5,000  in  ail,  to  be  added  to  the  14,000 ; 
Lord  Clarence  Paget 
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so  that  they  had  the  total  brought  up  to 
19,000.  The  annual  conveyance  of  these 
men  invol?ed  a  f  ery  considerable  item  of  ex- 
penditure ;  and  the  consequence  was  that 
his  right  hen.  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
India  had  before  him  a  proposition  for  die 
building  of  transport  vessels  of  a  large 
class,  like  the  Himalaya,  to  conv^  troops 
between  this  country  and  Alexandria  aad 
between  Suez  and  Bombay  and  Calcutta. 
But  as  it  was  not  advisable  to  land  troops 
in  India  during  the  monsoon  or  the  hot 
weather,  these  vessels  could  only  be  used 
as  transports  during  six  months  of  the 
year.  It  was  worthy  of  the  consideration 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
the  Treasury  whether  tliey  could  not  be 
turned  to  good  account  in  carrying  msiU 
during  the  whole  year  as  well  as  troops 
during  the  other  six  months.  The  number 
of  vessels  was  such  that  they  would  allow  of 
weekly  communications  in  accordance  with 
the  views  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Brighton,  and  a  saving  in  the  present 
expenditure  might  be  effected.  He  wished 
to  know  why  an  increase  had  taken  plaee 
in  the  charge  for  the  postal  commuoicatioo 
with  the  West  Indies,  and  why  there  had 
been  an  increase  of  £7,000  for  the  Packet 
Service  between  this  country  and  India. 

Mr.  Aldsbman  ROSE  said,  that  the 
question  of  substituting  Plymouth  or  Fsl- 
mouth  for  Southampton  as  the  port  for 
the  India  mails  had  been  fully  considered 
by  the  Postmaster  General ;  but  the  noUe 
Lord  had  been  unable  to  see  that  such  a 
change  would  be  attended  with  advantage. 
Though  there  might  by  it  at  times  be  a 
saving  of  a  few  hours,  as  a  rule  there 
would  be  a  loss  of  time.  Southamptoa 
had  great  advantages.  It  had  a  doable 
line  of  rail  to  London,  and  good  dock  ac- 
commodation for  the  steamers  ;  while 
neither  Plymouth  nor  Falmouth  possessed 
either  of  those  requisites.  Special  trains 
would  not  be  run  to  and  from  there  with- 
out danger.  In  addition,  Southampton  wss 
within  two  hours  of  London  by  rail.  In- 
stead of  there  being  a  saving  of  time  such 
as  that  spoken  of  by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Crum-Ewing),  the  probability  was  that  s 
delay  in  the  transmission  of  the  msils 
would  be,  as  a  general  rule,  the  result  of 
such  a  change.  Southampton  had  as  good 
a  through  communication  with  the  north 
both  by  broad  and  narrow  gauge  as  anj 
other  port,  and  postal  oommnnicatioB, 
therefore,  to  the  north  could  be  effected  ss 
rapidly  from  Southampton  as  from  Plj- 
mouth  or  Falnoath. 
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Mb.  OILPIN  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
House  would  not  he  led  into  a  ditcnssion  on 
this  question  in  the  ahsenee  of  die  repre* 
sentatifes  of  the  rival  ports. 

Mb.  CRUM-EWING  said,  that  it  was 
saffioient  to  look  into  any  map  to  see  the 
adrantage  of  Falmouth. 

Mb.  PBEL  said,  that  a«  he  had  heen 
proTented  by  a  oount  ont  from  answering 
some  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  London  on  the  memorial 
presented  to  the  Treasury  praying  that  the 
despatch  of  mails  to  India,  instead  of  being 
OB  a  fixed  day  of  the  month,  should  be  on 
a  fixed  day  in  the  week,  as  was  the  case 
with  the  Ounard  mails  to  North  America, 
he  wished  to  say  that  the  Postmaster 
General  was  quite  as  sensible  of  the  Talue 
of  such  a  change  as  any  one  could  be. 
The  question,  however,  was  one  of  expense. 
It  must  be  remembered  that  the  mail  ser* 
rice  to  India  did  not  stand  alone,  but  was 
oonneeted  with  the  mail  serrice  to  China 
and  Austrah'a,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
to  make  alterations  in  one  service  without 
making  them  in  the  others.  The  scheme 
of  the  mail  service  was  this : — The  Indian 
mails  went  out  four  times  in  the  month  to 
Alexandria,  both  by  the  way  of  Falmouth 
and  Southampton  on  this  side  of  Egypt, 
and  on  the  other  side  they  went  twice  in 
the  month  from  Egypt  to  Bombay,  and  the 
other  twice  to  Ceylon,  and  thence  to  Cal- 
cutta and  China.  One  of  these  two  last 
mails  went  on  to  Australia.  So  that  there 
were  48  departures  in  the  year  for  India, 
24  for  China,  and  12  for  Australia.  If, 
therefore,  weekly  departures  were  substi* 
ti^ed  for  the  present  departures  of  four 
times  a  month,  the  mail  service  would  be 
inereaaed  by  one-twelfth — there  would  be 
52  departures  for  India  instead  of  48,  26 
for  China,  and  13  for  Australia.  The  in- 
eremse  in  the  frequency  of  departure  would, 
o£  course,  increase  the  expense  to  a  pro- 
portionate amount.  The  expense  of  the 
service,  as  hon.  Members  were  aware,  was 
very  large  indeed.  The  total  expense 
amounted  to  about  jg390,00O  a  year;  and 
of  that  £160,000  belonged  to  the  Austra- 
Jiaa  service,  the  loss  upon  which  was  di- 
'vtded  between  the  Imperial  Government 
^and  the  Australian  Colonies.  The  re* 
^mttinder  —  £230,000 -— represented  the 
JTOM  cost  of  the  service  to  India  and 
^bina,  and  the  net  loss  upon  that  was  di- 
tided  between  the  Indian  and  the  Imperial 
Ooremment.  The  proposed  increase  of 
•errice  would  entail  a  further  expenditure 
of  about  £36,000  a  year,  Md  though  that 


might  be  probaUy  covered  by  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  letters  sent,  there  would 
stiH  be  a  large  sum  to  be  added  to  the 
present  cost  of  the  service.  The  proposal 
which  had  been  made  by  the  Poet  Office 
was,  that  the  postage  to  India  should  be 
increased  from  6d.  to  It. ;  and,  wh^oi  it 
was  proposed  that  a  fortnightly  mail  should 
be  sent  to  Hong  Kong,  he  believed  that 
the  commercial  community  had  cheerfully 
acquiesced  in  such  an  increase,  nor  was  he 
aware  that  any  single  complaint  had  been 
raised.  The  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
spoke  of  a  charge  of  16d. ;  but  that  re- 
ferred to  letters  going  by  the  way  of  Mar- 
seilles, the  additional  id,  being  the  charge 
of  the  French  Government  for  the  transit 
through  France.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Tower  Hamlets  had  called  attention 
to  the  impolicy  of  foreign  Governments  im- 
posing heavy  transit  rates,  and  he  quite 
concurred  in  the  hon.  Gentleman's  obser- 
vations. The  present  payment  to  the 
French  Government  was  10 J.  per  ounce, 
but  in  the  opinion  of  the  Post  Office  the 
French  Government  would  be  indemnified  if 
the  charge  were  reduced  by  one-fourth ; 
and  in  that  case  the  transit  charge  on  an 
ordinary  letter,  instead  of  being  4id.,  would 
be  only  Id. ;  and  the  charge  under  the 
new  system  would  be  It.  for  letters  going 
by  Southampton,  '^and  It.  Id.  for  letters 
vid  Marseilles.  This  change  would  enable 
the  Government  to  give  additional  postal 
facilities.  It  had  been  suggested  that 
there  should  be  a  weekly  mail  to  Bombay, 
but  that  would  necessitate  an  increase  in 
the  number  of  vessels  running  from  Bom- 
bay to  Sues;  but,  judging  from  some  re* 
cent  tenders  which  had  been  received,  that 
would  be  an  additional  expense,  which  could 
only  be  defrayed  by  an  additional  charge 
on  the  public.  No  decision  had  been  come 
to  yet,  for  it  did  not  appear  that  the  mer- 
cantile community  would  be  satisfied  to  pay 
the  additional  charge.  With  regard  to  fixed 
days  weekly  for  the  departure  of  mdls  to 
India  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  be  eon* 
fined  to  BomlMiy,  but  to  go  alternately  to 
Bombay  and  Calcutta,  the  railway  facilitiea 
from  the  latter  place  being  now  very  great. 
The  hon«  and  gaUaai  Gendeman  the  Mem-^ 
her  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel  Sykes)  bad  re« 
ferred  to  the  oonmuniication  between  this 
country  and  Alexandria,  and  between  Suez 
and  Bombay  and>  Calcutta,  and  he  also 
referred  to  soma  transport  ressels  UmI 
were  being  built  for  that  purpose  by  the 
Indian  Government.  At  present  he  be« 
lieved^  there  we9e  only  two  running  thia 
-    ^  >'    ^ 
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Bide  of  Egypt  and  three  on  the  other  side. 
He  did  not  know  the  number  of  Irani- 
porte  that  would  be  neceisary  for  that 
•erfioe,  but  as  the  whole  of  the  ships 
would  not  be  finished  until  the  1st  of  Oc- 
tober, 1867,  there  would  be  ample  time  to 
discuss  that  question  on  a  future  occasion. 
With  regard  to  the  West  India  packets 
receiring  their  mails  at  Falmouth  instead 
of  Southampton,  he  thought  it  would  not 
be  easy  to  make  the  transfer,  considering 
the  immense  docks  the  company  had  es- 
tablished at  the  latter  place ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  thought  that  if  a  saving 
of  time  could  be  effected  by  landing  and 
receiving  the  mails  at  Falmouth,  instead 
of  at  Southampton,  and  proper  arrange- 
ments could  be  made  with  the  railway  com- 
panies, the  Post  Office  authorities  would 
have  no  hesitation  in  adopting  it.  He, 
however,  doubted  that  there  would  be  such 
a  saving  in  the  landing  of  the  mails  at 
Falmouth  as  had  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Grnm-Ewing).  As  to  the 
postal  service  for  the  West  Indies,  the  in- 
crease this  year  arose  from  their  not  having 
made  any  reduction  in  anticipation  of  a 
contribution  from  the  colonies.  The  ex- 
pense of  the  service  to  the  West  Indies 
was  now  much  less  than  it  had  been.  The 
old  contract  required  an  annual  subsidy  to 
be  paid  of  £230.000;  but  the  amount  was 
last  year  reduced  under  the  new  contract 
to  £170,000.  It  was  also  expected  that 
the  colonies  would  pay  half  the  loss  upon 
that  portion  of  the  service,  but  their  Qo- 
vemments  had  not  yet  been  able  to  make 
arrangements  on  that  subject,  and  it  had 
been  necessary,  therefore,  to  provide  in  the 
present  Estimates  for  the  entire  cost  of 
the  service  until  the  arrangements  as  to 
the  colonial  contributions  were  made.  With 
regard  to  the  Indian  service,  the  contract 
with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam 
Company  provided  for  their  carrying  Go- 
vernment passengers  at  two<thirds  of  their 
ordinary  passenger  rates.  But  it  had  been 
thought  that  the  Government  ought  not 
to  make  a  contribution  towards  the  cost  of 
the  passage  of  persons  travelling  between 
this  country  and  India,  and  the  company 
had  arranged  to  charge  the  ordinary  pas- 
senger fare  for  Government  passengers, 
making  to  the  Government  an  abatement 
of  £15,000  from  the  subsidy  on  that  ac- 
count. There  was  not  a  real  increase  of 
cost  for  the  Indian  service,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  a  reduction.  The  total  charge 
was  £162,125.  From  this  they  must  de- 
duct £44,000,  the  proportion  to  be  paid 
Mr.  Fed 


by  the  Indian  Government.  A  Ism  mm 
would  be  paid  by  the  Indian  Government 
than  last  year,  and  the  reason  was  that 
the  postage  was  more.  They  had  to  deduct 
the  amount  of  the  postage  from  the  whole 
charge,  and  what  remained  was  divided 
equally  between  the  Governments  of  thii 
country  and  of  India.  The  net  loss  last 
year  was  £100.000,  but  this  year  itwu 
reduced  to  £80,000,  half  of  which  tka 
Indian  Government  paid;  but,  of  oonne, 
the  gross  charge  had  to  be  voted. 

Mb.  cave  said,  there  could  he  bo 
doubt  that  a  great  saving  of  time  wosid  W 
effected  in  the  landing  aud  dispatch  of  the 
West  India  mails,  both  as  regarded  Scot- 
land and  the  West  Coast,  and  only  in  s  leu 
degree  as  regarded  London,  if  the  maili 
were  landed  and  embarked  at  Fslnootk 
instead  of  Southampton.  At  preeeot  the 
mail  steamers  sailed  from  Southampton  at 
between  two  and  three  in  the  afternoon, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  the  mass  of 
the  correspondence  went  down  by  tin 
evening  mail  of  the  day  befoi^,  so  tbst  t 
day  might  be  said  to  be  lost,  wheresi,  if 
the  mails  could  be  taken  on  board  at  Fal- 
mouth, the  letters  could  be  posted  on  tlw 
evening  of  the  day  on  which  the  pscketi 
leave  Southampton.  The  same  applied  to 
the  arrival  of  the  mails.  He  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Peel) 
two  questions.  The  first  was  with  refe* 
rence  to  the  Liverpool  steamers.  A  eon- 
vention  had  been  entered  into  with  tbe 
Royal  Mail  Company  by  which  a  eertaia 
subsidy  was  to  be  paid  to  them  for  carry- 
ing the  mails,  and  an  arrangement  had 
also  been  come  to  with  a  steam-packet 
company  at  Liverpool  for  carrying  letters 
to  certain  places.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
in  that  respect  the  right  hon.  Qentlemaa 
had  made  a  bad  bargain,  because  the  p<^t- 
age  of  all  the  letters  the  latter  earned 
must  be  added  to  the  amount  of  snbeidj 
to  be  paid  to  the  Royal  Mail  Company. 
The  other  question  he  had  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  how  long  the  Freoeh 
convention  would  last.  The  right  boa. 
Gentleman  had  said  on  a  former  occtaioe 
that  it  was  an  anomaly  that  the  French 
Government  should  be  able  to  send  letters 
at  a  lower  rate  than  was  charged  in  thii 
country,  and  he  wished,  therefore,  to  knof 
whether  there  was  any  chance  of  our  pit- 
ting the  French  Government  on  a  footisf 
with  ourselves. 

Mr.  henry  SEYMOUR  ssid.  he 
thought  they  could  not  overrate  the  !«• 
portancoi  in  a  soeia!,  commeroiali  aad  pob* 
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ileal  point  of  vievr»  of  inereauDg  and  faei- 
litatiiig  their  postal  eommunioation  with 
all  parts  of  the  world.     Greater  oonveoi* 
enee,  he  helieved,  might  he  seoured  to  the 
pohlie  without  bardeoing  the  Exchequer. 
Southampton  was  so  flourishing  that  it  did 
not  require  the  Goremment  contraots.   He 
had  long  been  of  opinion  that  our  com- 
munieations  with  India  were  not  as  perfect 
as  they  ought  to  be.     More  use  should  be 
made  of  the  Indian  railways  in  the  con- 
reyance  of  mails.     The  mails  were  not 
sent  out  with  sufficient  frequency  ;  and  it 
was  most  desirable  that  the  civil  and  mili- 
tary employis  of  India  should  be  able  to 
Tisit  this  country  as  often  as  possible,  and 
at  the  most  moderate  cost.     He  objected 
to  the  arrangements  that  had  recently  been 
entered   into,  whereby  the  whole  of  the 
Indian  oiTil  serrants,  covenanted  and  un- 
corenanted,  would  have  to  pay  the  full 
passage  rate  to  and  from  India.     The  con- 
traots for  India  were  not  on  the  best  foot- 
ing.    There  ought  to  be  a  separate  con- 
tract for  Alexandria,  a  separate  contract 
for  the  Red  Sea  and  down  as  far  as  Aden, 
and   then  they  should  hare  branches  for 
India,  China,  and  Australia,  the  Mauritius, 
and   the  Cape.     In  that  way  they  might, 
without  greater  expense,  have  a  weekly 
communication  with  these  various  important 
places.     An  increase  of  the  Indian  postal 
rates  was  a  most  impolitic  measure,  while 
it  would  bring  a  mere  peppercorn  to  the 
public  revenue,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
QoTcmment  would  carefully  re-consider  the 
matter  in  the  recess.     In  China  the  mer- 
chants were  making  large  gains,  and  there- 
fore, in  equity,  if  the  rate  of  postage  to 
India  was  1 «.,  to  China  it  should  be  2s,  6(2. 
Mr.  peel  said,  that  the  payment  to 
the  Liverpool  Mail  Company  was  for  the 
eonyeyance  of  mails  between  Jamaica  and 
Honduras.     For   that  service  a  sum  of 
£8,000  was  paid  last  year,  but  this  com- 
pany undertook  to  carry  the   mails    for 
£2,250,  and,  moreorer,  to  carry  letters 
Wween  this  country  and  Jamaica  at  the 
charge  for  ship  letters.     The  arrangement 
had  been  subject  to  certain  conditions  of 
contribution  on  the  part  of  the  Honduras 
Oovemment,  which  conditions  had  not  been 
complied  with,  and  therefore  the  Govern- 
ment had  given  notice  to  the  company  to 
discontinue  the  arrangement.  With  respect 
to  the  oonrention  with  France,  he  had  to 
state  that  the  French  Government  only 
paid  one  shilling  per  ounce  for  letters  to 
the  West  Indies,  which  was  less  than  the 
charge  for  English  letters  ;  but  the  total 


postage  on  letters  from  France  to  the  West 
Indies  was  not  below  that  of  letters  from 
England  to  the  West  Indies. 

Mr.  HENBT  SEYMOUR  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  answered 
his  question— whether  the  House  would  be 
consulted  before  an  alteration  was  made  in 
the  rates  of  Indian  postage. 

Ma.  peel  said,  no  such  arrangement 
conld  be  carried  out  without  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Indian  Goremment,  and  at 
present  that  Goremment  had  not  been 
applied  to. 

Sir  FITZROT  EELLT  said,  hewUhed 
to  know  why  so  extraordinary  a  course 
was  adopted  of  excluding  one  particular 
person  from  all  participation  in  the  Vote. 
After  listening  patiently  to  the  debate 
which  took  place  three  years  ago  upon  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Churchward 's  contract,  he 
had  been  uuable  to  understand  why  so  ex- 
traordinary a  course  should  be  aidopted. 
Upon  what  grounds  was  Mr.  Churchward 
to  be  excluded  Session  after  Session  from 
payment  for  a  contract  duly  entered  into 
between  himself  and  the  Government  ?  If 
some  explanation  were  not  given  he  should 
divide  the  House. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
the  reason  why  the  Vote  was  proposed  in 
the  present  form  had  been  stated  over  and 
over  again,  and  he  was  not  disposed  to  re- 
vire  the  discussion.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly)  was  aware 
that  Mr.  Churchward's  contract  had  been 
fully  considered  and  discussed,  and  that 
the  House  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
that  gentleman  had  endeavoured  to  obtain 
a  contract  by  corrapt  means — not  imputing 
to  the  Members  of  Lord  Derby's  Govem- 
ment  who  granted  it  corrupt  motives.  The 
House  came  to  a  determination  that  none 
of  the  money  roted  for  the  packet  service 
should  be  paid  to  him,  and  therefore  this 
Vote  had  since  always  been  proposed  in  its 
present  form. 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  that  a 
charge  of  corruption  had  not  been  proved 
against  Mr.  Churchward  ;  and,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  a  satisfactory  explanation,  he 
should  divide  the  Committee  against  the 
Vote. 

Qnestion  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  II.— Citil  Sebticb  Estdcates. 

(7.)  Question  again  proposed, 

**  That  a  lom,  not  exceeding  £20,482,  be  granted 

to  Her  Maje»t7,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary 

to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coarse  of 

^  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day 
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of  Maroh  1866,  for  the  SalAiiM  and  EzpenMs 
of  the  OflBoe  of  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Reve- 
nnes." 

Mil.  GAIRD  laid,  it  was   novr  seyeii 
years  since  he  brought  tinder  the  notice 
of  the  House  the  extravagant  expenditure 
incarred  bj  the  Office  of  Woods  in  con- 
rerting  2,000  acres  of   Hainault   Forest 
into  a  farm.     The  cost  of  doing  so  was 
£67,000,  and  the  rent  realised  was  little 
more  than  interest  on  this  outlay,  so  that 
the  fee  simple  went  for  nothing,  while  the 
public  were  for  oyer  excluded  from  such 
rights  as  they  had  before  enjoyed  over  this 
part  of  Epping  Forest.     During  the  last 
ten  yearsi  however,  the  revenue  of   the 
Crown  estates  had  been  steadily  increasing, 
the  gross  receipts  having  risen  in  that  pe- 
riod nearly  30  per  cent.     But  one  branch 
of  the  Crown  estates,  the  Royal  forests, 
presented  a  very  different  result.    The  net 
revenue,  which  in  1854  was  £13,448,  had 
fallen  in  1864  to  £7,090.     Possibly  some 
part  of  this  was  due  to  the  conversion  of 
forest  land  into  farms,  but  still  the  fact 
remained  that  from  some  120,000  acres 
of  land,  chiefly  in  the  southern  counties, 
the  net  rental  realized  was  little  over  It. 
an  acre.     The  original  object  for   which 
these  forests  were  maintained— the   pro- 
duction of  navy  timber— no  longer  existed, 
partly  from  the  substitution  of  iron  in  the 
construction  of  our  ships,  and  also  because 
we  could  now  import  from  other  .countries 
better  and  cheaper  oak— required  princi- 
pally for  *•  knees  " — than  we  could  pro- 
duce at  home.      This  pretext,  therefore, 
for    maintaining    in   some   of   our  finest 
counties  a  dreary  waste  in  the  midst  of  the 
civilization  of  the  nineteenth  century  was 
gone.     The  time  had  come  to  alter  the 
system  and  to  turn  to  better  account,  alike 
in  the  interests  of   the  Crown    and  the 
country,  these  extensive  tracts  of  unim- 
proved   land.     In    Hampshire   alone   the 
Royal  forests  exceeded  70,000  acres  in 
extent.     When  Aldershot  was  chosen  for 
a  camp  the  War  Office  bad  to  purchase 
the  land  at  a  high  price,  not  knowing  that 
the  Crown  forest  of  Woolmer  was  within 
a  few  miles  of  it,  yielding  not  a  shilling  of 
revenue,  and  better  adapted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  camp,  being  on  the  high  road 
from  London  to  Portsmouth,  now  touched 
by  the  Direct  Portsmouth  line  of  railway, 
and  having  the  advantoge  of  a  plentiful 
supply  of  water.     Sincd  then  it  had  been 
found  necessary  to  have  a  subsidiary  camp 
at  Woolmer.     Then,  there  was  the  New 
Forest,  a  wild  and  picturesque  tract  of  > 


upwards  of  60,000  acres,  in  South  Htnti, 
but  yielding  little  more  than  £5,000  a 
year.     About  twelve  years  ago  the  Doke 
of  Somerset,  then  Commissioner  of  Woods, 
directed  inquiries  into  the  matter,  ssd  lo 
Act  was  passed  for  the  removal  of  tbe 
deer,  in  lieu  of  which  the  Crown  obtained 
leave  to  enclose  10,000  acres  for  planta- 
tions.    A  Commission    was  appointed  to 
ascertain  the  extent  and  value  of  the  con- 
men  rights,  but  all  further  progress  seemed 
to  have  stopped  when  Mr.  Kennedy  ceaeed 
to  be  one  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods. 
Enough  was  ascertained  to  show  that  no 
improvement  could  be  effected  until  tbeie 
common  rights  were  dealt  with.    One  vis 
the  right  of  cutting  turf  for  fuel,  claimed 
to  an  extent  which  had  been  computed  to 
be  equal  to  the  scalping  the  surfaee  from 
300  acres  annually,  a  process  which  in  tbe 
course  of  time  had  already  most  seriooaij 
injured  the  agricultural  value  of  theforeol 
The  whole  tract    was    traversed  bj  tbe 
South  Western  Railway,  it  was  within  t 
short  distance  of  the  sea,  and  was  healtbj 
and  picturesque,  and  in  a  favourite  neigh- 
bourhood for  residental  occupation.    Some 
of  the  land  was  good,  and  highlj  improre- 
able.     The  foe  simple  of  the  land  sod  tbe 
timber  upon  it  were  valued  some  jeanago 
by  the  Crown  Surveyor  at  upwards  of  two 
millions  sterling,  and  the  common  rigiiti 
had  been  estimated   to  be   worth  aboot 
£100,000.     There  seemed  to  betbeel^ 
ments  of  a  great   improvement.    If  tbe 
common  rights  were  ascertained  index* 
tinguished  either  by  allotment  or  purchase, 
and  the  remainder  dealt  with  as  a  property 
in  fee  simple,  great  advantages  would  be 
obtained.     Let  it  be  offered  for  sale  in 
moderate-sized  estates,  and  in  a  few  jfem. 
instead  of  an  uncultivated  waste,  that  coon- 
try  would  be  covered  with  houses  and  en- 
closures, affording  food  and  wages  to » 
well    employed    population.      Instead  d 
£5,000  a  year,  the  present  net  income, 
the  income  of  the  capital  realized  bj  the 
sale,  at  the  surveyors'  estimate,  would  idd 
£70,000  a  year  to  the  Crown  refenuefc 
This  country  was  too  small  to  admit  of 
the  continuance  of  so  large  a  tract  of  vOd 
land  within  two  hours  of  the  metropolis. 
The  time   had  come  when  it  should  be 
dealt  with,  and  every  interest  coold  not  be 
otherwise  than  benefited  by  such  a  change 
He  wished  also  to  say  a  word  or  two  oa 
the  system  of  payment  by  commisaioo  o| 
surveyors  and  receivers.     This  mstter  w 
touched  upon    some  years  since,  sod  i^ 
was  then  admitted  by  the  Secretaiy  <rf  »* 
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TresBury  tbat  the  Burreyor  reoeiyed  from 
the  office  upwards  of   £10,000  a  year. 
[Mr.PBEL;  £8.000.]  This  charge  formed 
a  deduction  from  the  roTenue,  and  did  not 
appear  in  the  Vote,  but  he  belioTed  that' 
it  continued  nearly  as  great  as  it  was 
then.    The  charge  for  similar  duties  for 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  appeared  last 
year  to  have  exceeded  £30,000,  so  that 
the   Woods    and  Forests    were  not   the 
ODiy  public  Department  which  suffered  from 
this  monstrous  system.     An  architect  pos- 
sessed   of   eminent    talent    might    fairly 
claim  to  be  paid  largely  for  that  talent ; 
but  a  land  surveyor,  though  a  very  useful, 
was  by  no  means  a  very  high  class  pro 
fessional  man,  and  nothing  but  habit  and 
excessive  negligence   could    permit    such 
men,  however  respectable,  to  be  paid  sums 
for  their  services  far  exceeding  the  salaries 
of  our  highest  functionaries,  and  beyond 
the  earnings  of  the  most  eminent  profes- 
sional men  in  this  country.     The  Office  of 
Woods  and  Forests  ought  to  have  within  it- 
self a  competent  salaried  officer,  adequately 
paid,  and  responsible  for  his  valuation  and 
advice,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Treasury 
would  stir  themselves  in  the  matter  and 
put  an  end  to  a  system  which  was  quite 
indefensible. 

Mb.  Alderman  ROSE  said,  he  wished 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  faet  that  within  his  own  knowledge  in- 
closures  had  been  made  in  Epping  and  other 
forests  by  the  lords  of  the  manors  without 
a  shadow  of  title,  and  that  the  Office  of 
Woods  and  Forests  when  called  on  to  resist 
these  encroachments  and  to  protect  the 
pubUc  rights  had  neglected  their  duties. 

Mr.   AYRTON  said,   that  when   this 

Vote  was  last  under  the  consideration  of 

the   House  attention  was   called   to  the 

proceedings  of  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 

and  Forests  in  respect  to  the  management 

of  Epping  Forest.     He  regretted  that  the 

Committee  on  open  spaces,  by  whom  the 

subject  was  being  considered,  had  not  yet 

been  able  to  make  their  Report.     It  would 

be  unfortunate  to  discuss  a  matter  of  such 

gravity  and  importance  in  anticipation  of 

that  Beport.  It  would,  therefore,  be  better 

to  allow  the  Yote  to  pass,  and  to  abstain 

frooi   what  must  necessarily  be  a  partial 

and  imperfect  consideration  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  cox  said,  he  believed  that  the  best 

plan  would  be  to  allow  the  Vote  to  pass 

without  dncussion,  but  he  still  hoped  that 

8ome  super  vision  in  the  cose  of  these  in- 

closares  would  be  exercised  by  the  First 

CommiMioDer  of  Woods  and  Forests.     By 

VOL.  CLXXX.    [third  SERIES.] 


these  encroachments,  not  only  were  the 
public  deprived  of  their  rights,  but  the 
Crown  also  lost  the  value  of  property  to 
which  it  was  clearly  entitled. 

Lord  ELCHO  desired  to  state  a  fact 
which  had  come  under  his  knowledge  with 
reference  to  the  indosure  of  Wimbledon 
Common.  The  Crown  had  set  up  rights 
over  this  manor.  It  would  be  remembered 
by  the  House  that  a  Bill  upon  this  subject 
to  define  the  rights  was  introduced  early 
in  the  Session,  and  that  Earl  Spencer  was 
much  abused  for  interfering,  as  was  thought 
by  many,  with  the  public  rights.  The  Bill 
was  to  inclose  the  common,  reserving  to 
the  public  a  certain  space.  It  was  deemed 
advisable  to  withdraw  that  Bill,  but  since 
that  time  Earl  Spencer  had  been  offered 
for  the  rights,  the  existence  of  which  some 
people  altogether  denied,  the  sum  of 
£100,000.  That  placed  the  public  in  an 
awkward  position,  because,  if  Earl  Spencer 
accepted  an  offer,  which  certainly  was  a 
very  tempting  one,  the  public  would  have 
to  contend  with  a  large  and  powerful  com- 
pany. Earl  Spencer  knew  that  he  was 
possessed  of  extensive  rights,  and  that  life 
was  uncertain.  He  wanted,  therefore,  at 
once  to  secure  to  the  public  the  enjoyment 
of  a  large  open  space,  reserving  to  himself 
only  certain  rights. 

Mr.  Alderman  ROSE  said,  he  must 
rise  to  order.  If  the  discussion  upon  the 
subject  of  Wimbledon  Common  were  to 
be  continued^  he  should  have  to  refer  to 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Committee. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  have  to  go  into  the 
other  side  of  the  question. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that  it  was  not  a 
question  of  evidence  but  of  fact,  which 
had  come  out  since  the  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  simply  desired  to  show  that 
a  large  and  tempting  offer  had  been  made 
for  rights  which  were  supposed  not  to  be 
in  existence.  He  believed  if  such  an  offer 
were  made  to  trustees  they  would  be  bound 
to  accept  it. 

Mr.  Alderman  ROSE  said,  he  believed 
that  Earl  Spencer  had  sold  one-half  the 
common  without  any  title  at  all. 

Mr.  feel  said,  he  agreed  with  those 
who  thought  that,  the  Committee  not 
having  reported,  it  would  be  inconvenient 
to  go  into  the  question  of  alleged  neglect 
of  duty  in  not  preventing  encroachments. 
Ho  would  only  say  that  it  had  not  been 
shown  that  the  Commissioners  of  Woods 
were  responsible  for  the  course  taken. 
They  had  acted  as  they  were  advised  by 
the  Law  Advisers  of  the  Crown,  to  whom 
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they  had  referred  in  every  case  ;  and  al- 
though it  was  true  that  the  Committee  had 
recommended  that  no  further  sales  of  fo- 
rest rights  should  take  place,  it  should 
also  he  remembered  that  there  was  a  se- 
cond course  open,  and  that  was  too  rigidly 
to  maintain  those  rights  and  defend  them 
regardless  of  expense.  He  did  not  believe 
that  these  rights  were  lost  because  the 
parties  had  encroached  upon  them  for  any 
particular  period.  The  reason  the  hon. 
Member  (&fr.  Caird)  had  given  *for  the 
new  mode  he  recommended  of  dealing  with 
these  forests  was  that  the  present  system 
was  not  productive  of  sufficient  revenue, 
and  that  by  adopting  his  course  a  much 
larger  revenue  could  be  obtained.  Now, 
what  was  the  expense  and  income  of  these 
forests?  The  expense  was  not  so  much 
as  had  been  stated.  There  were  100,000 
acres  subject  to  very  extensive  common 
rights.  When  the  land  was  planted  and 
the  plantations  were  enclosed,  the  common 
rights  were  excluded.  The  planting  and 
enclosing  took  place  under  special  Acts 
of  Parliament,  and  if  the  planting  had 
taken  place  one  hundred  years  ago,  no  doubt 
the  revenue  derived  would  be  sufficiently 
large  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Member  ;  but  the 
Acts  were  not  passed  more  than  sixty  years 
ago.  The  Commissioners  were,  therefore, 
in  the  position  of  having  a  growth  of  timber 
not  yet  arrived  at  maturity.  The  only  re- 
ceipts, therefore,  that  could  be  obtained 
from  these  forests  until  the  timber  arrived 
at  maturity  were  from  the  thinnings  of 
the  plantations.  Some  years  affo  the 
thinnings  were  more  extensive  than  at 
present,  and  the  receipts  were  therefore 
larger.  There  had  also  been  a  considerable 
fall  of  timber.  In  the  course  of  the  last 
ten  years  the  gross  receipts  from  these 
forests  amounted  to  £508,000,  and  after 
meeting  all  expenses  the  net  payment  into 
the  Exchequer  was  £270,000,  or  at  the 
rate  of  £27,000  a  year,  or  about  10*. 
an  acre  on  planted  land.  With  regard  to 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member,  there 
were  only  two  forests  to  which  it  was  ap- 
plicable—Dean Forest  and  New  Forest. 
The  former  was  a  most  valuable  mineral 
property,  where  the  revenue  was  about 
£11,000  per  annum  and  was  rising  year 
by  year.^  The  whole  of  the  New  Forest 
was  subject  to  common  rights,  which  had 
been  ascertained  to  attach  to  upwards  of 
1,000  properties.  With  regard  to  disaf- 
forestation  and  enclosure,  considering  the 
number  of  parties  entitled  to  common 
rights,  it  was  impossible  for  the  Crown  to 
take  any  step  without  their  concurrence. 
Mr.  Peel 


But  if  they  were  desirous  that  the  forests 
should  be  enclosed,  he  was  not  aware  that 
the  Crown  would  offer  any  opposition. 

Mr.  caird  said,  he  was  rather  sar- 
-prised  at  what  had  been  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  age  of  the 
forests.  The  Royal  forests  had  been  in 
existence  since  the  days  of  William  the 
Conqueror;  and  for  many  years  past,  down 
to  recent  times,  there  had  been  large  falls 
of  oak  for  the  purposes  of  the  navy.  la 
Nelson's  time  the  New  Forest  was  largely 
used  for  the  growth  of  timber  for  the  Royal 
Navy.  The  question  was  whether  it  wu 
right  to  maintain  these  large  tracts  of  laod 
for  a  purpose  that  was  no  longer  necessary. 
There  were  extensive  tracts  of  land  per- 
fectly open,  where  there  was  no  timber 
whatever,  where  the  common  rights  were 
of  extremely  little  value;  and  the  proper 
course  would  be  to  extinguish  those  com- 
mon rights  and  convert  the  land  to  purposes 
beneficial  to  the  Crown,  the  commoners, 
and  the  public.  There  was  a  great  deal  of 
desolate  country  perfectly  capable  of  profit- 
able conversion  into  smiling  fields  and  home- 
steads. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  must  express 
a  hope  that  as  the  House  had  decided  that 
these  rights  should  not  be  sold  the  Com- 
missioners would  not  allow  people  to  steal 
them.  The  last  time  the  question  was  dis- 
cussed the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  think  that  those  rights  were  of  no  value, 
and  that  anybody  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
run  away  with  them.  Now,  the  House 
were  trustees  on  the  part  of  the  Crovn, 
and  if  they  did  not  like  to  Qpnvert  the  right 
into  money  they  ought  to  keep  other  people 
from  robbery.  It  appeared  that  because  the 
Woods  and  Forests  were  stopped  from 
selling,  they  became,  to  use  a  vulgar  phrase, 
**  awkward,"  and  would  not  allow  the  people 
to  enjoy  the  rights  which  they  had  hitherto 
exercised  in  these  forests. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

SUPPLEHENTABT  EsimATE. 

Class  I,  Vote  27. 

(8.)  £10,000,  Works  at  Landguard 
Point. 

SUFPLEMENTART    ESTIMATE. 

Class  I,  Vote  28. 

(9.)  £20,000,  National  Gallery  Enlarge- 
ment. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  that  the  Cofflmittec 
would  naturally  expect  from  him  some  ex- 
planation iu  regard  to   this  Vote.    The 
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national  collection  of  pictures  had  increased 
to  such  an  extent  since  the  year   1838, 
when  the   present   National  Qallery  was 
first  used,  that  the  gallery  was  no  longer 
adapted  to  fulfil  the  pnrpose  for  which  it 
was  originally  intended.     Etery  resource 
had  heen  adopted  to  enable  the  existing 
bnildtng  to  supply  the  space  required  by 
the  public.  As  the  Committee  were  aware, 
the  pictures  were  crowded  together  in  such 
a  manner  that  they  were  hung  in  some 
rooms  as  high  as  the  cornice,  which  was 
22ft.  from  the  floor.     Screens  were  also 
placed  on  the  floor  to  receire  the  pictures 
that  could  not  be  hang  on  the  walls,  to 
the  great  ineonrenience  of  the  Yisitors. 
Yet,  after  all,  a  large  portion  of  the  na- 
tional collection  could  not  be  receiTed  with- 
in the  building,  but  received  the  hospitality 
of  South   Kensington,   where   they   were 
exhibited  to  the  public.      The  large  and 
useless  hall  of  the  National  Qallery  had 
been  taken  for  the  purposes  of  exhibition, 
and  formed  the  only  good  gallery  in  the 
building.     It  was  taken  just  in  time,  when 
the  National  Gallery  ran  the  risk  of  losing 
the   Turner  bequest,  for  the  space  thus 
gained  enabled  the  Trustees  to  fulfil  the 
condition  of  the  donor,  that  his   pictures 
should  all  be  exhibited  in  one  room  called 
the  Turner  Gallery.     He  had  given  notice 
to   the    Royal    Academy   that   the  time 
had   come  for  them  to  surrender  to  the 
National    Gallery    the    rooms    they    had 
occupied    for    so   many   years,   and    the 
Royal    Academy  were    now  engaged    in 
considering  the   propriety  of  erecting    a 
new  gallery  for  themselves  on  the  site  of 
Burlington  House.     But  when  the  rooms 
now  occupied  by  the  Royal  Academy  were 
added  to  the  National  Gallery  there  would 
still  be  insufficient  space  for  the  proper  ex- 
hibition and  classification  of  all  the  pictures 
in  the  possession  of  the  Trustees  of  the 
National   Gallery.     Those  pictures   were 
now  750  in  number,   exclusive  of   200 
water-colour  drawings  at  South  Kensing- 
ton, and  exclusive  also  of  19,000  Turner 
drawings,  and  the  building  was  not  suffi- 
cient by  about  one-fifth  for  the  proper  ex- 
hibition and   classification  of  all  the  pic- 
tures.   The  collection  was  increasing  annu- 
ally by  purchase  and  by  gifts,  and  bequests 
of  pictures  would  be  encouraged  by  pro- 
viding a  suitable  place  for  their  exhibition. 
I^ere  were  Taluable  original  drawings  in 
^he  British  Museum  which  could  not  now 
^  seen,  and  were  put  away  in  drawers. 
If  these  drawings  could  be  exhibited  at 
^he  National   Gallery,   near  the   pictures 
^hieh  they  illustrated^  great   assistance 


would  be  afforded  to  the  study  of  those 
pictures.  There  were  some  portraits  in 
the  British  Museum,  which  it  was  contem- 
plated to  remove  to  the  National  Gallery. 
Then  there  were  certain  pictures  at 
Hampton  Court,  which  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  exhibit  in  London.  It  was  ne- 
cessary, moreover,  to  have  a  proper  place 
for  the  exhibition  of  the  portraits  belonging 
to  the  National  Portrait  Gallery.  These 
would  require  a  building,  and  the  site  of 
the  National  Gallery  would  be  the  proper 
place  for  these  portraits,  even  if  there  were 
no  combination  between  the  two  galleries, 
and  if  the  National  Portrait  Gallery  should 
remain  under  different  trustees.  It  was 
necessary  that  a  proper  structure  should  be 
raised  for  these  purposes  in  some  part  of 
the  metropolis.  The  present  National  Gal- 
lery was  not  only  inadequate  in  regard  to 
wall  space  for  the  proper  exhibition  of  the 
pictures,  but  also  in  regard  to  floor  space 
for  the  visitors  who  thronged  to  see  them. 
From  the  Return  it  appeared  that  630,000 
persons  visited  the  National  Gallery  last 
year,  and  one  Whit-Monday  there  were 
not  less  than  10,000  persons  in  the  gallery. 
Such  numbers  assembling  in  these  small 
rooms  must  be  inconvenient  to  the  public, 
as  well  as  most  prejudicial  to  the  pictures. 
Experiments  upon  the  purity  or  foulness 
of  the  air  in  various  exhibitions  and  places 
of  public  resort  had  been  made,  and  he 
was  sorry  to  say  that  the  National  Gallery 
showed  a  greater  degree  of  foulness  in  the 
atmosphere  than  any  other  place.  This 
was  not  owing  to  any  neglect  of  ventilation, 
but  to  the  crowds  n>rced  into  these  small 
rooms,  in  which  there  was  not  proper  space 
for  them  to  circulate  freely.  A  building  of 
this  kind  ought  to  be  a  large  and  spacious 
gallery,  where  people  were  not  obliged  to 
jostle  each  other,  but  could  pass  and 
repass  with  the  greatest  ease,  and  con- 
taining benches  upon  which  they  might 
sit  down  and  enjoy  the  pictures  quietly. 
Such  a  building  should  have  sufficient 
entrances,  vestibules,  and  staircases  ;  but 
the  reverse  of  all  this  characterized 
the  present  building.  A  National  Gal- 
lery intended  for  the  receptacle  of  these 
choice  specimens  of  art  ought  not  in 
itself  to  violate  the  rules  of  art,  but  ia 
its  exterior  as  well  as  its  interior  it  ought 
to  be  an  example  of  architecture.  The  pre- 
sent building,  was  designed  by  Mr.  Wil- 
kins,  the  architect,  in  compliance  with  the 
wishes  of  those  who  did  not  desire  the 
edifice  to  overpower  or  obscure  the  portico 
of  St.  Martin's  Church.  The  front  was 
set  back  from  the  pavement;  and  the  several 
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features  were  arranged  so  that  they  miglit 
not  interfere  with  the  portico  of  the  ohurch. 
The  object  was  undoubtedly  obtained,  for 
if  any  one  stood  near  the  statue  of  George 
Ill.-rthut  with  the  pigtail — the  building 
made  an  excellent  vista  and  a  pretty  ap- 
pendage for  the  portico  of  St.  Martin's 
Church.  The  whole  effect  was  undoubtedly 
picturesque  from  this  point,  and  there  was 
variety  of  light  and  shade.  But  the  eflPect 
was  very  different  when  the  National  Gal- 
lery was  viewed  from  Trafalgar  Square 
and  Charing  Cross,  for  the  edifice  was 
not  suited  to  that  point  of  view.  From 
those  points  it  had  a  low  and  mean  ap- 
pearance, and  was  deficient  in  harmony 
and  dignity.  It  was  not  high  enough  for 
its  situation  on  that  eminence,  and  was  not 
a  building  which  Mr.  Wilkins  would  have 
desired  to  erect  in  order  to  be  seen  from 
Parliament  Street.  The  first  thing  to  be 
considered  was  the  possibility  of  extending 
the  present  building,  and  of  enlarging  it 
on  a  site  contiguous  to  that  upon  which 
it  was  erected.  Now,  in  the  rear  of  the 
National  Gallery,  between  the  northern 
wall  and  I{emming's  Row,  there  was  about 
an  acre  of  ground  covered  by  the  Work- 
house of  St.  MartinVin-the*FieIds,  the 
parochial  offices  and  schools.  Archbishop 
Tenison's  School,  and  five  houses  in  St. 
Martin's  Place  and  Castle  Street.  This 
land  it  was  possible  to  acquire.  The 
workhouse  was  not  well  adapted  to  its 
present  purpose.  It  was  in  a  confined 
situation,  and  was  less  healthful  and  con- 
venient than  a  workhouse  was  required  to 
be  for  the  benefit  of  its  inmates,  or 
than  it  would  be  if  it  were  removed 
to  the  suburbs  in  a  fresher  air  and 
whore  the  inmates  would  be  better  accom- 
modated. The  Yestry  of  St.  Martin's  did 
not  object  to  their  workhouse  being  taken 
for  the  purpose  of  enlarging  the  National 
Gallery.  All  that  they  required  was  that 
they  should  be  paid  such  a  sum  of  money 
as  would  enable  them  to  re-build  their 
workhouse  in  some  other  position  not  in 
the  heart  of  the  town.  They  also  required 
that  there  should  be  built  for  them  within 
the  parish  a  casual  ward  and  the  necessary 
parochial  offices.  The  trustees  of  Arch- 
bishop Tenison's  School  were  also  willing 
to  surrender  the  present  buildings  and  the 
site  if  another  school  equally  convenient 
were  erected  for  them.  If  all  these  build- 
ings were  removed,  and  the  site  were 
covered  by  the  enlargement  of  the  Na- 
tional Gallery,  the  street  now  leading  to 
these  offices  and  schools — Castle  Street — 
Mr.  Oawper 


would  be  unnecessary,  and  might  bj  an 
Act  of  Parliament  be  stopped  up  and 
acquired  for  the  site  of  these  buildings. 
Assuming  that  this  site  could  be  acquired, 
the  next  step  would  appear  to  be  to  prepare 
plans  for  building  upon  it.  It  would  be 
premature,  however,  to  obtain  plans  until 
the  Government  knew  what  was  to  be  the 
site,  and  no  steps  had  yet  been  taken  for 
any  preparation  of  architectural  plans. 
Such  an  extension  would  afford  all  that 
was  necessary  for  present  use.  It  would 
provide  a  building  double  the  sixe  of  the 
whole  of  the  existing  edifice.  WhateTer 
might  be  built  could  be  erected  from  time 
to  time  according  to  the  wants  of  the 
Gallery,  and  it  would  be  a  great  advantage 
thus  to  possess  the  means  of  future  enlarge- 
ment. Before,  however,  any  additioos 
were  built,  a  complete  plan  of  the  whole 
design  ought  to  be  adopted,  so  that  CTerj 
addition  made  from  time  to  time  would  be 
an  integral  part  of  the  complete  whole. 
He  did  not  think  that  a  plan  for  new  build- 
ings in  the  rear  of  the  National  Gallery 
would  be  complete  unless  it  included  a 
plan  for  the  re-construction  of  the  fa9ade 
of  the  National  Gallery.  The  new  part 
should  be  made  te  harmonize  with  the 
old,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  ob- 
tain such  a  building  as  the  House  would 
desire  should  occupy  so  fine  a  site  without 
a  plan  for  its  greater  or  less  reconstroctioo. 
That  might  be  done  in  several  ways.  They 
might  remove  those  portions  of  the  build- 
ing most  offensive  to  the  eye — the  dome 
and  pinnacles — and  substitute  a  more  ele- 
vated and  dignified  structure  for  the  centre; 
or  they  might  construct  a  building  with  a 
new  fa9ade  along  the  edge  of  the  pavement 
at  the  point  where  Mr.  Wilkins  originallj 
drew  the  line  of  his  building.  This  would 
give  thirty  feet  additional  space  between  the 
present  building  and  the  new  front,  or  thej 
might  demolish  all  the  existing  building  and 
re-construct  it  on  a  different  plan.  Any 
plan  that  would  make  the  Gallery  worthy 
to  contain  such  a  collection  of  pictures 
opened  a  vista  to  considerable  expense,  hot 
he  believed  the  House  and  the  country 
would  not  wish  that  this  subject  should  be 
dealt  with  in  a  niggardly  or  pennywise 
spirit.  England  possessed  a  most  admir- 
able collection  of  national  pictures,  and 
the  people  were  deservedly  proud  of  it.  1' 
was  very  comprehensive,  and  illustrated 
the  history  of  art  from  the  early  develop- 
ment of  the  ancient  school,  to  those  niodeni 
pictures  which  interest  the  general  public 
It  thus  provided  the  means  of  amusement 
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for  persona  posaesfiing  different  tastes,  and 
promoted  the    study  and    cuItiTation    of 
art.      It    would    be    admitted    that  our 
National    Gallery   ought    to    be    worthy 
of    auch    a   collection    of   pictures    and 
also   of  the  dignity  of  the  country.     It 
irould  be  necessary  to  bear  in  mind  the  de- 
sirableness of  enabling  the  pictures  to  be 
seen  at  night,  and  it  would,  therefore,  be 
neceasary  to   have  proper  regard  in  the 
new  building  to  its  space  and  ventilation, 
and  to  make  proTision  for  the  introduction 
of  gas  without  injury  to  the  pictures.    The 
estimate  he  laid  upon  the  table  referred  to 
the  portions  of  the  site  covered  by  the  work- 
house, the  parochial  offices  and  schools,  and 
Archbishop   Tenison's   School.      He  was 
nnable  to  give  an  accurate  estimate  of  the 
sum  which   these   buildings,    &c.,   would 
cost,  as  it  would   be  premature  to  have 
entered  into  negotiations   with  the  vestry 
and  the  trustees  of  Archbishop  Teuison's 
School,  without  the  authority  and  sanction 
of  the   EouB-e.      He  believed,   however, 
that  the  sum   of  £100,000  would  be  a 
maximum  sum,  beyond  which  it  would  not 
be  neceasary  to  go.     The  first  step  would 
be  to  make  an  agreement  with  the  vestry 
and  the  truatees  for  the  purchase  of  the 
site.    It  would  not  be  possible  to  conclude 
the  bargain  and  pay  the  value  of  the  land 
at  once,  because  it  would  be  necessary  for 
parochial  purposes,  before  the  vestry  sur- 
rendered the  present  buildings,  that  others 
Bhould  be  provided  for  them  elswhere,  to 
vhich  the  inmates  of  the  workhouse  could 
be  sent.    A  large  deposit  might,  however, 
be  paid  to  the  vestry  in  the  first  instance 
to  enable  them  to  enter  into  contracts,  &c. 
The  sum  of  £20,000  would  cover  all  that 
could  be  paid    on  the  conclusion  of  the 
agreement    between    this    and    the  21st 
of  March.     No  further  proceedings  would 
be  taken   by  the  Government  except  to 
obtain  a  site,   but  at  some  future  time, 
perhaps  next    year,    an   estimate   of  the 
buildings  for  the  new  site  must  be  brought 
forward,  and  that  would  be  the  time  when 
the  question  of  the  plan  and  extent  would 
be  before  the  House,  and  when  the  Go- 
▼emment  would  state  what  in  their  opi- 
nion the  now  design  ought  to  be. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  had  given  no- 
tice  of  a  Resolution  on  the  subject  which 
he  did  not  propose  at  present  to  move,  but 
which  he  would  read,  since  it  expressed  the 
opinion  he  held  on  this  subject— 

**  That  the  present  National  Gallery,  owing  to 
M  architectural  defeota.  and  to  its  not  being  fire- 
proof, cannot  be  conaiderod  a  fitting  reoeptaole 
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for  the  national  piotures,  and  does  not  safely  ad- 
mit of  their  exhibition  at  night  for  the  benefit  of 
those  who  are  unable  to  visit  them  by  day ;  that, 
if  the  present  site  ia  to  be  retained,  a  fire-proof 
building  should  be  oonstruoted,  capable  and  wor- 
thy in  all  respects  of  containing  the  national  col- 
lection, together  with  such  future  bequests  and 
additions  thereto  as  may  from  time  to  time  be 
reasonably  expected;  and  that  any  money  that 
may  be  required  for  the  purchase  of  land  at  the 
back  of  the  Gallery  should,  if  granted,  be  voted 
on  the  understanding  that  plans  for  its  re-con- 
struction  shall  be  forthwith  obtained,  by  competi- 
tion or  otherwise,  and  shall  be  laid  before  Par- 
liament early  in  the  ensuing  Session." 

Having,  however,  been  told  that  as  a  mat- 
ter of  form  it  would  be   inconvenient  to 
press  a  Resolution  anticipating  the  labours 
of  the  Committee,  he  should  abstain  from 
doing  so,  merely  observing  that  the  Reso- 
lution he  had   read   expressed  the   views 
which  he  held  upon  this  question,  and  en- 
tertaining the  hope  that  this  expression  of 
opinion  would  receive  such  sympathy  from 
the  Committee  as  would  induce  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  go  a  little  further  than  he 
had  done  towards  the  re-construction  of  the 
National  Gallery.     He  thought  that  they  • 
might  assume  two  things.     The  one  was 
that  the  present  National  Gallery  was  ut- 
terly insu£Scient  for  the  exhibition  of  the 
national  pictures.     The  other  was  a  ques- 
tion of  taste,  that  such  a  building  should 
be  erected  as  would  be  benefiting  the  great 
object  to  which  it  was  to  be  dedicated  and 
worthy  of  the  British  nation.     The  present 
building  was  not  fire- proof,  and  was  not  a 
fit  receptacle  for  the  treasures  of  art  which 
constituted  our  national  collection  of  paint- 
ings.    The  national  jewels   ought  to  be 
lodged  in  a  safe  and  suitable  casket.     The 
subject  had  been  constantly  under  inquiry 
and  discussion,  and  since  1833,  when  it 
was  built,  there  had  been  eight  Committees 
and   eight    Commissions    to   inquire   into 
various  subjects  connected  with  the  edifice 
and  its  contents.     The  Government  had  at 
last  proposed  that  Burlington  House  should 
become  the  sight  of  the  new  gallery,  and 
he  had  supported  that  proposal  because  he 
believed  it  would  be  the  cheapest  and  the 
most  convenient  that  could  be  adopted.    It 
would  not  have  necessitated  any  removal 
of  the  piotures  while  the  new  gallery  was 
being  prepared  for  their  reception.     But 
if  the  present  National  Gallery  were  to  be 
re-constructed  he  feared  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  remove  the  works,  and  that 
they  would  probably  be  removed  to  South 
Kensington,   for  that  was  the  point  to 
which  all  our  art  collections  seemed  by 
some  invincible  force  to  gravitate.    When 
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Mr.  Cole  paid  him  a  Tisit  he  implored  him 
not  even  to  wish  for  an j  work  of  art  of  his 
(Lord  Eloho's)  to  be  exhibited  at  South 
Keosington.  With  regard  to  economy,  he 
believed  the  re-construction  on  this  neir 
•ite  would  cost  far  more  than  double  that 
which  the  construction  on  the  Burlington 
House  site  would  cost.  The  two  sites  were 
equally  central,  and  therefore  equally  con» 
▼enient.  With  regard  to  the  Royal  Aca- 
demy, the  Royal  Commission  recommended 
that  the  Royal  Academy  should  adopt  cer- 
tain suggestions  favourable  to  other  artists, 
and  by  handing  over  to  them  the  present 
building  better  terms  might  be  ootained 
from  them  in  the  interest  of  art,  and  they 
might  be  obliged  to  put  up  such  a  hand- 
some front  as  Parliament  might  order. 
But  the  House  had  decided  that  the  Na- 
tional Qaliery  should  remain  where  it  wai, 
and  he  looked  npon  that  question  as  set- 
tled. The  only  question  that  remained  to 
be  considered  was  the  best  mode  of  carry- 
ing it  into  effect.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
Sroposed  to  buy  land  at  the  back  of  the 
rational  Gallery,  and  to  erect  upon  that 
site  buildings  which  should  form  part  of 
the  new  Gallery.  But  that  would  be,  as  it 
appeared  to  him  (Lord  Elcho),  a  simple 
continuance  of  what  had  been  the  bane 
of  the  present  building — a  system  of  job- 
bing and  patchwork,  which  must  be  fatal 
to  the  completion  of  any  great  and  satis- 
factory work.  Those  who  were  liberal  in 
politics  were  also  liberal  in  voting  money 
for  good  purposes,  and  a  well  considered 
plan  would  be  sure  to  meet  with  their  ap- 
proval. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  other  night,  in  speaking  on  a  different 
subject,  laid  great  stress  upon  the  import- 
ance of  being  able  to  light  those  galleries 
at  night,  so  that  the  industrious  part  of 
the  population  who  were  employed  during 
the  day  might  at  night  have  an  opportunity 
of  enjoying  themselves.  But  as  long  as 
we  had  a  building  which  was  not  fire-proof, 
it  would  not  be  safe  to  light  it  at  -night, 
though  the  Royal  Academy  had  ventured 
to  light  their  rooms.  On  all  those  grounds 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  deal  with 
the  question  in  the  broadest  way,  that 
they  would  invite  the  whole  world,  if  ne- 
cessary, to  send  in  designs  to  be  laid  before 
the  new  Parliament*  where  the  matter 
would  be  settled  in  the  way  which  he  be< 
lieved  would  be  the  cheapest  in  the  end, 
and  which  he  was  sure  would  be  the  most 
creditable  to  the  nation* 

Ma.  TITE   said,    he  could    not  help 
fearing  that  the  Government  would  find 
LordMhho 


it  very  difficult  to  obtain  the  Uuid  thej 
would  require,  unless  they  should  take 
compulsory  powers  for  the  purpose  as 
was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Law  Conrts, 
and  he  would  recommend  them  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  which  would  give  them 
those  powers.  He  had  no  objection  to 
grant  the  £20,000,  which  was  the  amount 
of  the  Yote;  but  he  should  rather  tbe 
Government  had  produced  a  plan  for  the 
complete  re-construction  of  the  ^lery, 
as  in  the  case  of  the  Foreign  and  India 
Offices,  and  had  stated  what  would  be  the 
total  estimate  of  such  a  work.  The 
£20,000  asked  for  to-night  would  pro- 
bably go  like  the  £10,000,  which  was 
all  that  was  asked  for  at  first  for  Brompton, 
and  which  had  now  got  to  £120,000  a 
year.  It  was  quite  idle  to  think  of  adapt- 
ing the  present  building  to  the  purposes  of 
a  r^ational  Gallery.  They  had  only  to  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  real  natareof 
the  undertaking,  and  it  would  then  be 
their  duty  to  set  about  it  in  a  bold  and 
liberal  spirit. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  that 
this  piecemeal  mode  of  voting  money  svaj 
could  never  prove  satisfactory.  The  pre- 
sent National  Gallery  was  a  building  to  be 
greatly  reprobated.  It  was  said  to  occupy 
the  finest  site  in  Europe,  but  it  waa  one 
of  the  meanest  and  most  detestable  baild- 
ings  in  the  world.  Tbe  building  waalov. 
while  what  was  specially  required  vas 
height.  He  protested  against  resorting  to 
the  mode  of  showing  pictures  by  means  of 
skylights.  As  to  the  remedy,  they  migbl 
add  a  storey  to  the  National  Gallery, 
which  would  improve  its  appearance  and 
give  room  for  the  Royal  Academy,  hot  he 
thought  the  best  way  would  be  to  pnll 
down  the  building  altogether.  He  was 
sure  the  House  would  vote  the  sum  neeei- 
sary  for  a  new  one.  Why  had  they  not  a 
building  like  the  Louvre?  He  begged  to 
express  his  disapproval  of  the  proposition 
to  pull  down  Burlington  House,  which  was 
one  of  the  finest  pieces  of  architecture  iu 
London,  and  he  did  not  think  anything 
half  so  good  was  likely  to  be  erected  in  iti 
place.  He  had  no  confidence  in  the  ar- 
chitects of  the  present  day,  who  had  neier 
yet  erected  a  fine  building. 

Mr.  LOCKE  jaaid,  he  entirely  concurred 
in  the  opinion  that  if  anything  was  to  be 
done  with  the  National  Gallery  it  ought  to 
be  pulled  down  altogether.  After  his  r^| 
hon.  Friend's  condemnation  of  the  origin*' 
entrance  hall  of  that  building,  which  was 
the  only  good  thing  about  it,  and  bis 
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admiration  of  the  little  miserable  rooms 
which  bad  been  built  at  the  back  of  it,  he 
could  repose  no  confidence  in  his  taste; 
and,  therefore,  before  he  began  any  of 
these  works,  he  should  like  to  know  ex- 
actly what  he  was  going  to  do.  As  he 
understood  the  right  hon.  Qentleman,  he 
was  about  to  put  a  new  face  upon  the 
National  Gallery,  but  putting  a  new  face 
upon  a  man  did  not  alter  his  inside,  nor 
did  it  produce  any  greater  change  in  a 
building.  Although  a  new  face  might  be 
put  upon  the  National  Gallery,  the  old 
miserable  rooms  would  remain  within,  and 
eyery  disgrace  and  inconvenience  which 
attached  to  the  building  would  be  per- 
petuated. It  was  premature  to  ask 
for  this  sum  of  money  until  the  House 
was  informed  what  waa  to  be  done  with 
the  existing  building,  and  he  should  re- 
fuse to  support  a  grant  for  such  patch- 
work proceedings.  He  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Sir  George  Eowyer)  in  protesting  against 
the  destruction  of  Burlington  House. 
If  the  site  was  to  remain  as  an  "  open 
space,"  about  which  there  had  been  a 
good  deal  of  discussion  lately,  it  might 
be  very  well ;  but  the  probability  was 
that  if  another  building  was  erected  in 
place  of  that  which  now  covered  the 
ground  it  would  prove  to  be  an  eyesore. 
If  Burlington  House,  which  was  a  very 
handsome  building,  were  pulled  down, 
what  was  to  be  put  up  in  its  place  ?  He 
was  decidedly  opposed  to  the  present 
Vote  without  a  hill  explanation  being 
given  of  what  was  intended  to  be  done. 

Mb.  HBNRY  SEYMOUR  said,  that 
the  nation  now  possessed  a  remarkably 
fine  collection  of  pictures  which  was  in- 
creasing in  value  daily,  and  last  year  the 
House  decided  that  the  site  of  the  building 
for  them  should  be  Trafalgar  Square.  He 
was  surprised,  therefore,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  allowed  the  Session 
to  pass  over  without  bringing  in  a  Bill  for 
eompulsorily  obtaining  ground  for  the  build- 
ings which  Parliament  determined  should  be 
erected  there.  The  arrangement  proposed 
was  different  to  what  any  railway  company 
would  have  asked  Parliament  to  grant  them. 
Did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to 
leave  standing  behind  the  National  Gallery 
the  baths  and  washhouses,  which  ought 
never  to  have  been  erected  there,  and 
which  were  most  injurious  to  the  national 
collection  ?  He  considered  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  plan  very  inadequate,  but  he 
would  vote«lor  it,  because  he  looked  upon 


this  demand  for  £20,000  as  a  pledge  that 
something  would  be  erected  worthy  of  the 
nation.  The  Government  of  the  day  was 
to  blame  for  beginning  the  building  in 
Trafalgar  Square.  It  was  an  express  stipu- 
lation that  the  Royal  Academy  should  only 
be  located  in  the  building  of  the  National 
Gallery  while  the  apartments  were  not 
wanted  for  the  national  collection,  and  he 
had  frequently  asked  why  the  Government 
did  not  call  on  the  Royal  Academy  to  give 
up  their  apartments.  He  trusted  that  when 
the  new  Parliament  met  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  prepared  with  plans 
for  all  the  space  behind  the  National  Gal- 
lery, for  a  building  worthy  of  the  splendid 
national  collection  of  pictures,  and  also  for 
proper  approaches  to  it. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  he  had  always 
contended  that  the  pictures  at  Kensington, 
the  drawings  of  the  great  masters  at  the 
British  Museum,  and  the  pictures  in  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery  should  be  placed 
in  the  National  Gallery,  and  he  was  nappy 
to  say  that  this  principle  had  been  conceded 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen.  For  these 
pictures  2,200  linear  feet  would  be  neces- 
sary, but  in  the  present  gallery  there  were 
only  1,500  feet.  It  was  now  promised 
that  before  anything  was  done  a  eomplete 
and  comprehensive  plan  should  be  exhibited 
to  the  House  ;  and  he  trusted  that  such 
would  be  the  case.  The  piece  of  ground 
at  present  proposed  to  be  taken  would  form 
part  of  what  might  afterwards  be  converted 
into  a  quadrangle  by  the  purchase  of  the 
site  of  the  barracks  ;  but  he  believed  that 
to  the  proposition  to  take  the  barracks 
there  was  some  military  objection  which  he  , 
could  not  understand.  He  hoped  that  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  make  it  a  line  qud 
non  that  the  new  gallery  should  be  built 
de  novot  and  that  nothing  should  be  taken 
from  the  present  structure.  No  patch- 
work whatever  could  convert  the  present 
Gallery  into  a  creditable  building  worthy 
of  the  treasures  it  was  to  contain.  The 
bequest  of  Turner  alone  had  been  valued 
at  £400,000,  and  having  such  treasures 
of  art,  it  was  the  doty  of  Parliament  to 
provide  a  structure  to  contain  them  which 
should  bo  a  credit  to  the  nation. 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  he  had  heard  of 
no  proposal  to  pull  down  Burlington 
House,  and  therefore  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  was  prema- 
ture in  his  alarm.  There  was  a  proposal 
to  build  on  the  front  of  the  courtyard, 
but  that  would  leave  Burlington  House 
on  one  side  of  a  quadrangle,  and  be  the 
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•ubttitutioD  of  a  building  for  a  dead  wall. 
With  regard  to  the  National  Qallerj,  the 
hall  had  been  useless  for  the  purpose  of 
exhibiting  pictures,  while  the  alterations 
made  there  had  converted  it  into  the  only 
good  gallery — scTenty-one  feet  in  length 
— to  l^  found  in  the  whole  building.  In 
the  hands  of  a  skilful  architect  that  gal- 
lery would  be  turned  to  account  and  would 
be  of  use  in  constructing  a  new  building.  It 
would  be  a  clumsy  thing  to  pull  down  the 
present  Gallery  entirely  ;  a  good  architect 
would  leave  great  part  of  it  standing,  but 
transform  it  by  additions  into  all  that  was 
desired.  There  might  be  a  new  faqade, 
and  a  new  building  might  be  attached  to 
the  old  building,  which  might  be  so  altered 
and  re-constructed  that  you  would  not  know 
it  again.  With  regard  to  the  discussion 
that  had  taken  place,  ho  was  glad  to  see 
a  diflPerent,  and,  as  he  thought,  a  wiser 
tone  than  in  the  debate  of  last  year.  It 
was  true  the  Government  had  not  got  the 
most  economical  plan,  but  by  reconstruct- 
ing the  present  building  in  Trafalgar 
Souare,  and  by  the  proposed  extensions 
behind,  they  would,  if  successful  in  the 
architect  they  employed,  secure  a  noble 
building,  worthy  of  the  treasures  it  was  to 
eontain.  The  Vote  now  before  the  House 
had  no  bearing  whatever  upon  the  building 
or  the  plan ;  it  was  therefore  not  a  fair 
representation  to  speak  of  it  as  a  piece- 
meal affair  ';  it  was  confined  to  the  preli- 
minary step — the  purchase  of  the  site. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  desired  that 
there  should  be  a  clear  understanding  as 
to  what  it  was  proposed  to  do.  Was  it 
proposed  to  lay  before  Parliament  next 
Session  a  plan  or  plans  for  the  reconstruct- 
tton  of  the  old  National  Gallery  ? 

Mr.  COWPER  said,  that  when  the 
agreement  had  been  made  for  the  pur- 
chase of  the  site,  the  next  step  would  be 
to  bring  before  the  House  an  estimate  for 
whatever  was  to  be  erected  upon  that  site. 
That  would  be  the  time  to  mention  the 
plan.  Ho  would  rather  not  give  any 
pledge  on  these  points,  because  the 
proper  time  to  enter  into  the  discussion 
of  the  plan  was  when  the  estimate  was 
proposed  for  the  building.  At  present  the 
House  was  asked  to  decide  whether  the 
enlargement  was  to  be  at  Trafalgar  Square. 
If  not,  were  they  of  opinion  it  should  be  at 
Burlington  House  ?  When  that  point  was 
decided,  then  would  come  the  estimate  and 
the  plan  for  the  building  to  be  erected 
there ;  and  he  had  also  stated  that  that 
plan  would  be  made  harmonious  with  the 
Mr,  Ooivper 


existing  building,  and  would  be  treated, 
not  piecemeal,  but  as  a  oomprehensive 
measure. 

Me.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  aaid,  it 
was  impossible  to  decide  such  a  point  until 
the  plan  was  before  the  House.  The  first 
thing  was  to  know  what  the  Xjloremment 
meant  to  erect. 

Mb.  cox  said,  he  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther, if  bon.  Members  voted  now  against 
the  £20,000,  it  would  be  supposed  thej 
were  yoting  in  favour  of  the  remoTal  of 
the  National  Gallery  to  Burlington  House! 
Mb.  COWPER:    It  has  been  decided 
that  there  is  to  be  an  enlargement  of  the 
old  building  or  the  erection  of  a  new  odc 
for  the  National  Gallery,  and  as  only  two 
sites  have  ever  been  mentioned,  I  preeuoie 
those  who  do  not  wish  to  have  it  at  Tra- 
I  falgar  Square  are  for  Burlington  House. 
I  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Cox)  is  for  no 
J  enlargement  of  tho  old,  and  for  no  new 
I  building  at  all,  he  will  vote  against  any 
I  grant  whatever. 

i      Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  did  not  want  to 
i  destroy  the  harmony  of  the  evening  ;  but 
I  he  should  be  extremely  sorry  if  the  Com- 
mittee came  to  any  vote  which    pledged 
,  Parliament  to  the  erection  of  a  new  Na- 
I  tional  Gallery  '*  in  harmony  with  the  old 
one.''     It  would  be  a  dead  failure,  cost  a 
I  great  deal,  and  satisfy  no  one. 
I      Mr.  AYRTON  said,  he  thought  this 
discussion  wholly  unnecessary  ;  it  appeared 
I  to  be  carried  on  chiefly  by  Gentlemen  who 
last  year  wished  to  remove   the  National 
Gallery  from   its   present  site,  and  being 
then  defeated  were  now  striving  to  hinder 
^  anything  being  done  to  improve  the  pre- 
.  sent  building.  The  Government  only  asked 
now  for  the  means  to  purchase  land  adja- 
cent to  the  Trafalgar  Square  site,  and  ex- 
I  pressed  no  opinion  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
I  it  should  be  used,  whether  for  a  new  design 
or  for  a  modification  of  the  present  odc. 
j  That  was  left  a  purely  open  question.    He 
thought  it  fair  to  give  the  Government  a 
!  Yote  on  Account,  and  enable  them  to  get 
I  (he  land  by  agreement,  if  possible.    The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  said  that  the  first 
thing  must  be  the  destruction  of  the  pre- 
sent Gallery,  and  that  then  you  must  rna 
about  to  find  a  place  for  the  pictures.   Bat 
what  would  be  done  would  no  doubt  be 
first  to  erect  all  the  rest  of  the  quadrangle 
except  the  front,  and  lastly  to  pull  down 
the  Gallery  which  was  now  being  used.  At 
present,  however,  there  was  no  plan  before 
the  House,  so  that  there  was  no  occasion  to 
discuss  these  difiSculties.    Wbf  the  noble 
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Lord  (Lord  Eloho)  introduoed  a  qnestion 
thai  oould  not  aHse  for  five  or  ten  years  to 
come  he  could  not  conceive. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  regretted  the 
defeat  of  last  year,  hat  he  accepted  that 
defeat ;  and  all  he  wanted  to  do  now  was 
to  stop  this  johhing,  patchwork  system. 
What  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Cowper)  proposed  was  simply  to  continne 
the  patchwork.  [**  No,  no  !  "]  He  (Lord 
Elcho)  said  "  Yes,  yes !  "  He  was  about 
to  bay  a  piece  of  land  behind  the  National 
Qallory  to  erect  a  building  ''in  harmony 
with  the  existing  building,"  and  then  at 
some  other  time — the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Ayrton)  said  ^yQ  or  ten  years — do  some- 
thing else  with  the  present  building.  He 
was  quite  willing  to  vote  the  money  now 
asked  for  on  the  understanding  that  the 
GoTernment  would  undertake  next  Session 
to  lay  on  the  table  of  the  House  a  large 
and  oomprebensiTe  scheme  for  a  new  Gal- 
lery which  should  be  worthy  of  the  nation. 

Sib  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
had  been  much  alarmed  by  an  expression 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— namely,  that  a  new  building  was  to  be 
erected  "in  harmony  with  the  old  one." 
That  was  exactly  what  the  House  did  not 
want  to  see,  and  he,  for  one,  hoped  there 
woold  he  no  harmony  whatever  between 
the  old  and  the  new,  but  a  complete  design 
made  with  reference  to  the  site  and  to  the 
objects  for  which  the  building  was  re- 
qmred.  This,  however,  was  not  now  the 
question  before  the  House,  and  they  would 
have  ample  opportunity  hereafter  to  pro- 
tect themselves  from  any  plan  which  was, 
objectionable.  The  present  discussion  was 
in  substance,  a  renewal  of  the  discussion 
of  last  year  between  the  National  Gallery 
on  the  one  hand  and  Burlington  House  on 
the  other.  He  very  much  preferred  the 
site  of  the  National  Gallery,  and  was 
quite  prepared  to  give  his  vote  now  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  to  intrust  the  Go- 
rernmeot  with  this  money  for  the  purchase 
of  the  land,  which  was  indispensable  for 
the  erection  of  a  proper  building  on  the 
present  site.  He  should  support  the  vote 
with  the  understanding  that  there  would 
be  as  little  harmony  as  possible  between 
^e  old  building  and  the  new  one,  what- 
ever it  might  be. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER  said,  he 
^as  glad  that  Government  had  no  inten- 
^^  of  pallmg  down  Burlington  House. 
^e  was  afraid  that  in  coarse  of  time  this 
ptie  building  would  be  surrounded  by  build- 
'^gs  which  would  be  a  disgrace  to  it,  but 


he  hoped  the  words  of  Pope,  in  his  ad- 
dress to  Lord  Burlington,  would  not  he  for- 
gotten.    Those  words  were^ 

''  You,  too,  proceed !  make  fidliog  arta  joar  care. 
Erect  new  wonders  and  the  old  repair ; 
Jones  and  Palladio  to  themselvet  restore, 
And  be  wbate'er  Vitravios  was  before." 

Mr.  TITE  said,  that  what  was  wanted 
was  for  the  House  to  have  the  plan  of  the 
building  first  and  the  site  could  be  chosen 
afterwards.  He  meant  that  the  two  things 
should  go  together.  They  might  take 
steps  to  obtain  the  site,  but  at  the  same 
time  pains  should  be  taken  to  instruct  the 
House  as  to  the  sort  of  building  to  be 
placed  upon  it.  When  compulsory  powers 
were  applied  for  to  enable  the  Government 
to  obtain  the  land  behind  the  National 
Gollery,  the  architect  should  be  prepared 
with  designs  of  the  building  to  be  erected 
upon  the  site.  He  thought  they  had  waited 
long  enough  for  the  building,  and  that 
there  was  no  occasion  to  wait  ten  years 
more.  If  £20,000  would  faciliato  in  any 
manner  the  proceedings  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  important  work  he  should 
support  the  vote. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  willing  to 
vote  the  £20,000,  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cowper)  had  used  lan- 
guage in  his  closing  speech  which  seemed 
to  commit  the  House  to  some  sort  of 
scheme  which  he  had  in  his  head  as  to 
the  future  building.  That  was  not  fair 
to  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  also  said  that  when  the  Esti* 
mates  were  laid  on  the  table  there  would 
be  plans  which  would  present  the  old 
building  in  a  shape  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  not  know  it.  He  did  not  want 
the  House  to  be  pledged  to  any  trans- 
mogrification of  that  kind.  There  could 
he  no  harm  in  voting  this  £20,000,  if  it 
was  laid  out  in  land,  which  would  be  always 
worth  its  money  ;  but  he  strongly  protested 
against  being  committed  to  any  cut  and 
dried  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

SUPPLEMENTABT  ESTIMATES. 

(10.)  £700,000,  New  Courts  of  Justice 
and  Offices. 

Naty— No.  18. 
(11.)  £63,915,  Greenwich  HospiUl. 
House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-vMrrow, 
at  TweWe  of  the  clock. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


499 


Orteimieh 


(OOHMONS) 


mipOalSiO. 


GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  BILL-{Biil  212.] 
OONSIDEBATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  wmnderei, 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  he  bad  an 
Amendment  to  propoie  in  Clause  IS, 
which  he  believed  took*  precedence  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  right*  bon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  John  Pakington).  In  1862 
Sir  Richard  Bromley*  now  one  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Greenwich  Hospital, 
held  the  office  of  Accountant  General  of 
the  Navy,  with  a  salary  of  £1,000  a 
year,  and  an  allowance  of  £300  a  year 
for  a  bouse,  making  £1,300.  He  also 
held  the  important  office  of  Auditor  of 
Prize  Accounts,  with  a  salary  of  £300 
a  year,  which  brought  his  official  income 
up  to  £1,600.  His  health  having  be- 
come somewhat  impaired  from  the  la- 
bours of  his  office  in  which  he  had  con- 
ducted himself  to  the  satisfaction  of  all 
who  bad  been  officially  connected  with 
him,  in  the  early  part  of  1863  he  ac- 
cepted the  office  of  Commissioner  of 
Greenwich  Hospital,  at  a  salary  of  £600 
a  year,  with  allowances  of  different 
kinds,  amounting  to  something  more  than 
£200  a  year.  On  his  thus  vacating  the 
office  of  Accountant  General  of  the  Navy 
be  received  a  special  retiring  allowance 
of  £1,000  a  year,  being  about  £300  a 
year  more  than  he  was  strictly  entitled 
to,  and  it  was  declared  that  the  Commis- 
sionersbip  of  Greenwich  Hospital  must  be 
treated  as  a  public  office  within  the 
meaning  of  the  Act.  His  salary  as  Com- 
missioner, with  his  sunerannuation  allow- 
ance, amounted  accordingly  to  £1,300  a 
year,  and  he  still  continued  by  leave  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  to  enjoy 
the  emolument  of  £300  a  year  as  Au- 
ditor of  Prize  Accounts.  Under  this 
Bill  it  was  proposed  that  the  Commis- 
sionership  should  cease,  and  the  effect 
would  be,  as  the  clause  stood,  that  Sir 
Richard  Bromley  would  continue  to  re- 
ceive £1,600  a  year  so  long  as  he  held 
his  office  of  auditor  of  Prize  Accounts. 
That  appeared  to  the  Government  to  be  a 
fair  arrangement;  but  it  had  been  stated 
that  he  was  entitled  to  receive  more— 
namely,  £715  in  respect  of  his  former 
appointment  of  Accountant  General,  and 
£800  in  respect  of  the  Commissionership, 
or  between  £1,500  or  £1,600  a  year,  be- 
sides his  salary  of  £300  a  year  as  Auditor 
of  Prize  Money.  This  idea  was  founded 
on  a  supposed  illegality  in  the  couditiony 


in  the  grant  of  pension,  as  to  the  Con-  f 
missionership  being  an  office  witbm  the 
Act.  In  order,  therefore,  to  preTest  j 
Clause  13  from  having  a  retrospeetife 
effect  in  respect  of  the  sapersmroslion 
allowance,  he  was  now  about  to  propoas 
certain  verbal  Amendments.  The  elaiue 
provided — 

"  Tbftt  if  aoy  Commissioner  or  any  officer 
who  is  remoyed  from  oflBoe  as  aforesaid  ia  it 
the  oommeneement  of  this  Act  m  receipt  of 
anj  superannuation  allowanoe  in  respect  of  isy 
former  employment  in  the  civil  serrioe  of  tbe 
Crown,  he  shall  be  entitled  to  oontinne  to  le- 
oeiTe,  in  addition  to  such  annuity  as  aforesaid, 
the  amount  of  superannuation  allowance  of  whid 
he  is  at  the  commencement  of  this  Aet  in  receipt, 
and  no  more." 

He  proposed  to  leave  out  the  words  "m 
receipt,"  where  it  first  occurred,  and  in- 
sert *'  entitled  to  receive  in  addition  to  the 
salary  of  his  office,"  to  leave  out  the  word 
"of"  after  ''allowance,"  and  in  the  last 
part  of  the  clause  to  leave  out  "  in  re- 
ceipt," and  insert ''  so  entitled  to  reoeiTe." 
So  that  whatever  amount  of  soperanDoa' 
tion  allowances  Sir  Richard  Bromley  iras 
entitled  to  in  addition  to  the  Commis- 
sionership of  Greenwich  Hospital  he  would 
still  he  entitled  to  receive  after  the  Tsea- 
tion  of  that  office.  He  begged  to  moTe 
the  first  of  these  Amendments. 

Amendment  agreed  to,  as  were  also 
the  two  other  Amendments  which  were 
subsequently  proposed  by  the  bon.  Gen* 
tleman. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINaTON  said,  he  rose 
to  move  that  the  clause  be  struck  oat,  vA 
submitted  that  the  Treasury  had  deprired 
Sir  Richard  Bromley — a  most  able  and 
distinguished  public  servant— of  £233  a 
year,  to  which  he  had  an  absolute  legal 
claim.  He  asked  the  opinion  of  the  At- 
torney Qeneral  as  to  whether  this  was  not 
so.  He  could  not  help  remarking  upon  the 
extraordinary  and  unexpected  course  whieh 
the  bon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers)  bad 
just  taken.  He  was  sorry  to  see  thst  the 
Government  bad  inserted  in  a  Bill  pished 
before  that  House  a  clause  which  he  could 
describe  in  no  other  terms  than  as  a 
shameful  clause.  The  Bill  was  introduced 
many  weeks  ago,  and  the  omission  of  this 
clause  was  moved  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  (Sir  Morton  Peto).  The  Go- 
vernment resisted  the  Motion,  and  bad 
persistently  adhered  to  the  clause.  The 
clause  in  the  Bill,  as  it  originailjr  stood, 
had  for  its  objeot  to  debar  a  meritoriosi 
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and  dittingoisbed  public  serrant  from  Mak- 
ing a  remedy  in  the  Conrtt  of  Law.  The 
GoTemment  must  hare  introduced  this 
clause  under  an  erroneous  impression,  for 
the  House  would  not  have  tolerated  such 
treatment  of  any  subject  of  Her  Majesty. 
However,  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders)  had  seen  right  to  change  bis  course, 
and  this  change  must  be  attributed  to  a 
conversation  which  be  (Sir  John  Paking- 
ton)  had  with  the  Attorney  General  on 
Thursday  last.  He  felt  so  clearly  the  na- 
ture and  mischief  of  the  clause  that  he 
drew  the  attention  of  the  Attorney  General 
to  it,  and  asked  him  if  he  were  conTersant 
with  the  facts  of  the  case,  as  he  could 
not  believe  the  House  would  tolerate  such 
an  ]i\JQstice  as  was  sought  to  be  effected 
by  this  clause.  After  this  conversation 
the  clause  which  had  stood  for  weeks  in 
the  unjust  shape  was  changed  so  as  to 
leave  Sir  Richard  Bromley  open  to  sue  the 
Government  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  It  was 
evident  that  the  Attorney  General  saw  the 
unreasonableness  of  the  original  clause. 
But  the  House  had  a  right  to  be  informed 
of  tlie  nature  of  Sir  Richard  Bromley's 
ease.  A  Minute  of  the  Treasury  was 
passed  in  1854  by  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  £zche4)uer  at  the  time  when  Sir 
Richard  Bromley  was  appointed  to  the 
office  of  Accountant  General  of  the  Navy, 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  recognised 
the  services  of  Sir  Richard  Bromley  during 
the  Irish  fsmiae,  and  mentioned  eleven  in- 
atancea  in  which  that  gentleman  had  per- 
formed essential  service  to  the  country, 
apart  from  his  official  duties,  and  gratui- 
tously. The  Minute  went  on  to  say  that 
those  services  ought  to  establish  his  claim 
to  a  special  reward,  and  ought  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  when  the  amount  of  his 
retiring  allowance  came  to  be  settled.  He 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  in  1858  found  Sir 
Richard  Bromley  as  Accountant  General 
of  the  Navy»  and  about  this  time  his  health 
gave  way,  and  it  became  so  impaired  that 
it  was  necessary  to  give  him  a  long  leave 
of  absence.  On  that  occasion  a  Minute 
waa  drawn  up  at  the  Admiralty  in  which 
he  (Sir  John  Pakington)  thought  it  due 
to  Sir  Richard  Bromley  to  express  his 
■ense  of  the  manner  in  which  this  able 
officer  had  discharged  his  duties,  and  that 
aiieh  a  series  of  special  services  established 
a  claim  to  special  acknowledgment  and  re- 
ward and  the  highest  superannuation  al- 
lowanoe  consistent  with  the  existing  regu- 
laitooi*     Sir  Richard  Bromley  was  then 


allowed  a  long  leave  of  absenoCy  and  his 
health  waa  restored  ;  he  returned  to  hia 
duties  and  continued  to  act  for  two  or 
three  years  as  Accountant  General  until 
his  health  again  broke  down  from  the  mul« 
tifariouB  duties  which  for  a  long  series 
of  years  he  had  performed.  In  1862 
he  asked  the  Puke  of  Somerset  to  in- 
crease his  salary  by  j£500  a  year  for 
additional  duties  placed  upon  him,  and 
the  Duke  of  Somerset  replied  that  he 
wished  him  to  go  to  Greenwich  Hospital 
with  a  view  to  reform  it,  and  that  this  would 
be  his  reward.  In  October,  1862,  Sir 
Richard  Bromley  expressed  to  the  Duke  of 
Somerset  that  if  it  was  his  Grace's  pleasure 
to  appoint  him  a  Civil  Commissioner  of  the 
Hospital  he  should  be  happy  to  accept  it, 
as  he  could  hold  it  with  his  pension.  In 
December,  1862,  Mr.  Whitbread,  the  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  by  the  direction  of  the 
Duke  of  Somerset,  again  asked  Sir  Richard 
Bromley  if  he  would  go  to  Greenwich 
Hospital,  and  Sir  Richard  Bromley,  ou 
the  9th  December,  replied  that  he  was 
willing,  as  he  felt  the  work  of  his  present 
office  too  harrassing  to  go  on  with  after 
thirty-three  years  of  service,  and  he  could 
hold  the  Commissionership,  with  his  pen- 
sion, as  others  had  done.  In  this  he 
alluded  to  Lord  Auckland  and  Sir  Thomas 
Thompson,  both  of  whom  held  tho  office 
with  an  untouched  pension.  In  February, 
1863,  Captain  Drummond  and  Lord  Cla- 
rence Paget  spoke  to  him  on  the  subject, 
and  on  the  19th  of  March,  Captain  Ryder, 
the  Private  Secretary  of  the  Duke  of 
Somerset,  wrote  that  he  was  directed  to 
inform  him  that  it  was  the  pleasure  of  the 
Queen  to  approve  of  his  being  appointed 
to  a  Commissionership  of  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital. Thus  this  office  was  offered  to  Sir 
Richard  Bromley  without  conditions,  and 
was  accepted  by  him  on  the  principle  that 
he  was  entitled  to  hold  his  full  pension. 
In  April,  1863,  Sir  Richard  Bromley  wrote 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Admiralty  resign- 
ing his  office  of  Accountant  General,  ap- 
plying for  his  pension  to  be  granted  him, 
and  the  Board  of  Admiralty  passed  a 
Minute  recommending  his  pension  to  be 
fixed  at  the  largest  amount  consistent 
with  the  law,  which  would  be  £1,300  a 
year.  At  the  moment  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty recommended  the  highest  amount 
of  pension  to  Sir  Richard  Bromley  he  was 
in  possession  of  his  appointment  at  Green- 
wich Hospital.  In  their  Minute  of  July, 
1863,  the  Treasury  said  that  under  tho 
Superannuation  Act  he  waa  entitled  to 
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£715  a  year,  but  added  that  with  a  Tiew 
to  mark  the  sense  entertained  of  Sir 
Bichard  Bromley's  eminent  and  special 
■errices,  and  with  the  understanding  that 
the  Superannuation  Act  applied  to  his 
appointment  in  Qreenwieb  Hospital,  his 
allowance  would  be  fixed  at  £1,000  per 
annum.  Now,  was  Greenwich  Hospital 
under  the  Superannuation  Act  ?  He  (Sir 
John  Pakington)  did  not  think  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  Treasury  Bench  would  say  it 
was.  The  QoTernment  had  unjustly  and 
illegally  endeavoured  to  override  the  Act 
of  Parliament  by  introducing  a  condition 
of  this  kind,  and  to  set  up  their  own  de- 
cision in  opposition  to  the  Superannuation 
Act.  Professing  to  give  Sir  Richard 
Bromley  £1,000  a  year  they  had  prac- 
tically reduced  his  pension  to  £481,  al- 
though he  had  a  positive  legal  right  under 
the  Superannuation  Act  to  £715  a  year. 
He  admitted  that  Sir  Richard  Bromley  had 
no  absolute  right  to  the  £1,000  promised 
him,  and  that  to  give  him  that  sum  would 
be  an  act  of  grace  and  favour  on  the  part 
of  the  Treasury  for  which  he  would  be 
grateful ;  but  if  he  applied  to  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  for  a  mandaimu$  the 
Treasury  might  be  compelled  to  pay  him 
the  £715  a  year,  to  which  he  was  en- 
titled under  the  Superannuation  Act.  The 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Childers)  had 
consented  to  alter  the  clause  so  as  no 
longer  to  preclude  Sir  Richard  Bromley 
from  asserting  his  right  in  a  court  of  law ; 
and  he  therefore  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  to  the  House,  whether  it 
was  not  better  that  a  claim  of  that  kind, 
on  the  part  of  a  distinguished  public  servant, 
should  be  met  by  the  generosity  and  good 
feeling  of  the  Government  rather  than  that 
he  should  be  driven  to  establish  it  against 
them  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  The  clause 
applied  to  Sir  Richard  Bromley  and  to 
him  only,  and  its  sole  effect  had  been  to 
keep  him  out  of  a  court  of  law.  The 
words  having  that  effect  being,  however, 
now  abandoned,  he  asked  what  was  the 
object  of  retaining  the  clause  at  all  ?  He 
hoped  the  House  would  support  him  in 
his  endeavour  to  have  the  clause  struck 
out  altogether,  as  a  record  against  an 
attempt  to  deprive  a  distinguiahed  o£Scer 
of  his  rights.  He  moved  the  rejection  of 
the  clause. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
be  was  at  a  loss  to  understand  what  object 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  John  Pa- 
kington) could  have  in  objecting  to  a  clause 
which  he  himself  acknowledged  afforded 
Sir  John  PdkingUm 


sufficient  security  for  perfect  justice  being 
done  to  the  gentleman  whose  name  he  had 
mentioned.  It  was  not  at  any  time  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  interfere 
with  any  legal  right  which  Sir  Richard 
Bromley  might  be  able  to  establish,  and 
he  did  not  believe  that  the  original  words 
of  the  clause  would  have  been  construed 
in  a  court  as  having  that  effect ;  but  the 
moment  they  found  that  those  words  were 
thought  to  be  in  the  least  degree  ambigu- 
ous they  had  endeavoured  to  amend  them, 
so  as  to  obviate  the  possibility  of  any  such 
construction  being  put  upon  them,  and  to 
leave  Sir  Richard  Bromley  with  all  bis 
legal  rights  entirely  untouched.  If  that 
gentleman  was  able  to  satisfy  the  Govern- 
ment  that  he  bad  the  rights  which  he 
claimed  without  having  recourse  to  a  Court 
of  Law,  they  would  admit  them  ;  but  if 
he  was  unable  to  satisfy  them  on  that  point, 
or  to  establish  his  claim  in  a  Court  of  Law, 
surely  the  House  would  not  go  out  of  its 
way  to  give  him  that  to  which,  upon  that 
hypothesis,  he  was  not  legally  entitled. 
The  whole  circumstances  of  the  arrange- 
ment had  not,  he  believed,  been  fully  stated 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  As  far  as  his 
(the  Attorney  General's)  information  went, 
he  believed  that  the  arrangement  for  giving 
the  appointment  of  Greenwich  Hospital, 
and  the  pension,  were  parts  of  the  same 
transaction.  With  regard  to  the  oueation 
of  law,  having  done  his  best  to  maae  him- 
self master  of  it,  he  must  say  he  thought 
that  question  was  by  no  means  so  clear  as 
it  appeared  to  be  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite.  Putting  aside  all  questions 
of  form,  the  question  was  whether  the 
Commissionership  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
was  an  office  in  a  Public  Department  within 
the  meaning  of  the  20th  section  of  the 
Superannuation  Act.  He  had  looked  into 
that  Act,  but  did  not  feel  competent,  with- 
out further  consideration,  to  pronounce  a 
decided  opinion.  If  he  looked  at  the  list 
of  Public  Departments  mentioned  in  the 
Act,  he  agreed  that  Greenwich  Hospital 
was  not  one  of  those  Public  Departments, 
but  it  would  be  erroneous  to  decide  upon 
the  meaning  of  the  words  **  public  de- 
partment "  with  reference  to  that  clause 
only.  No  doubt  Greenwich  Hospital  was 
not  mentioned  in  the  Act.  No  doubt  the 
14th  section  said  that  superannuation  al'^ 
lowances  were  to  extend  to  all  civil  offices 
and  Departments  of  State  set  forth  and 
enumerated  in  the  schedule.  But  it  did 
not  stop  there,  for  the  'same  section  gave 
power   to   the   Lords  of   the  Treasury 
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to  add   t6  the  list  of  Departments  anj 
others  which  then  existed  or  should  there- 
after exist,  and  to  place  them  under  the 
pro?iaions  of  the  Act.     Therefore,  those 
enumerated   in  the  Act  did  not  exhaust 
the  list  of   Public   Departments.      The 
question    required    examination    whether 
Greenwich  Hospital  had  or  had  not  been 
treated  as  a  Public  Department.     He  was 
not  prepared  to  say  decidedlj  whether  the 
Commissionership  of  Greenwich  Hospital 
had  been  treated  as  «a  public  office.    Seeing 
that  the  payment  on  account  of  the  office 
was  not  voted  by  Parliament,  nor  did  it 
come  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  he 
thought  those  were,  at  first  sight,  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  view  of  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman.     But  lie  did  not  think 
that  these  arguments   were  of  necessity 
conclusive,  and  the  House  would  be  ill-ad- 
vised if  it  were  to  come  to  a  vote  upon 
an  assumption  of  the  question  when  the 
rights  of  Sir  Richard  Bromley  had  been 
strictly  preserved  to  him  by  the  clause  in 
the  Bill. 

Sir  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  he  was 
sure  that  the  Government  had  acted  under 
Bome  misapprehension  in  this  matter.  He 
agreed  that  they  ought  not  there  to  discuss 
a  question  of  law  ;  but  he  was  also  sure 
that  when  the  hon.  and  learned  gentleman 
(the  Attorney  General)  had  considered  the 
terms  of  the  statute  of  William  IV.  he 
would  at  once  seo  that  the  Commis- 
sionership of  Greenwich  Hospital  was 
not  within  that  Act.  He  would  state 
shortly  the  facts.  When  Sir  Richard 
Bromley,  after  thirty-two  years'  service, 
waa  desirous  of  retiring  from  the  office  of 
Accountant  General  of  the  Navy,  his  ser- 
vices had  been  recorded  in  successive 
Minutes  of  the  Admiralty  and  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  it  was  said  that  those  services 
entitled  him  to  the  highest  pension  con- 
sistent with  existing  regulations  whenever 
he  should  retire.  He  had  performed  many 
gratuitous  services,  and  the  Government 
had  expressed  a  desire  to  reward  him  for 
them,  and  it  was  a  question  whether  he 
should  receive  a  considerable  increase  of 
salary ;  but  instead  of  this  course  being 
acted  on,  he,  at  the  suggestion  of  the  Duke 
of  Somerset,  accepted  the  office  of  Com- 
misaioner  of  Greenwich  Hospital.  Sir 
Brichard  Bromley  had  accepted  the  office  of 
Commissioner  of  Greenwich  Hospital  on 
the  understanding  that  he  was  to  receive 
£1,000  a  year,  or  £285  more  than  he  was 
Ugally  entitled  to  as  retiring  Accountant 
Creneral.     On  1st  April,  1863,  when  Sir 


Richard  Bromley  resigned  the  office  of 
Accountant  General,  he  was  entitled  by 
law  to  a  permanent  retiring  -pension  of 
£715  a  year ;  and,  upon  accepting  the 
office  of  Commissioner!  he  became  legally 
entitled  to  £818  a  year  more,  making  his 
total  income  £1,533  a  year.  This  was 
undisputed.  But  the  Government  had 
offered  him  £1,000  a  year,  or  £285  more 
than  the  £715  to  which  he  was  legally  en« 
titled.  Such  were  his  legal  rights  on  the 
Ist  April,  1863,  when  he  resigned  his 
office.  He  applied  for  his  pension,  and  he 
hoped  in  addition  to  receive  something 
from  the  grace  and  favour  of  the  Govern- 
ment for  his  meritorious  services.  He 
applied,  and  then  the  Treasury  made  this 
Minute.  It  recited  his  services,  and  the 
records  of  those  services  by  the  Treasury 
and  the  Admiralty,  and  then  it  recited  that 
his  permanent  retiring  allowance  had  been 
fixed  at  the  highest  amount.  It  went 
on— 

"M/  Lords  therefore  feel  that  the  case  if 
eminently  one  to  be  dealt  with  under  the  9th  seo- 
tion  of  the  Superannnation  Act  of  1859." 

The  question  he  wished  to  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was,  whether  or  not 
they  intended  to  give  Sir  Richard  Bromley 
£285  per  annum,  according  to  the  recom< 
mendation  of  the  Admiralty,  beyond  what 
he  was  strictly  entitled  to  ?  Unfortunately, 
the  Government  had  annexed  the  condi- 
tion that  the  office  was  to  be  deemed  to  be 
within  the  Act  of  William  IV.,  and  by  so 
doing,  instead  of  giving  Sir  Richard  Bromley 
the  £285  per  annum,  for  his  extraordinary 
services,  in  addition  to  the  £1,533  to  which 
he  was  legally  entitled,  they  had  actually 
despoiled  him  of  £235  per  annum,  out  of 
the  £1,533  per  annum  to  which  he  was 
legally  entitled.  As  the  office  was  not 
within  the  Act  of  William  lY .,  let  the  Go- 
vernment  grant  him  a  pension  of  £1,000  a 
year  according  to  the  statute,  without  more« 
and  Sir  Richard  Bromley  would  receive 
the  reward  they  professed  to  give  him  of 
£285  a  year  in  addition  to  that  to  which 
he  was  legally  entitled.  If  the  office  was 
within  the  Act,  which  cannot  be  seriously 
contended,  the  Minute  was  superfluous, 
and  unnecessary. 

Mr.  CHILDBRS  said,  he  would  ex- 
plain why  the  clause  had  been  inserted. 
It  was  the  principle  of  the  Superannuation 
Act  that  an  officer  receiving  superannua- 
tion and  appointed  to  another  office,  should 
not  draw  more  of  his  superannuation  allow- 
ance than  would  make  up  the  salary  of  his 
new  office  to  his  former  salary.     But  it 
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was  necessary  to  provide  that,  on  being  a 
second  time  remoTcd  from  office,  the  an« 
nuitj  should  stand  in  the  same  position  as 
the  second  salary.  If  the  clause  was  not 
inserted  in  the  Bill,  Sir  Richard  Brom- 
ley would,  apparently^  be  able  to  claim  to 
have  no  deduction  made  from  his  super- 
annuation, whatever  deduction  was  legally 
made  from  it  while  he  held  office.  Thus 
he  would,  receive  more  for  doing  nothing, 
than  while  in  office ;  a  state  of  things 
which  he  felt  the  House  would  be  indisposed 
to  tolerate.  Sir  Richard  Bromley  was  at 
present  in  receipt  of  a  total  sum  of  £1,600, 
and  that  income,  so  long  as  he  is  Auditor 
of  Priie  Acconnta,  he  would  still  retain. 
With  respect  to  the  supposed  hardship  of 
the  Treasury  decision,  he  was  obliged  to 
explain  to  the  House  that  at  Sir  Richard 
Bromley's  request,  the  Duke  of  Somerset 
had  already  made  up  to  him  all  he  could 
claim.  On  the  12th  of  June,  1863,  and 
subsequently  to  his  acceptance  of  the 
office  of  Commissioner  of  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital, Sir  Richanl  Bromley  wrote  to  the 
Duke  of  Somerset  stating  that  he  under- 
stood that  a  pension  had  been  granted  to 
him  of  £1,000  a  year,  calculated  upon  his 
salary  of  £]r,300  a  year.  Sir  Richard 
Bromley  complained  of  the  condition 
which  was  insisted  on — that  hie  salary 
as  Commissioner  of  the  Hospital  and  his 
pension  together  should  not  exceed  the 
£1,300  a  year  which  he  had  previously 
enjoyed  as  Accountant  General  of  the 
Navy.  He  then  requested  to  be  allowed 
to  retain  his  £300  as  Auditor  of  Prize 
Accounts,  an  office  which  he  regarded  as 
having  been  conferred  upon  him  personally, 
and  not  in  his  capacity  of  Accountant 
General.  In  accordance  with  this  request 
he  was  allowed  to  retain  the  office  of 
Auditor,  which  till  then  had  been  combined 
with  that  of  Accountant  General,  and  it 
enabled  him  to  reeeifc  the  £1,600  which 
he  had  before  received.  He  (Mr.  Childers) 
asked  whether  that  proposal  of  Sir  Richard 
Bromley — in  consequence  of  the  decision 
of  the  Treasury — and  the  acceptance  of 
the  proposal  by  the  Duke  of  Somerset  to 
allow  him  to  receive  £1,600  per  annum  up 
to  this  time,  as  provided  in  the  Bill,  did 
not  do  justice  to  that  officer. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTB  said, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words,  as  the  jus- 
tice of  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
been  called  into  question.  With  regard  to 
the  liberality  of  the  Government,  he  might 
state  that  if  Sir  Richard  Bromley  had  re- 
tired from  the  office  of  Accountant  General 
Mr,  ClUldera 


of  the  Navy  on  his  superannoatton  allow- 
ance, and  had  afterwards  been  appointed 
to  the  Coramissionership  of  Greenwich 
Hospital  and  superannuated  or  pensioned 
on  the  abolition  of  that  office,  he  would  be 
in  a  better  position  than  if  the  Minute 
which  had  been  referred  to  had  not  been 
made.  The  Minute  intended  to  make  a 
liberal  arrangement  for  Sir  Richard  Brom- 
ley, but  it  was  rather  an  injury  to  him 
than  a  fmvour.  He  hoped,  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers),  the  case 
would  be  fairly  considered  by  the  Govon- 
ment,  and  that  the  House  would  be  spared 
the  necessity  of  dividing  on  the  daoee,  on 
the  understanding  that  Sir  Richard  Brom- 
ley's legal  rights,  whatever  they  woe, 
would  be  preserved  to  him. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
hoped  after  what  had  fallen  from  the 
Attorney  General,  who  had  dealt  very  fairly 
with  the  case,  that  the  Government  weald 
concede  to  Sir  Richard  Bromley  whatever 
was  due  to  him  in  point  of  law. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  not  prepared  to  enter 
into  any  condition. 

Question  put,  '*  That  Clause  13,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  124;  Noes 
67:  Majority  57. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow,  at  Twelve 
of  the  clock. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 

(IS56)   AMENDMENT   BILL-{Bill  219.] 

SECOND   READINa. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
timG."^(^8ir  Bchert  Feel) 

Mr.  BAGWELL  said,  he  opposed  the 
Motion.  If  it  were  really  necessary  at 
this  late  period  of  the  Session  to  pasa  a 
measure  on  the  subject  it  ought  only  to  be 
a  continuance  Bill  for  a  single  year.  Let 
a  Bill  for  the  registration  of  arms  be  sepa- 
rately introduced  ;  and  let  them  no  longer 
be  compelled,  as  they  had  been  at  the 
Tipperary  assises,  to  convict  lads  simply 
for  having  percussion  caps  or  buflets  in 
their  pocket. 

Mr.  BRADY  said,  he  opposed  this  Bin» 
as  he  had  constantly  done  for  years,  believ- 
ing that  it  degraded  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Originally  this  had  been  called  a  CrHoe 
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and  Outrage  Bill.  The  necessity  for  it 
had  long  passed  airaj,  and  ihe'only  effect 
of  it  was  to  irritate  the  people  and  to  per- 
petuate the  oppression  of  which  thej  justlj 
complained.  There  were  trials  going  on 
under  it  in  Ireland  that  would  disgrace  any 
part  of  the  world. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWTER  said,  he  op- 
posed the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
an  instance  of  exceptional  legislation  for 
whicl^  no  necessity  whatCTer  bad  been 
shown. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said;  he  thought  it  highly 
satisfactory  that  the  Bill  had  been  opposed 
by  the  hen.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cloumel  (Mr.  Bagwell),  a  resident  proprie- 
tor in  Tipperary,  who  would  hare  been  the 
first  to  support  the  Bill  had  there  been  any 
real  necessitjr  for  it.  When  the  Bill  was 
brought  in  the  Chief  Secretary  admitted 
the  peaceable  state  of  the  country,  and 
therefore  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ought  at 
least  to  mak«  the  concession  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Clonmel. 

Ma.  ES^ONDE  said,  he  had  Toted  for 
the  Bill  on  a  former  evening,  but  hoped 
DOW  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be 
content  to  pass  it  for  one  year. 

Sm  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  the 
Bill  was  proposed  to  be  passed  for  the 
smallest  possible  period,  that  was  to  the 
end  of  the  next  Session.  As  to  the 
general  state  of  the  country,  everybody 
would  admit  that  it  was  most  peace- 
able. For  ioatance,  in  1853,  there  were 
a  thousand  prisoners  in  gaol  in  Clonmel, 
bat  in  the  present  year  there  were  only 
sixty-three.  That  showed  conclusively  the 
great  improvement  which  had  taken  place 
in  the  county  of  Tipperary.  This  Bill 
was  proposed  to  be  reserved  only  by  way  of 
precaution.  There  were  certain  baronies 
in  Mayo,  Galway,  and  Monnghan,  and  after 
communicating  with  the  magistrates  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council  would  be  pre- 
pared to  take  away  the  proclamations  from 
those  baronies.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  consent  to  pass  the  Bill. 

Mb.  LAKIGAN  said,  he  wished  to  in- 
quire  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
consent  to  withdraw  the  proclamation  from 
the  county  of  Tipperary,  which  he  had 
stated  to  be  so  peaceable  ? 

Snt  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  the  magis- 
trates of  Tipperary  had  made  no  repre- 
sentation on  the  subject. 

Mb.  MAGUIRE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  given  a  most  admirable  de- 
scription of  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  it 
was  well  that  the  fact  should  go  forth  to 


the  English  people,  because  it  was  said 
that  capital  was  kept  away  as  there  was  no 
security  in  Ireland.  The  peaceable  state 
of  Ireland,  however,  was  no  justification 
for  a  coercion  Bill.  The  existence  of 
former  Governments  depended  on  the  in- 
troduction of  such  a  Bill,  but  now  the  Chief 
Secretary  rose  and  proposed  a  coercion  Bill 
as  easily  as  he  performed  the  very  homely 
personal  function  described  the  other  night 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley).  Persons 
engaged  in  an  illegal  marching  at  Ballin- 
coUig  had  some  time  since  been  brought 
before  Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  and  the  common 
law  of  the  country  was  found  sufficient  for 
their  punishment.  It  would  be  wise  policy 
of  the  Government  to  show  their  increased 
confidence  in  the  people  of  Ireland  by  not 
again  passing  this  measure,  as  there  was 
no  necessity  for  it.  If  the  Government  could 
show  no  necessity  for  the  Bill,  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen were  justified  in  opposing  it.  As 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  consented 
to  limit  the  operation  of  the  Bill  he  should 
move  that  it  be  read  a  second  time  on 
that  day  three  months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leaf  e  out  the 
word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day 
three  months." — (Mr.  Maguire.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
<  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  TORRENS  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Maguire)  in  the  earlier  part 
of  the  Session  had  made  a  statement 
that  there  was  great  disaffection  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  being  so,  it  was  a  sufficient 
justification  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  that  he  had  waited 
with  the  greatest  anxiety  to  hear  what 
grounds  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
would  allege  in  defence  of  a  Bill  which  ho 
could  not  help  denominating  a  very  ex- 
ceptional and  unconstitutional  one,  and  the 
only  reason  which  he  had  heard  him  assign 
for  adopting  this  measure  was  that  it  had 
been  in  force  before,  and,  therefore,  it 
might  as  well  be  continued.  He  had  paid 
some  attention  to  the  judicial  statistics  of 
Ireland,  and  they  certainly  afforded  no 
justification  for  passing  such  a  Bill  as  this. 
When  a  district  was  proclaimed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  any  man  who  had  in  his 
possession  any  part  of  a  gun  or  an  ounce 
of  powder  was  liable  to  twelve  months* 
imprisonment ;  any  body  who  met  another 
body  upon   the  road  with  such  a  thing 
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might  take  it  from  him,  and  any  police- 
man might  search  anj  man,  woman,  or 
child,  turn  them  up,  and  see  whether  they 
had  anything  of  the  kind  about  them.  The 
GoTemment  could,  by  means  of  these  pro- 
clamations, put  a  perpetual  blister  upon 
any  part  of  Ireland  in  the  shape  of  an 
extra  police  force  to  be  paid  by  the  district. 
He  was  surprised  to  hear  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary say  the  other  night  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  county  of  Mayo  had  told 
him  that  the  gentlemen  of  that  county 
thought  that  a  proclamation  now  in  force 
there  might  be  remored,  and  that,  there- 
fore, he  should  write  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant on  the  following  day  to  ask  him  to 
recall  it. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  what 
ho  had  said  was,  that  he  had  communicated 
with  the  noble  Lord,  who  said  that  he  would 
make  inquiries  of  the  magistrates,  and  let 
him  know  whether  they  thought  the  pro- 
clamation might  be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  that  the  words  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  he  understood 
them,  and  as  they  were  reported  in  The 
Times,  which  generally  pretty  accurately 
reported  t^e  debates  in  that  House,  were 
that  he— 

**  Had  been  in  commuDioation  with  bis  noble 
FrieDd  the  Member  for  the  oounty  of  Mayo  upon 
the  subjeot  of  the  proolamation,  whioh  had  been 
in  force  since  1861,  and  he  intended  to  inform  the 
Lord  Lieatenant  that  in  the  opinion  of  the  gentle- 
men of  that  county  there  was  no  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  revoked." 

If  this  was  the  way  that  proclamations 
were  recalled,  perhaps  they  were  sometimes 
issued  under  parallel  circumatances.  During 
the  five  years  preceding  1851  the  num- 
ber of  criminals  indicted  in  Ireland  was 
130,000;  during  the  five  years  ending  1863 
the  numbers  had  dwindled  down  to  about 
29,000.  This  was  a  most  remarkable 
change.  The  people  were  flying  from  the 
land  as  if  it  was  a  pesthouse,  and  was  that 
to  be  wondered  at  when  such  laws  as  this 
were  in  force?  In  Ireland  there  was  a 
policeman  to  every  420  people,  while  in 
England  the  proportion  was  only  one  to 
every  880  or  890.  Surely  with  such  a 
force  of  police  and  the  powers  given  to 
them  by  the  ordinary  laws  the  Government 
could  preserve  the  peace  of  the  country. 
As  he  had  heard  no  reason  for  the  passing 
of  this  Bill,  he  should  rote  against  the 
second  reading. 

Sir  QEORQE    GREY  said,  that   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley)  had  not 
correctly  apprehended  the  argument  of  his 
Mr.Eenlei/ 


right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
What  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  said  was  that  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  in  communication 
with  the  lieutenants  and  magistrates  of 
counties,  to  see  how  many  of  the  procla- 
mations now  in  force  could  be  safely  with- 
drawn ;  but  that  was  a  very  different  thing 
from  allowing  them  all  to  lapse  by  the  expira- 
tion of  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  this  Bill 
was  intended  to  renew.  Such  neglect  might 
be  attended  with  the  most  disastrous  con- 
sequences. All  that  was  now  asked  was 
that  time  might  be  allowed  for  the  further 
consideration  of  the  state  of  Ireland  with 
a  view  to  see  whether  it  would  be  necessary 
to  retain  that  Act.  The  Government  hoped 
that  it  would  not,  but  that  must  depend 
upon  the  state  of  the  country.  In  the 
meantime  the  continuance  was  only  sought 
for  a  year,  and  till  the  end  of  the  then 
next  Session  of  Parliament,  the  shortest 
period  for  which  it  was  the  practice  to  take 
annual  continuance  Bills. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  that  under  this 
Bill  the  Act  would  remain  in  force  daring 
the  whole  of  1866  and  until  the  end  of  the 
Session  of  1867-^that  was,  till  August, 
1867.  The  proposal  which  would  satisfy 
everyone  was  that  it  should  be  renewed 
only  till  the  end  of  1866. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  76 ;  Noes 
29  :  Majority  47. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  eommiUed  for  To- 
morrow. 


COLONUL  GOVERNORS  (RETIRING 

PENSIONS)  BILL-[BiLL  133.] 

OOMMITTEE.' 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

Sir  WILLIAM  JOLLIFFE  said,  he 
had  formerly  drawn  attention  to  the  me- 
morial of  Sir  Francis  Head,  asking  that 
his  claims  should  be  considered;  bnt  it 
now  appeared  that  the  Government  were 
unwilliog  to  make  any  special  provision  in 
his  favour.  Under  these  circurostsneea  he 
had  received  the  following  letter  from  Sir 
Francis,  asking  that  his  case  should  not 
be  pressed : — 
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"  Croydon,  Judo  6, 1865. 

"My  dear  Sir  William  Jolliflfe, — In  oheerinl 
■nbmiMion  to  the  adverse  decision  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GhtTemment  with  respect  to  my  serrices  in 
Canada,  which  has  just  been  privately  commoni- 
oated  to  me,  I  lose  no  time  in  expressing  to  you 
my  earnest  desire  that  yon  will  kindly  abstain 
from  uttering  in  the  Honse  of  Commons  another 
word  in  my  behalf.  For,  as  my  case  is  now  hope- 
less, you  will,  1  am  sare,  concur  with  me  that  it 
would  ill  become  me  to  allow — if  I  can  possibly 
prevent  it — any  Member  of  Parliament  uselessly 
to  interrupt,  for  a  single  moment,  the  unanimity 
with  which  the  Colonial  Governors  Pension  Bill 
will,  I  hope,  without  any  further  reference  to  my 
•erricee,  now  pass  into  a  law. 

**  Believe  me  to  remain 

"  Yours  &ithfttlly  and  gratefully, 
"F.  B.  Hjud." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  m  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  agreed  to. 

Clanee  2  (Definition  of  ''Metropolis" 
and  **  Company"). 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  what  rule  had  heen  adopted  with  re- 
gard to  these  pensions,  and  upon  what 
principle  the  claims  of  Sir  Francis  Head 
had  been  rejected. 

Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  this  Bill  was 
based  upon  length  of  services,  and  the 
period  of  Sir  Francis  Head's  service  was 
eztremelj  short.  Last  year  he  had  given 
a  pledge  that  the  subject  should  be  fully 
considered  ;  so  that,  if  they  were  unable 
to  admit  the  claims  of  Sir  Francis  Head, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  should 
have  the  opportunity  of  taking  what  course 
he  felt  inclined  to  take  upon  this  Bill. 
Since  then  the  case  had  been  fully  con- 
sidered, and  the  Government  thought  it 
impossible  to  insert  a  clause  providing  for 
that  particular  case. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  that 
Sir  Francis  Head's  letter  did  that  distin- 
guished public  servant  great  honour.  He 
expressed  his  deep  regret  at  the  decision 
come  to  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  ADDERLEY  moved  the  insertion 
of  words  limiting  the  grant  of  these  pen- 
sions oat  of  the  British  Treasury  to  cases 
in  which  the  salaries  were  a  charge  on  the 
British  Treasury.  It  was  an  act  of  abso- 
lute folly  to  charge  the  Imperial  Revenue 
with  pensions  in  cases  where  the  salaries 
were  payable  by  the  colonies.  The  Bill 
was  a  continuation  of  the  old  vicious  sys- 
tem by  which  the  interests  of  the  Grown 
md  of  the  colonies  were  regarded  as  bemg 
separatet 

YOL.  CLXXX.    [third  ssries.] 


Mr.  CARDWELL  said,  the  objections 
taken  to  the  Bill  were  the  same  as  those 
which  were  made  on  the  second  reading, 
and  they  had  therefore  already  been  dis- 
posed of  bv  the  House. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  it  was  already  nearly 
a  quarter  to  two  o'clock,  and  that  they  had 
to  meet  again  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  said,  it 
would  only  take  twenty  minutes  to  go 
through  the  Bill. 

Amendment  neffotived. 

House  returned. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  agam 
To'^norrow. 

SUGAR  DUTIES  AND  DRAWBACKS  BILL. 
[bill  198.]      COMMTTTBE. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read  and  cKf- 
charged. 

Bill  re-committed ;  comidered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  cave  said,  that  this  Bill  was 
founded  upon  a  convention  which  was  to 
last  ten  years.  That  was  much  too  long 
a  time.  There  might  be  mistake  db  initio 
as  that  with  regard  to  paper  and  rag  duties 
in  the  French  Treaty  ;  or  an  alter^  state 
of  affairs  might  arise,  as  was  the  case  with 
the  oyster  fisheries  affected  by  the  French 
Fishery  Convention,  and  so  much  mischief 
might  ensue.  Could  not  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  arrange  these  conven- 
tions for  shorter  periods  f 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  considered. 

Bill  read  3**,  and  passed, 

AZEEM    JAH   (SIGNATURES    TO    PETI- 
TIONS). 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms  attending  this 
House  informed  the  House,  that  George 
Morris  Mitchell  had  been  this  day  appre- 
hended, and  was  now  in  Newgate. 

A  Petition  of  George  Morris  Mitchell,  a 
State  Prisoner  in  Her  Majesty's  Gaol  of 
Newgate,  expressing  his  deep  contrition 
and  regret  if  he  has  offended  against  the 
dignity  of  the  House,  and  praying  for  his 
release  from  custody,  brought  up,  and  read; 
to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  printed. 
[App.2.] 

llonie  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o  olook; 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Timiay^  June  20,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— PuBuo  Bills  — J^f*«  Reading'^ 
Greenwich  "Hospital  *  (179)  ;  Fortifiofttions 
(ProTinon  for  Expensee)*  (180)  ;  Malt  Dut/* 
(181);  Harboart  Tranafer*  (183);  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Gonfimiatioii  (No.  2)*  (183) ; 
Pier  and  Ilarbour  Order  Confirmation  (No.  8)  • 
(184);  TmsU  Administration  (Scotland)  • 
(185);  Ayr  Bnrgbs  Election*  (186)  ;  Crown 
Suits,  Ac.  •  (187) ;  Kingstown  Harbonr  • 
(188);  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Superan. 
nnation  Allowances)*  (189). 

Second iZeaA'n^— Admiralty  AoU  Repeal*  (IW); 
Admiralt/  Powers,  Ac.*  (166);  Dookjard 
Ports  Regulation*  (167);  Prisons  (156); 
Small  Benefloes  (Ireland)  Act  (I860)  Attend- 
ment*(61). 

Ctmimsltee— Railway  Debenturea,  Ae.  Registry* 
(90);  Locomotives  on  Roads*  (164);  Land 
Debentures  (Ireland)  (118)  ;  Prisons  (Scot- 
land) Act  Amendment  *  (106)  ;  Tre^Mss  (Scot- 
land)* (146);  Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act(l858) 
Amendment*  (125) ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation*  (157);  PUotage  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)  *(154) ;  Smoke  Nuisances 
(Scotbind)  Acts  Amendment*  (186);  Procu- 
rators (Scotland)*  (158);  Churches  and 
Chapels  Exemption  (Scotland)  *  (128) ;  Colo- 
nial Laws  Validity*  (158);  Colonial  Mar- 
riages VaUdity*  (159);  Defence  Act  (1860) 
Amendment  *  ( 152). 

iitf^Mrt— General  Post  OfQce  (Additional  Site)  * 
(124)  ;  Public  House  Closing  Act  (1864) 
Amendment  (151);  Trespass  (Scotland)*  (146); 
Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act  (1858)  Amend- 
ment* (125);  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  *  (157) ;  Pilotage  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)*  (154);  Churches  and 
Chapels  Exemption  (Scotland)*  (128);  Colo- 
nial Laws  Validity*  (158) ;  Colonial  Marriages 
VaUdity*  (159);  Defence  Act  (1860)  Amend- 
ment*(152). 

Third  Reading -^VnXou  Chargeability  (171), 
and  potMi. 

PUBLIC  HOUSE    CLOSING   ACT   (1864) 
AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  151.) 
REPORT. 

Amendment  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

The  MABQUB88  OP  CLANRICARDE, 
having  presented  a  number  of  petitions  for 
the  restoration  of  Clause  5,  which  had 
been  struck  out  of  the  Bill,  said,  that  it 
was  undoubtedly  a  great  grievance  on 
market  gardeners,  cattle  drovers,  and  others 
who  were  legitimately  employed  between 
the  hours  of  one  and  four  o  clock,  a.m., 
that  they  could  not  procure  refreshment 
during  that  time.  The  habits  of  society 
in  all  large  towns  required  that  hotek 
should  be  kept  open  until  a  late  hour 
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conoerts,  and  other  entertainments;  and 
it  was  monstrous    and  absurd  that  the 
middle  classes  should  be  precluded  from 
amusing  themselves,  because  the  authori- 
ties, in  whom  the  power  lay,  refuaed  to 
grant  licences  for  the  hotels  to  be  kept 
open  after  one  o'clock  in  the  morning.  The 
power  vested  in  the  police  was  (rffcen  exer- 
cised in  an  arbitrary  manner,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  town  of  Liverpool,  where  it 
was  publicly  announced  that  no  licences 
whatever  would  be  granted  except  to  St 
George's  Hall  and  the  Town  Hall,  whiok 
were  the  property  of  the  oorporatioa.   The 
law  was  of  an  anomalous  character,  and 
the  power  of  granting  licences  to  certain 
persons  so  as  to  give  them  an  advantage 
over  their  rivals  required  to  be  exercised 
with  great  delicacy.    There  was  a  rery 
strong  feeling  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
hoped  that  Government,  upon  further  con- 
sideration, would  allow  the  Bill  to  be  re- 
stored by  inserting  the  clause  whieh  the 
House  of  Commons  had  agreed  to  after 
much  discussion. 

Moved  to  re-insert  Clause  5.^^  (The 
Marqueei  of  Clanriearde, ) 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  object  of 
the  Act  of  last  year  was  to  prevent  dis- 
order, immorali^,  and  drunkennen  by 
the  suppression  of  what  were  known  as 
"  night  nouses,"  and  had  been  very  effec- 
tive in  that  respect,  and  he  (Earl  Granville) 
was  very  unwilling  to  assent  to  any  pro- 
posal calculated  to  diminish  the  good  that 
had  been  obtained.  But  it  was  found  that 
the  Act  occasioned  great  inconvenience  in 
certain  cases,  and  this  fault  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  proposed  to  remedy,  by 
giving  the  police  authorities  power  to  grant 
licences  to  certain  houses  to  remain  op«i 
during  certain  specified  hours  for  certain 
particular  purposes.  The  object  of  the 
clause  which  their  Lordships  had  struok  out 
was  to  vest  this  discretionary  power  in  the 
mi^trates  instead  of  in  the  pdioe  autho- 
rities. No  complaint,  however,  had  been 
made  of  the  manner  in  which  the  police 
authorities  had  acted  in  the  matter,  and  as 
they  were  intimately  acquainted  with  tlie 
character  and  requirements  of  their  neigh- 
bourhoods, it  would  be  better  to  leave  the 
power  of  granting  the  licences  in  their 
hands. 

The  Earl  of  DEEBY  said,  that  the 
object  of  the  Act  of  last  Session  was  to 
remedy  a  crying  abuse  existing  in  certain 
parts  of  London.  The  Act  was  intended 
to  apply  to  London  alone;  but  power 
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adopt  the  proyisions  of  the  Act  if  they 
thought  fit.  A  great  many  of  the  counties 
did  acoept  its  provisions,  and  upon  the 
whole  the  law  had  done  awaj  with  much 
ahose,  and  had  met  with  approval.  There 
were,  however,  many  occasions,  especially 
in  country  towns,  where  country  halls, 
concerts,  and  other  meetings  were  held, 
where  it  was  desirable  that  the  opportu- 
nity of  obtaining  refreshments  within  the 
forbidden  hours  was  very  desirable ;  and 
these  cases  had  been  met  by  giving  power 
to  the  police  authorities  to  grant  "  occa- 
sional hcences."  It  was,  however,  found 
that,  in  the  case  of  certain  trades  and  cer- 
tain localities,  the  public-houses  could  not 
be  closed  during  the  specified  hours  with- 
out considerable  inconvenience  being  felt, 
and  it  had  been  held  that  the  power  of  the 

Ealice  authorities  extended  only  to  grant 
cenoes  for  a  particular  and  specific  occa- 
sion, and  not  to  cases  where  continuous 
exception  was  necessary.  Accordingly,  the 
present  Bill  was  introduced  giving  power 
to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  Act  in  cer- 
tain cases.  The  question  in  dispute  was, 
whether  that  discretionary  power  should 
be  vested  in  the  police  authorities  or  in 
the  magistrates  at  petty  sessions.  With 
all  respect  for  that  very  useful  body  the 
police,  ha  thought  that  the  more  they 
were  confined  to  their  executive  functions, 
and  the  less  they  were  intrusted  vrith  ju- 
dicial discretion,  the  better  it  would  be 
for  the  community.  The  proper  tribunal 
to  exercise  the  discretionary  power  con- 
ferred by  the  Act  was  that  consisting  of 
the  magistrates  in  petty  sessions.  He 
had  himself  seen  a  notice  issued  by  the 
chief  constable  of  a  town  declaring  that 
he  would  not  grant  any  licences  whatever 
— ^under  any  circumstances  whatever,  in  a 
certain  district — thus  rendering  the  law  a 
dead  letter.  This  was  probably  an  extreme 
case  \  but  it  was  easy  to  conceive  that  in 
large  towns  the  granting  such  licences 
would  throw  great  additional  labour  upon 
the  chief  constable,  and  that  therefore  he 
might  be  yery  unwilling  to  grant  the  li- 
cences, or  to  make  the  necessary  inquiries 
even  in  cases  where  there  was  very  good 
ground  for  the  exemption.  Then,  again, 
the  hardship  upon  the  hotel-keepers  was 
great  in  cases  where  the  chief  constable  did 
not  reside  in  the  town  in  which  they  lived. 
Por  instance,  the  hotel-keepers  in  the  town 
of  Chichester  had  to  go  to  Petworth,  where 
the  chief  constable  of  the  district  resided, 
a  distance  of  fourteen  miles,  in  order  to 
obtain  permission  for  a  party  of  ladies  and 


gentlemen  to  remain  in  their  houses  after 
a  certain  hour.  If  the  power  to  grant 
the  licence  were  vested  in  the  magistrates, 
the  hotel-keepers  need  never  stir  out  of 
the  town  to  obtain  a  temporary  exemption 
from  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  As  the 
House  of  Commons  had  expressed  a  strong 
opinion  upon  the  subject  by  their  vote 
given  in  opposition  to  the  Government, 
their  Lordships  could  not  do  better  than 
restore  the  clause  which  the  House  of 
Commons  inserted,  and  which  the  House 
of  Lords,  without  fully  discussing  the 
matter,  threw  out. 

Eabl  GRANYILLE  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Marquess  would  consent  to  the  omis- 
sion of  the  metropolis  from  the  clause  he 
would  not  object'  to  its  being  restored  to 
the  BUI. 

The  Mab(ix7BS8  of  CLANRICABBE 
said,  he  would  assent  to  that  arrangement. 

Thb  Eabl  of  derby  understood  that 
the  arrangement  was  that  the  clause  should 
be  restored  to  the  Bill ;  but  that  another 
clause  should  be  brought  up  exempting 
the  metropolis  from  its  operation. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  assented. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Clause  re-inserted. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Thwreday  next ; 
and  to  be  printed  as  amended.   (No.  192.) 

PRISONS  BILL— (No.  IM) 
SECOND   BEADDfa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE,  in  moving  the 
second  reading,  said,  that  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  twofold.  It  was  partly  to  con- 
solidate the  existing  law  in  relation  to 
prisons,  which  in  some  particulars  was 
contradictory,  and  beyond  that  it  proposed 
to  amend  the  present  law.  The  amend- 
ments which  it  proposed  to  introduce  into 
the  law  of  prisons  were  based  chiefly  on 
the  recommendations  of  a  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  which,  under  the 
presidency  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon),  had  considered  this 
subject  very  fully  : — there  were,  however, 
points  where  it  had  been  found  difficult  or 
impossible  to  give  practical  effect  to  those 
recommendations.  The  chief  object  was 
to  secure  greater  uniformity  in  the  manage- 
ment and  discipline  of  prisons,  and  greater 
uniformity  also  in  the  carrying  out  of  the 
punishment  of  hard  labour.  The  Bill  was 
one  of  great  detail,  and  he  should  only 
be  wearying  their  Lordships  if  he  went 
through  all  the  clauses.  He  should  be 
S  2 
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readj  to  consider  anj  suggestioiis  which 
might  be  made  by  any  noble  Lord,  and 
to  go  fully  into  the  yarioos  provisionB  of 
the  Billy  if  it  were  necessary,  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\ 
^The  Lord  President.) 

The  Eakl  of  CARNARVON  said,  he 
regarded  this  as  one  of  the  most  important 
Bills  which  had  been  submitted  to  their 
Lordships  consideration  during  the  pre- 
sent Session;    and  as   he  had    had    the 
honour  of  being  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  their  Lordships  which  considered 
the  question  some  two  or  three  ^ears  ago, 
they  would  probably  pardon  him  if  he  made 
a  few  remarks  on  the  BilL    He  entirely 
agreed  in  the  important  proposals  which 
this  Bill  contained,  which  in  ihe   main 
carried  out  very  Mly  the  recommenda- 
tions which  had  been  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee.    He    certainly  should  have  pre- 
ferred the  Bill  in  the  shape  in  which  it 
had  originally  left  the  Home  Office,  and 
without  the  alterations  which  had  been 
made  in  the  Select  Committee  of  the  other 
House.     At  the  same  time,  these  altera- 
tions did  not  affect  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
and  could  be  dealt  with  in  Committee.   As 
far  as  he  understood  the  Bill  it  did  not  pro- 
fess to  lay  down  a  fixed  code  of  regulations 
which  must  be  followed  undeviatlngly  in 
every  prison  in  the  country ;  but  it  laid 
down  a  sort  of  skeleton  code,  leaving  it  to 
the  local  authorities  to  clothe  that  skeleton 
with  all  the  accessories  necessary  in  each 
case.     That  he  thought  the  wisest  and 
most  prudent  course,  for  he  thought  it  of 
great  importance  to  preserve  the  executive 
control  of  the  prisons  in  the  hands  of  the 
local  authorities.    The  history  of  prison 
discipline,  like  that  of  many  other  things, 
was  the  history  of  progress,  not  towa^s 
one  particular  point — but  in  a  zig-zag  sort 
of  direction.     At  the  commencement  of 
the  century  we  had  a  system  of  treatment 
of  prisoners  which  was   marked  by  ex- 
.  treme  severity.     Some   thirty   or    forty 
years  afterwards  a  better  state  of  things 
arose ;  and  the  reform  gradually  went  on, 
until  at  last  we  got  to  a  system  which, 
instead  of  being  marked  by  extreme  se- 
verity, was  marked  by  undue  leniency, 
and  under  which,  in  fact,  felons  in  prison 
enjoyed  greater  comforts  than  many  peo- 
ple out  of  it.     The  point  at  which  we 
ought  to  aim  was  a  plan  of  prison  disci- 
pline somewhere  between  the  two  extremes, 
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combined  with  every  reasonable  provision 
for    the   improvement  of   the    prisoner. 
When  this  Bill  was  first  brought  forward 
by  the  Home  Secretary  the  right  hoD. 
Gfentleman  stated  that  it  was  founded  on 
a  system  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon), 
concurrently  with  other  local  magistrates, 
had  established  in  Hampshire.    Fnless  for 
short  periods  of  punishment  and  during 
the  earlier  stages  of  longer  sentences  in- 
dulgences were  avoided  there  would  be  a 
danger  of  falling  into  the  old  state   of 
things,  which  had  incurred  the  reproach 
of  making  a  prison  a  place  of  indulgence, 
instead  of  a  place  of  punishment.    For 
short  periods  of  imprisonment  a  system 
of  hard  unproductive  labour  should  be  en* 
forced;    for   without  it  he   thought  the 
whole   system  of  deterring  puniehments 
would  break  down ;  and  even  during  the 
course  of  longer  sentences  he  did  not  think 
that  all  traces  of  that    rigorous  system 
should    entirely    disappear;    during  the 
earlier  stages  of   long    sentences    severe 
penal  labour  should  be  enforced,  and  pri- 
soners should  be  enabled  to  pass  step  by 
step,  and  degree  by  degree,  fh>m  the  lower 
to  the  upper  penal  dass.     It  was  quite 
true  that  such  a  plan  would  involve  a  sys- 
tem   of   classification,   and   that,    again, 
would  also  involve  a  system  of  marks; 
but,  although  it  was  possible  to  devise  an 
elaborate  system  of  marks,  it  was  also  pos- 
sible to  adopt  a  plain  and  simple  system. 
He  had  personal  experience  of  the  admir- 
able    results    which    had    followed    the 
adoption  of  such  a  system,  and  in  proof  he 
would  mention  two  facts,    which   were 
better  than   any   arguments.    When  he 
adopted  the    system  in  the  prison  with 
which  he  was  connected  he  found  there 
was  an  immediate  and  noticeable  decrease 
in  the  number  of  punishments  for  prison 
offences,  and  he  also  found  that  of  those 
punishments  which    were    still    inflicted 
they  were  mostly  inflicted  upon  men  who 
were  undergoing  their  first  month's  im- 
prisonment, during  which  period  by  Uie 
rules  of  the  prison  no  marks  were  granted. 
He  maintained,  therefore,  that  a  system 
of  classes  and  marks  was  indispensable  io 
give  effect  to  a  good  system  of  prison  dis- 
cipline.    But,  whatever  plan  they  might 
adopt,  it  would  be  of  no  use  unless  the 
whole  system  was  based  upon  the  great 
principle  of  accepting  no  promises  or  pro- 
fessions of  good  conduct,  but  of  accepting 
as  the  only  test  of  good  disposition    the 
actual  work  done  by  the  man,  and  of  pro- 
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and  above  that  required  from  him  by  the 
prison  rules.    It  might  be  objected  to  a 
system  of  classification  that  it  would  grant 
too  great  indulgences.    If  that  were  tha 
case  it  would  be  a  fatal  objection  to  the 
system ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  a  series 
of  small  indulgendes  and  remissions  would 
have  any  but  a  beneficial  effect.      The 
principle  of  remission  had  the  advantage 
of  bringing  discipline  in  county  prisons 
into  an  analogy  with  the  system  pursued 
in  convict  prisons.    It  would  be,  of  course, 
impossible  in  county  and  borough  gaols  to 
grant  remissions  in  the  duration  of  sen- 
tences, but  it  was  possible  to  make  re- 
missionB  in  the  character  of  the  punishment. 
Having  taken  much  interest  in  this  ques- 
tion, he  had  ventured  to  trouble  their 
Lordships  with  these  few  remarks  on  the 
general  question.  •  With  respect  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  he  must  point  out 
one  or  two  matters  which  he  thought  re- 
quired alteration.    As  the  Bill  was  origin* 
ally  introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons 
the  bard  labour  clause  was  drawn  up  in 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  of 
the  Select  Committee,  that  the  punishment 
should  be  definite ;   but,  in  the  Bill  as  it 
stood  now,  there  were  alterations  in  that 
dause  which  materially  changed  its  charac- 
ter.    He  would  prefer  to  see  the  clause 
restored  to  its  original  state ;   but  if  that 
were  not  done  he  should  in  Committee 
move  an  Amendment  with  a  view  to  make 
the  clause  more  intelligible.     There  was 
also  in  the  Bill  a  clause  providing  for  the 
abolition  of  solitary  confinement,  which 
clause  was  not  in  the  original  Bill,  and  was 
quite  at  variance  with  the  recommendation 
of  the  Select  Committee.     He  might  also 
observe  that  the  Select  Committee  recom- 
mended that  a  certain  number  of  gaols 
which  were  open  to  grave  objection  as  to 
the  manner  in  which  they  had  been  con- 
ducted should  be  scheduled  for  abolition. 
A  certain   number  of  gaols   had    been 
scheduled  accordingly  ;  but  he  was  sorry  to 
fiimd  that  some  prisons  which  were  shown 
to  have  been^eondncted  in  a  very  improper 
manner  had  been  <^mitted,  and  he  should 
like  to  know  the  reasbns  for  such  omissions. 
f*or  instance,  there  was  a  prison  at  Poole, 
and  another  at  Falmouth  where  the  aver- 
age number  of  prisoners  was  seven,  and 
^whenever  the  gaoler  went  out  he  locked 
the  prisoners  in  a  courtyard,  leaving  his 
mrife  in  charge,  armed  with  a  dinner  bell, 
to  alarm  the  neighbours  in  case  of  an  at- 
tempt at  escape.    Such  prisons  ought  not 
to  have  been  left  oat  of  the  schedule. 


LAND   DEBENTURES   (IRELAND)  BH^L. 
(NO.  113.)      MOnON  FOB  COMMITTEE. 

The  Eael  op  CORE,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Land  Debentures  (Ireland)  BiU 
be  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  said,  he  was  induced  to  take  that 
course  because  he  believed  that  the  mea- 
sure was  a  very  beneficial  one.  The  main 
object  of  the  BUI  was  to  enable  landowners 
in  Ireland  to  raise  money  cheaply  and 
speedily  without  in  any  way  complicating 
their  title;  while  it  would  also  furnish 
capitalists  with  an  easy  and  safe  source  of 
investment.  Every  precaution  against  fraud 
or  accident,  arising  from  the  mutilation  or 
loss  of  debentures,  would  be  taken  by  the 
Bill,  while  under  its  provisions  a  land- 
owner would  not  only  be  able  to  improve 
his  property,  but  to  pay  ofi*  his  encum- 
brances at  his  own  convenience  and  in 
small  sums,  by  taking  up  the  debentures, 
and  thus  gradually  diminishing  the  charge 
upon  his  estate.  The  subject  was  one 
which  had  attracted  much  attention — not 
only  in  Ireland,  but  also  in  this  country. 
As  he  believed  that  the  measure  would 
tend  to  increase  the  value  of  land  in  Ire- 
land, he  trusted  that  their  Lordships  would 
agree  to  his  Motion. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  eommtUed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House.— (7%^ 
Ikirl  of  Cork.) 

LoBD  ST.  LEONAEDS  opposed  the 
Motion.  The  Select  Committee  had  de- 
termined that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  be 
proceeded  wil^  upon  principle,  and  not 
with  reference  to  any  particular  provisions. 
The  object  of  the  measure  was  to  enable 
proprietors  of  Irish  estates  to  make  a  sham 
mortgage,  to  get  it  registered,  and  then 
to  issue  debentures  upon  their  property  to 
the  amount  of  that  sham  mortgage.  He 
thought  that  the  Select  Committee  had 
acted  wisely  in  deciding  against  proceeding 
with  the  Bill,  and  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  come  to  a  similar  decision. 
They  ought  not  to  do  anything  to  tempt 
Irish  proprietors  to  encumber  their  estates. 
Ireland  had  been  ruined  in  consequence 
of  proprietors  encumbering  their  estates 
to  an  extent  which  compelled  t^em  to  sell 
at  a  considerable  loss,  and  he  hoped  their 
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Lordships  would  not,  by  passing  this  Bill, 
hold  out  additional  inducemento  to  them 

to  effect  mortgages.  

The  Earl  op  DONOTJGHMORE  said, 
that  the  decision  of  the  Committee  wbb 
arnved  at  by  the  Totee  of  flv^  ^^^W^*^ 
Peers  against  three  Irish  ones,  and  he 
thought  that  his  noble  Friend  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  appealing  again^itto 
the  whole  House.  This  measure  had  been 
very  carefully  considered  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  had 
received  the  sanction  of  that  House.  There 
was  no  greater  want  in  Ireland  than  the 
application  of  capital  to  the  cultivation  of 
the  soil,  and  any  measure  which  would 
promote  that  object  would  be  a  boon  to 
the  landed  proprietors  of  the  country.  He 
hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  agree  to 
the  Motion. 

On  Question?  their  Lordships  rfmeforf ; 
—Contents  61 ;  Not-Contents  14  :  Majo- 
rity 87  i-^-Eetohed  in  the  Affirmative, 

House  in  Committee  accordingly:  — 
Amendments  made ;  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Monday  next,  and  Bill 
to  he  printed  as  amended.    (No.  193). 
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UNION  CHARGEABILITT  BILL-{N«.  Ifl.) 
THiBD  BEAnnra. 
Bill  read  3»  (according  to  Order)  with 
the  Amendments, 

Lord  LYTTELTON  said,  he  gate  his 
hearty  support  to  the  Bill  beoauae   ha 
thought  that,  on  the  wkole,  i^ere  was  in 
it  a  great  preponderance  of  good,  as  leav- 
ing the  working  men  absolutely  ftee  to 
go  where   they  pleased.     At  the   Bame 
time,  he  must  confess  that  he  approTed 
the  Bill  only  as  a  step  towards  a  atill 
larger  measure,  although  he  was  afraid  a 
long  time  might  elapse  before  any  further 
advance  was  made  in  the  matter.      He 
desired  to  nee  the  area  of  charge  extended 
as  far  as  possible,  even  to  the  whole  oean- 
try.     It  had  been  objected  that  by  a  na- 
tional rate  the  payment  would  be  made 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  that 
it  would  follow  that  the  Poor  Law  should 
be  administered    by  a  central  bedy  en- 
tirely.     What  he  understood,  howeTer, 
by  a  uniform  rate  was  such  a  system  as 
had  been  proposed  by  the  Earl  of  Malmea- 
bury  some  years  ago,  by  which,  though 
the   charge    was    uniform    through    the 
country,  it  should  be  still  levied  and  ad- 
ministered locally,   as   at   present.       He 
should  like  to  see  that  system  esUbliahed, 
with  the  total  abolition  of  the  law  of  set- 
tlement and  removal,  and  he  trusted  that 
the   noble  Earl  who  was  not  now  txam- 
melled  by  official  duties,  would  turn  his 
attention  to  framing  a  Bill  by  which  that 
object  could  be  carried  into  effect.     The 
abolition  of  the  law  of  removal  without, 
however,  the  abolition  of  the  law  of  set- 
tlement, was  proposed  many  years  ago  by 
Mr.  Ooode.    Approving,  however,   as  he 
did,  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he  thought* 
it  might  have  been  firamed  with  a  little 
more  consideration  for  existing  interests 
than  it  had  been.  In  some  parishes*  which 
I  might  be   called  close  parishes,  without 
I  any  faults  on  the  part  of  the  owners^  as 
'  only  a  small  population  was  needed,  the 
'  rates  would  be  doubled  and  trebled.  Even 
if  the  whole  loss  were  thrown  im    the 
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landlord  in  th«  first  inatanee,  it  irotild  be 
a  hardship ;  but,  in  many  eases,  it  would 
be  wholly  thrown  on  the  tenants  for  a 
time* 

Thb  Buxe  07  BICHMOND  said,  that 
baviDg  been  absent  (m  the  debate  on  the 
leooDd  reading  he  wished  to  express  his 
great  satisfaotion  at  the  suooess  of  the 
measure.    He  could  not  agree  with  the 
noUe  Lord  who  had  just  spoken  (Lord 
Lyttelton)    with  respeot    to  the  desira- 
bility (^  extending  the  area  of  rating  to 
the  extent  which  he  pointed   out.     He 
thought  it  open  to  great  objection.    A  nar 
tbnal  rating  must  lead  to  the  intervention 
of  GoTemment  authority,  and  would  do 
away  with  the  excellent  system  under 
which  were  got  together  tiie  landlord, 
the  farmer,  the  magistrate,  and  the  cler- 
gyman to  work  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor 
of  the  district  with  which  they  were  con- 
neoted.    He  belieyed  that  this  measure 
would  confer  the  greatest  benefit  on  the 
labouring  classes,  and  woidd  lead  to  an 
improTcment  in  the  administration  of  the 
Poor  Law  itself.   The  able-bodied  labourer 
would  not  be  fettered  as  he  was  at  pre- 
sent, but  would  take  his  labour   to  the 
larger  markets,  and  would  thus  command 
a  greater  price  for  the  labour  which  he 
would  briog  to  the  fiEtrmer.    It  had  been 
urged  by  a  noble  Friend  of  his  that  though 
the  good  and  aotive  labourer  would  be 
benefited,  the  inferior  labourer  would  be 
in  a  worse  position  if  the  Bill  passed. 
Though   this   argument    had    something 
plausible  in  it,  a  little  examination  of  it 
would  show  the  fallacy.    The  business  of 
a  union  was  generally  conducted  by  a  few 
guardians  who  attended  regularly.     He 
thought    that  if  the  Bill  passed  affairs 
would  be  managed  as  they  were  at  pre- 
sent, and  a  few  regular  attendants  of  the 
guardians  would  attend  to  the  business  of 
Uie  union.    In  his   own   union,    out  of 
fifiy-nine  g^uardians,  there  attended  on  the 
average  only  eleyen,  and  these  practically 
carried  on  tiie  stairs  of  the  union.    The 
some  parties  would  attend  under  the  new 
system,    and   would  soon  discover    that 
every  shilling  improperly  G^nt  would  be 
out  of  their  own  pockets,  though  distri- 
buted over  the  whole  union.    In  the  same 
way  the  farmer  would  discover  that  if  a 
w^  labourer  were  thrown  upon  the  rates, 
instead   of  getting  employment,  it  must 
tend  to  increase  his  own  taxes,  and  that 
it  would  be  for  his  interest  to  employ  him 
in  his  own  parish.    No  doubt  it  would 
take  time  to  g^the  measure  into  working 


order;  but  he  (the  Duke  of  Biohmond) 
had  no  doubt  that  before  long  the  affitirs 
of  the  union  would  be  worked  just  as  if 
it  was  one  large  parish.  The  present  law 
had  been  in  favour  of  the  system  now 
happily  exploded  of  close  and  open  pa- 
rishes ;  but  though  the  pulling  down  of 
cottages  was  now  done  away  with  there 
was  still  a  strong  inducement  not  to  build 
new  cottages.  He  was  astonished  it  should 
be  said  there  was  no  evidence  to  show 
that  cottages  had  been  pulled  down  and 
that  others  had  not  been  built  in  their 
places.  If  noble  Lords  would  take  the 
trouble  to  refer  to  Mr.  BuUer's  Beport  of 
1847,  the  Beport  of  the  Oommittee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  last  year,  and  a  Be- 
port dated  so  far  back,  he  thought,  as 
1830,  they  would  find  that  if  there  was 
any  information  on  any  one  subject  more 
than  another  it  was  information  to  show 
that  cottages  had  been  pulled  down  and 
that  others  had  not  been  built  to  replace 
them.  For  some  time  past  the  tendency 
of  all  our  legislation  with  respect  to  the 
poor  had  been  in  the  direction  of  this  Bill, 
and  it  would  be  idle  for  their  Lordships  to 
try  to  stop  it.  One  Inspector  stated  that 
more  than  half  the  expenditure  of  a  union 
was  now  charged  on  the  common  fund. 
That  being  so,  this  Bill  would  only  affect 
the  less  than  a  moiety  which  was  charged 
to  the  parishes.  Believing,  therefore,  that 
the  Bill  only  carried  out  a  principle  which 
had  been  already  reoognized  and  acted 
upon  by  Parliament,  that  it  would  be  be- 
neficial to  the  poor,  and  that  it  would 
effect  an  improvement  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Poor  Law,  he  was  happy  to 
give  it  his  support. 

Bill  jmwmJ,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Ilouse  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o'clock,  tiU  Thundajr  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Timday,  June  20,  1865. 
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Amendment  [219];  Ulster  Canal  Transfer* 
[211]  ;  War  Department  Tramway  (DcTon)  * 
[Lords]  [204]. 

Meport  —  Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis)  [153]  ; 
Harwich  Harbour*  (re-eomm.)  [214];  Carriers 
Act  Amendment  *  [224]  ;  Roads  and  Bridges 
(Scotland)  {re-eomm,}  [165]  ;  Falmouth  Bo- 
rough *  [200]  ;  Peace  PreserTation  (Ireland) 
Act  (1856)  Amendment  [219];  Ulster  Canal 
Transfer*  [211];  War  Department  Tram- 
way {DeYon)\Lordt;\  [204], 

Considered  as  amended—Inl&nd  ReTcnue*  [207]; 
National  Gallery  (Dublin)*  [203];  Salmon 
Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  [220]. 

Third  /2«id*w^— Greenwich  Hospital*  [212]; 
Fortifications  (Prorision  .for  Expenses)*  [215]; 
Malt  Duty*  [160];  Harbours  Transfer*  ^21 6]  ; 
Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)* 
[222  ] ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  3)*  [223];  Trusts  Administration 
(Scotland)  *  [158] ;  Record  of  Title  (Ireland)  • 
[Lords']  [2171;  Wick  and  Ayr  Burghs  Election* 

Jl65]. 

WUkdraum—Tnn^ike  Tolls  Abolition  [128]; 
Railway  Construction  Facilities  Act  (1864) 
Amendment  [37]. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clook. 

COUNTY  COURTS  EQUITABLE  JURIS- 
DICTION (JUDGES'  SALARIES). 
COMMITTEE. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Besolation  moved, 
That  provision  be  made  for  the  payment  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
of  the  sum  of  Three  Hundred  Pounds  per  annum 
to  each  of  the  Judges  of  the  County  Courts,  in 
addition  to  their  present  salary  .^(3^.  Peel,) 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  objected  to 
the  proposed  increase,  and  said,  it  had  been 
found  by  a  Eeturn  that  the  Judges  whose 
salary  had  been  raised  to  £1,500  had  not 
been  the  most  deserving  so  far  as  their  du- 
ties were  concerned.  There  were  nineteen 
Judges  who  sat  in  their  Courts  only  from 
160  to  200  days  in  the  year,  and  thirty- 
five  who  sat  only  from  100  to  150,  and 
one  who  actually  did  not  sit  100  days.  If 
this  increase  in  the  salary  should  be  made, 
those  holding  other  legal  appointments  of 
a  similar  character  would  be  making  ap- 
plication to  be  placed  on  the  same  footing. 
He  feared  also  that  the  measure  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  legal  profession  it- 
self. 


Mb.  LOKOFIELD  regretted  that  the 
old  principle  of  fees  had  not  been  retained. 
The  duties  of  the  Judges  varied  consi- 
derably— some  Judges  would  be  getdng 
£300  a  year  for  hearing  ten  extra  cases, 
while  otliers  would  have  perhaps  300  ad- 
ditional cases.  The  annual  sum  of  £18,000 
would  be  required  to  increase  the  salaries 
£300  each. 

Mb.  peel  said,  it  was  anticipated 
that  the  new  fees  arising  out  of  the  equity 
jurisdiction  would  fully  cover  the  addi- 
tional charge  on  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
Paying  the  Judges  by  fees  was  most  ob- 
jectionable. In  the  first  instance,  the 
County  Court  Judges  were  paid  by  fees ; 
but  it  was  soon  found  necessary  to  substi- 
tute salaries.  It  was  proposed  by  this 
Bill  to  have  no  new  salaries  exceeding 
£1,500  a  year ;  but  only  to  augment  tbs 
existing  salaries  when  the  Judges  had 
imposed  on  them  the  new  duty  of  judg;iiig 
in  equity. 

Mb.  "AYRTON  hoped  it  would  be  clearly 
understood  that  if  hereafter  bankrupt!^ 
jurisdiction  should  be  given  to  the  Coimty 
Court  Judges,  this  would  not  involve  ano- 
ther increase  of  salary. 

Mb.  HENLEY  thought  the  principle  of 
paying  a  Judge  by  salary  and  not  by  fees 
a  sound  one.  The  County  Court  Judges 
generally  (there  were  exceptions  in  whidi 
it  was  more)  received  £1,200  a  year,  and 
it  was  proposed  to  increase  their  sidaries 
by  one-fourth.  Had  they  at  present  one- 
fourth  of  their  time  idle  ?  If  not,  how 
would  the  public  receive  a  benefit  for  the 
increased  pay?  At  present  our  gaols 
were  lumbered  up  by  County  Court  prison- 
ers, sent  under  what  was  called  penal 
imprisonment.  When  the  neir  equitable 
jurisdiction  was  given  to  the  County 
Court  Judges,  ought  there  not  to  be  some 
provision  against  the  enlargement  of  this 
penal  imprisonment }  He  trusted  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment would  consider  the  subject. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  the  conclusion  drawn  hy 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley) 
from  t3^e  Bill — namely,  that  the  County 
Court  Judges  were  not  employed  more 
than  three- fourths  of  their  time,  was  a 
good  way  from  the  truth.  A  large  amount 
of  their  time  was  employed  in  travelling 
from  place  to  place,  and  in  opening  and 
closing  their  Courts.  It  was  now  proposed 
to  make  a  considerable  addition  to  their 
duty,  which,  however,  he  believed  thej 
might  perfectly  well  undertake.  As  to  the 
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inqairy  whetiier  this  proposal  implied  that 
there  was  to  be  a  fresh  increase  of  salary 
whenever  new  duties  were  added,  he  felt 
hound  to  say  that  in  his  opinion  the  scale 
of  pay  in  the  Civil  Service  was  liberal, 
and  in  the  legal  profession  more  than 
liberal— it  was  large,  very  large.  This 
proposal  must  be  taken  with  reference  to 
that  scale  in  general,  and  not  as  an  iso- 
lated scheme,  and  he  believed  it  was 
equitable. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  drew  at- 
tention  to  the  fact  that  the  County  Courts 
of  £ngland  cost  the  enormous  sum  of 
£240,000,  and  Scotland  cost  £100,000, 
while  those  of  Ireland,  whose  Judges  had 
a  more  extended  jurisdiction,  only  cost 
£15,000,  and  part  of  that  was  recouped 
by  a  stamp  dufy.  A  small  stamp  duty  on 
every  case  ought  to  be  charged  on  the 
English  business. 

Mb.  HENLEY  was  inclined  to  think 
what  had  fallen  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  strengthened  rather 
than  weakened  what  he  had  suggested. 
Deducting  the  time  of  travelling  and  of 
opening  and  closing  Courts,  which  would 
remain  the  same,  it  would  be  an  increase 
of  one- third  instead  of  one-fourth. 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  the  sala- 
ries  would  not  be  too  large  if  they  were 
to  get  the  best  men. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Betohed,  That  provision  be  made  for  the  pay- 
ment onl  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  of  the  sum  of  Tbree  Hun- 
dred Pounds  per  annum  to  each  of  the  Judges  of 
the  Connty  Courts,  in  addition  to  their  present 
salarj. 

House  reiumed. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  T<hmorraw. 

FIRE  BRIGADE  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 
[bill   153.]      OOMiaTTEB. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  I  to  5  were  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Purchase  of  Plant  of  existing 
Fire  Offices). 

&JR  MINTO  FAEQTJHAR  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  following  proviso : — 

"  Proyided  that  the  means  of  extinguishing  fires 
iflbrded  hj  the  said  *  London  Fire  Engine  Es- 
kblisbmant'  shall  not  be  diminished  within  the 
fetpectiTe  districts  within  which  such  means  are 
at  presoiit  j^pUcaUe." 


Mr.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  if  the 
Fire  Insurance  Companies  were  not  satis- 
fied  they  had  hetter  have  kept  the  matter 
in  their  own  hands.  It  would  he  most 
unfair  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  to  hand 
over  to  it  the  duty  of  carrying  out  this 
Bill  and  then  hamper  them  hy  a  proviso 
like  this. 

Me.  T.  G.  baring  said,  he  could 
not  agree  to  the  proviso,  and  assured  the 
hon.  Baronet  that  according  to  the  plans 
proposed  to  he  carried  out  the  protection 
to  every  part  of  London  would  not  only  not 
he  diminished,  hut  it  would  be  increased. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Powers  of  Pire  Brigade). 
Mb.    AYRTON    moved  to  add  to  it 
that— 

"No  Water  Company  shall  be  liable  to  any 
penalty  or  claim  by  reason  of  any  interruption  of 
the  supply  of  water  occasioned  only  by  compliance 
with  the  proTisions  of  this  section." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause^  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  11  (Contributions  by  Insurance 
Offices). 

Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  moved— 

**  That  the  rate  which  the  Companies  shall  pay 
instead  of  i,^  for  every  million  of  business,  shall 
be  £87  lOtf.  per  million." 

This  Bill  inflicted  some  hardship  on  the 
metropolis.  The  Eire  Brigade,  as  now  con- 
stituted, cost  £25,000  a  year,  and  the 
effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to  give  a  bonus 
of  £15,000  a  year  to  the  Companies,  which 
would  have  to  be  borne  by  the  ratepayers. 
The  cost  of  the  proposed  plan  was  £50,000 
a  year;  and  of  that  the  Offices  would  pay 
£25,000  a  year,  the  Government  would 
pay  £10,000,  and  the  object  of  his  Amend- 
ment was  to  provide  for  the  remaining 
£15,000  somewhat  differently  to  the  way 
the  Bill  provided  for  it.  Mr.  Drummond, 
Chairman  of  the  Eire  Brigade  Committee, 
and  one  of  the  leading  directors  of  the  Sun 
Office,  had  stated  that  the  offices  did  not 
want  to  escape  paying  their  fm  share — 
that  gentleman  completely  and  positively 
disavowed  any  wish  to  saddle  the  public 
with  £25,000  a  year,  although  he  said 
"  the  public  of  London  had  no  more  busi- 
ness to  have  their  fires  put  out  for  no- 
thing than  Liverpool,  Manchester,  or  other 
towns."  If  the  clause  were  agreed  to  it 
would  divide  the  additional  £25,000  a 
little  more  equitably  between  the  Com- 
panies and  the  public. 
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Anendmont  propoMd,  fa(  page  4»  line  U  > 
to  leav^  Q«t  tbe  word«  '*thuty-fiv«/'  in 
order  to  uiaort  the  words  '' eigbty-seYeiiy" 
•^ifr.  Smimy  XM^,)^iii8tMd  thereof. 

QnesUcni  proposed,  '^That  the  words 
<  thirty^five '  stand  part  of  the  Ohinse.'' 

8iB  MINTO  FAEQXTHAB  said,  the 
Insuranee  Companies  were  under  mo  obli- 
gation to  provide  a  Fire  Brigade,  and  if 
tiiey  were  saddled  with  a  large  sam  they 
might  either  withdraw  altogether  or  charge 
an  increased  sum  on  their  premiums. 
Within  a  radios  of  six  miks  from  Charing 
Cross  it  was  computed  that  there  was 
property  to  the  value  of  not  less  than 
£900,000,000,  and  not  more  than  a  third 
of  that  was  insured.  Insurance  Companies 
could  not  be  expected  to  provide  Fire 
Brigades  fbr  those  who  did  not  insure. 

Mb.  AYBTON  said,  it  was  apparent 
that,  whatever  scheme  was  devised,  the 
inhabitants  of  the  metropolis  would  have 
to  pay  whatever  sum  wa^  levied  upou  the 
Insurance  Companies.  He  contended  that 
the  sum  contributed  by  the  Insurance 
Companies  should  be  charged  npon  the 
premium,  instead  of  on  the  amount  of  pro- 
perty insured.  The  premium  was  the 
measure  of  the  risk  against  fire,  and 
therefore  the  measure  of  the  duty  which 
the  Fire  Brigade  was  called  upon  to 
peribrm.  A  person  who  occupied  an 
ordinary  house  should  not  be  called 
upon  to  pay  as  much  as  the  owner  of 
a  warehouse  where  the  risk  of  fire  was 
large.  In  the  levying  of  a  halfpenny  rate 
this  class  of  property  would  escape  paying 
its  fair  proportioB.  He  would,  therefbre, 
suggest  that  the  w<»d8  as  proposed  by  the 
bon.  Member  (Mr.  Harvey  Lewis)  should 
be  left  out,  and  then  the  House  should 
oonsider  what  other  werda  should  be  in- 
serted in  their  stead,  in  order  to  maintain 
the  principle  to  which  he  had  referred. 

LoBD  FERMOY.  whilst  admittiiig  that 
the  Bill  was  founded  upon  sound  principles 
and  would  place  the  Insurance  Compuiies 
in  a  better  poation  than  they  at  present 
held,  said  the  objection  which  they,  as 
representatives  of  the  metropolitan  rate- 
payers, had  to  the  Bill  was  that  in  the 
compromise  oome  to  witii  the  Insurance 
Companies  the  interests  of  the  n^»payers 
were  about  to  be  saerificed.  The  Com- 
panies would  be  certain  to  benefit  by  the 
change,  and  they  should  not  shrink  from 
paying  as  large  an  amount  as  before.  He 
should  support  the  Amendment  proposed 
by  his  hen.  Colleague  (Mr.  Harvey  Lewis), 
and  he  trusted  that  the  Qofcnunent  would 
Mr.  Earv$y  Zew%9 


deal  fiuriy  between  the  ratq[iayers  and  the 
Insurance  Compuiies. 

Mb.  T.  G.  BAKING  said,  thnt  if  the 
offices  chose  to  give  up  the  brigade,  the 
legal  liability  would  rest  on  the  parishes. 
There  was  no  doubt  a  great  deal  to  be  said 
agabst  raising  the  money  neoessary  for 
maintaining  the  Fire  Bri^^uies  by  levying 
a  rate;  but»  at  the  same  time,  by  levying 
a  contribution  on  the  offices  they  were  en- 
abled to  reach  property  which  would  be 
protected^  but  whi^  would  not  pay  aay- 
thing  to  the  rates.  He  hoped  that  the 
lowering  of  the  duty  would  have  the  effect 
of  reducing  the  amount  of  property  unin- 
sured, and  that  would  diminisli  the  diffi- 
culty of  raising  the  contribution ;  because, 
of  course,  if  the  whole  of  the  property  of 
the  metropolis  was  insured  nothing  would 
be  fairer  than  to  raise  the  necessary  funds 
by  a  tax  on  the  offices.  As  to  the  Amend- 
ment itself,  he  must  object  to  it,  because 
the  present  scheme  was  a  compromisa 
which  he  should  be  sorry  to  disturb. 

Question  put,  «  That  the  words '  thirty- 
five'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  dioided : '^  kjm  61; 
Noes  16  :  Majority  45. 

Mb.  AYBTON  moved  an  Amendment 
to  make  the  contribution  to  the  Fire  Bri- 
gade proportional  to  the  amount  of  pre- 
mium rather  than  to  the  amount  of  in- 
surance. 

Mb.  T.  G.  BABING  reiterated  his  views 
that  the  contribution  ihoald  be  asaaiiiling 
to  the  amount  insured,  and  not  aeeerdiBg 
to  the  premium. 

Amendment  iM{0NiM^ 

Sib  MINTO  FABQUHAB  suggested 
that  the  period  during  which  the  Jnanr- 
ance  Companies  should  contribate  towards 
the  expenses  of  the  brigade  acoording  to 
their  present  rate,  instead  of  in  the  man- 
ner provided  by  the  Act,  should  be  extend- 
ed from  one  to  three  years. 

Mb.  AYBTON  thought  the  clanse 
should  be  omitted  from  the  Bill  idtogether. 

Mb.  T.  G.  BABING  agreed  to  extend 
the  period  to  two  years,  and  moved  the 
insertion  of  an  Amendment  at  the  end  of 
the  clause. 

Clause  amended  accordingly. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Clause  to  add  the  wordt  **  Pro- 
vided that  an  J  Insnranoe  Gompan/  which  at  the 
time  of  the  pasdng  of  this  Act  ooatribntet  lo  tiM 
expeniei  of  the  said  Fire  Engiae  ffittbliihwMi 
■M/,  in  reepeet  of  all  paTmenta  to  be  mnJn  hf  it 
in  the  jear  one  thMuaad  eight  bundrad  and  rnr^ 
six,  bnt  not  afterwards,  contrftalaal^ihsymr^ 
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the  House  to  make  soob  a  oooaoesaion  yrm 
that  the  Water  Companies  gave  water  gra- 
toitously  for  extingaishing  fires. 

Amendment  ne^iw$d. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bmnaining  elauaes  agreed  to. 

Mb.  AYETON  propose^  a  iiew  clause 
(Maintenance  of  floating  steam  fire^ngines 
on  the  Biyer  Thames  by  the  Board),  one 
provision  of  which  was  that  the  Con- 
senrators  of  the  River  Thames  should  pay 
£3,000  for  the  purpose  out  of  the  funds 
in  their  hands. 

Mb.  T.  G.  BARIKO  said,  he  could  not 
agree  to  the  clause,  the  Thames  Con- 
servators having  no  surplus. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mb.  AYBTON  proposed  to  add  a  clause 
(Persons  to  whom  assistance  has  been  given 
to  contribute  towards  the  maintenance  of 
the  Fire  Brigade.) 

Mb.  T.  0.  BAEING  opposed  the  dause. 

Clause  negatived. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Wl'reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con* 
sidered  on  Thmtday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.    [BiU  330.] 


r»te  of  ihiiiT-lIve  poimdfl  in  one  milUon  pounds 
of  the  business  in  respect  of  wbiob  it  contri- 
butes to  the  said  Fire  Engine  EstabUshment  for 
the  present  year,  aeoordinf  to  a  Retmm  which 
has  been  inrnislied  to  the  Cliainnan  of  tbo  said 
Metropolitan  Board,  instead  of  in  the  manner  ii^ 
this  Act  provided.**— -(Jfr.  Baring.) 

Qa96tion  pufc,  ^'That  the  proposed 
Amendment,  as  amended,  be  there  added.'' 

The  Committee  divided:  -*  Ayes  68 ; 
ffoesll:  Majority  67. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Clauses  12  to  15,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Contributions  by  Govern- 
ment towards  expenses  of  Brigade). 

Mb.  BLACKBXJBN  moved  the  omission 
of  the  words,  '^ten  thousand  pounds,"  in 
order  to  add — 

"  The  amoant  of  rate  of  hd,  in  the  ponnd  in  the 
fnU  and  &ir  anooai  ▼aloe  of  aU  property  belonging 
te  the  Grown  in  the  metropolis,  which  would,  if 
rateable,  be  oliarged  to  the  relief  of  the  poor." 

Amendmont  nagcdived. 

Cinxae  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Expenses  of  Aot  not  speeially 
provided  for). 

Mb.  HARVET  lewis  moved  to  in- 
sert after  the  word  "  place,"  in  line  6,  the 
words — 

**  Snob  full  and  &Ir  annual  value  to  be  eem- 
puted  to  the  laat  valuation  for  the  time  being 
acted  upon  in  assesaing  the  county  rate." 

Mb.  AYBTON  thought  the  words  of 
the  Amendment  would  create  great  incon- 
venience if  they  differed  from  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Metropolitan  Iiocal  Manage- 
ment Act. 

Amendment  agreed  ta. 

Mb.  clay,  with  the  view  of  relieving 
the  Water  Companies  ft^m  the  payment 
of  rates  on  their  pipes,  those  Companies 
having  been  in  that  respect  very  badly 
treated,  moved  to  add  at  the  end  of  line  5, 

"Provided,  that  the  proportion  of  an/  such 
payment  by  the  OTerscer  of  any  parish  which  shall 
be  attribuUble  to  ratoe  paid  by  any  Water  Com- 
pany  in  respect  of  their  pipes  or  works,  may  be 
deducted  by  sueh  Water  Company  out  of  the  next 
payment  of  rates  demanded  by  such  overteer,  and 
ahall  be  allowed  by  him  accordingly." 

Mb.  HABYEY  lewis  objected  to  the 
Amendment  on  the  ground  tiiat  it  would 
gjve  rise  to  great  litigation. 

Mb-  T.  G.  baring  also  dissented  from 
ike  Amendment. 

Mb.  clay  denied  that  any  litigation 
would  necessarily  arise  in  consequence  of 
^  addition  of  the  words  he  had  proposed, 
and  aaid  that  the  iieaaon  why  he  had  asked 


ROADS  AND  BRIDGES  (SCOTLAND) 

{re<ommUU4)  BILL. 
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Bill  eomidered  in  Committee  [Progress 
19th  June]. 

Amendments  made. 

IiOBn  ELCHO,  in  moving  that  the  Chair- 
man report  Progress^  saio^  he  did  so  it^ 
order  that  he  might  have  an  onportunity 
of  making  a  statement  as  to  the  portion 
of  the  measure,  and  the  motives  by  which 
he  had  been  actuated  in  bringing  it  for- 
ward. There  was,  however,  smaU  need 
for  explanation  since  a  paper  which  he 
held  in  his  hand,  explaining  the  reasons 
for  introducing  the  Bill  and  me  arguments 
in  its  support,  had  been  scattered  broad- 
cast over  Scotland,  and  had  been  seQt  to 
every  official  person  and  every  one  who 
might  be  supposed  to  be  interested  in  the 
subject.  He  had  brought  it  forward  at 
the  instance  of  a  large  number  of  people 
in  Scotland  who  were  anxious  that  there 
should  be  an  improvement  in  the  system 
of  maintaining  roads  in  that  country. 
YariouB  measures  for  that  purpose  had 
been  laid  before  Parliament,  and  it  had 
been  frequently  debc^ted  in  Umi  Qouse. 
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The  reenlt  was  that  a  Royal  Commiseion 
was  appointed  which  had  recommended 
that  all  tolls  should  he  aholished,  and  that 
the  turnpike  roads  should  he  maintained 
for  the  future  hj  an  assessment.  In  con- 
sequence, tolls  had  been  abolished  in  various 
districts  of  Scotland  by  means  of  Private 
Bills ;  but  he  (Lord  Elcho)  and  those  with 
whom  he  acted,  finding  that  the  feeling 
in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  tolls  was  so 
general,  and  that  so  many  counties  were 
applying  to  Parliament  for  special  Bead 
Bills,  came  to  the  opinion  that  this  was  a 
good  opportunity  for  bringing  in  a  general 
Bill  which  would  make  it  necessary  for 
counties  to  make  their  special  applications. 
A  Bill  was  drawn  up  by  a  Committee  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose,  and  was  sent  to 
us  to  be  introduced  before  Parliament,  but 
ad  its  object  was  confined  to  the  one  point 
of  abolishing  tolls,  it  was  felt  that  there 
was  little  chance  of  its  obtaining  the 
assent  of  that  House.  Great  pains  were 
taken  to  draw  up  a  series  of  Amendments, 
which  it  was  Uiought  would  make  the 
Bill  more  acceptable  to  the  House,  and 
the  delay  thus  occasioned  was  the  reason 
wh^  the  Bill  now  came  on  at  so  late  a 
period  of  the  Session.  The  Bill  as  it  came 
before  the  House  was  simply  a  permissive 
one ;  for  it  had  been  found,  from  the  nature 
of  the  various  applications  for  Private 
Bills,  that  the  circumstances  of  the  dif- 
ferent counties  were  so  varied  that  it  was 
essential  that  the  measure  should  be  made 
elastic  so  as  to  be  adapted  to  the  require- 
ments of  the  various  districts.  With  re- 
gard to  the  general  principles  of  the  BiU, 
he  might  describe  uiem  as  being  three  in 
number.  ^  One  provided  for  a  better  method 
of  establishing  the  claims  upon  statute 
labour  roads ;  another  was  for  the  consoli- 
dation of  tolls,  so  as  to  maintain  roads  at 
a  cheaper  rate  ;  but  the  third  and  chief 
point  was  the  proposal  to  maintain  roads 
by  assessment  instead  of  tolls,  as  they  were 
maintained  in  Ireland.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive a  greater  mistake  on  the  part  of  the 
railway  companies  than  that  they  should 
ask  to  be  relieved  from  the  just  assessment 
of  their  property  for  the  support  of  roads 
— for  it  must  be  to  their  advantage  that 
they  should  have  good  roads  to  take 
travellers  to  and  from  the  railways.  But 
another  opponent  of  the  Bill  was  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ayr  (Sir  James 
Fergusson),  who  had  given  notice  to  move 
that  the  county  of  Ayr  be  excluded  from 
the  Bill.  They  could  not  have  anticipated 
the  opposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  for  he 
ZardBloho 


was  one  of  the  Commission  which  recom- 
mended the  abolition  of  tolls.  Neitha  did 
they  expect  to  have  any  opposition  from 
the  burghs,  as  they  had  supposed  they  at 
least  would  like  their  communication  with 
their  counties  to  be  unfettered  by  tolls. 
The  burghs,  however,  took  a  different 
view.  The  burgh  which  seemed  to  be 
most  violent  in  opposition  was  Perth.  It 
seemed  to  think  that  it  represented  all 
Scotland,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  that  burgh  (Mr.  Einnaird)  showed 
himself  a  worthy  representative  of  that 
spirit.  Up  to  the  present  moment,  it  had 
been  found  impossible  to  satisfy  the  boigh 
of  Perth ;  but  all  the  other  towns — with 
the  exception,  of  course,  of  Edinburgh, 
Glasgow,  and  other  very  large  plaoee — 
were  satisfied  with  the  chimges  which 
have  been  made  in  the  BilL  What  they 
objected  to  was  that  any  portion  of  the 
assessment  should  be  phu^  on  the  bnrgh. 
But  it  was  manifest  that  the  Mrest  plan 
was  that  proposed  by  the  Bill — to  aaaees 
the  various  parishes  according  to  the  mile- 
age by  the  assessor  appointed  for  that 
purpose.  The  burghs  which  were  the 
chief  opponents  of  the  BiU  had  all,  exe^t 
Perth,  withdrawn  their  opposition;  but 
the  special  ground  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  in  his  notice  on 
the  paper  claimed  to  exempt  Perth,  was 
not  a  little  curious.  He  proposed  that 
Perth  should  be  exempt,  because  the 
Harbour  Commissioners  have  incurred  a 
heavy  debt  for  the  improvement  of  the 
river  communication  on  the  Tay.  That 
argument — if  argument  it  could  be  called 
— was  equally  applicable  to  every  town 
which  had  spent  money  on  public  improve- 
ments. There  was  another  clause  to  be 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  who  ob- 
jected to  pay  any  portion  of  any  debt  now 
owing  by  the  roads.  But  what  did  the 
Bill  propose  ?  Simply  that  the  occupiers 
should  pay  the  interest,  and  the  landlords 
the  capital.  At  present,  it  was  well 
known  that  the  occupiers  paid  the  interest ; 
and  the  Bill,  therefore,  left  them  exBcikj 
where  it  found  them.  The  promoters  had 
steadily  kept  in  view  the  principle  that 
the  BiU  ought  not  to  shift  any  burdens  or 
alter  liabiUties,  but  simply  to  unfetter  ihe 
traveUer's  legs,  so  that  he  might  travel 
more  easily.  However,  it  was  manifest 
that  the  BiU  could  not  pass  this  Session, 
and,  therefore,  aU  he  proposed  was  that 
any  enterprizing  Member  of  the  new  Par- 
Uament  introducing  a  BiU  on  the  subject 
should   have    the    advantage    of   seeing 
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this  Bill  amended  as  proposed.    He  there- 
fore proposed  to  go  into  Committee  pro 
formd,  that  the  Amendments  might  he 
printed,    and    not    to    proceed    farther. 
Whether  anj  very  enihusiastio  Gentle- 
man took  up  this  Buhject  in  the  new 
Parliament  or  not  depended  very  much 
as  to  what  took  place  in  Scotland;  hnt 
whether  his  Bill  passed  or  not,  tolls  would 
soon  he    extinguished.     Such  heing  his 
opinion,  it  might  he  asked  why  trouhle 
himself  ahout  any  Bill  at  all  ?    The  reason 
he  wished  to  see  the  Bill  passed  was  that 
so  many  counties  would  apply  for  private 
authority,  and  he  wished  to  save  them 
the  expense  of  coming  to  Parliament  for 
so  many  private  Acts.     Out  of  the  thirty- 
three  counties  of  Scotland,   eleven  were 
free  of  tdls;  and  of  the  remainder,  some, 
he  knew,  were  ahout  to  apply  to  Parlia- 
ment.    The  spirit  of  Bebecca  was   not 
stifled.     They  all  remembered    how  she 
startled  us  some  years  ago  with  her  white 
nightcap  and   long  white  -shift,  and  her 
weapons,  the  crowbar  and  hatchet;  but 
when  they  saw  her  again  she  would  be 
clothed  in  a  lawyer's  gown  and  wig,  and 
be  armed  with  a  blue  bag  and  a  loDg  bill. 
In  the  course  of  a  very  few  years  these 
toUfl  would  be  swept  away,  but  it  would 
be  better  for  Scotland  if  it  were  done  by 
means  of  some  such  measure  as  he  was 
now  proposing  to  withdraw.     The  noble 
Lord  moved  that  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress. 

Moved,  That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress. 

Mr.  BLACKBTJEN  said,  any  Scotch 
Member  who  took  up  this  subject  in  the 
new  Parliament  would  find  it  rather  a 
hopeless  one.  There  could  be,  however,  no 
objection  to  the  Bill  being  put  into  a  more 
perfect  shape,  with  a  view  to  its  considera- 
tion hereafter.  The  noble  Lord  was  mis- 
taken in  thinking  that  he  (Mr.  Blackburn) 
opposed  his  Bill  in  the  interests  of  the 
railway  companies.  They  had  nothing  to 
ask.  He,  however,  objected  to  permissive 
Bills  altogether.  The  noble  Lord,  how- 
ever, he  might  be  permitted  to  say,  was 
eminentiy  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the 
country  for  the  pains  and  trouble  he  had 
bestowed  on  the  measure. 

Mb.  STIBLINa  said,  the  noble  Lord 
had  not  quite  done  justice  to  the  county 
which  he  (Mr.  Stirling)  had  the  honour 
to  represent.  He  was  aware  that  when 
the  Bill  came  before  Parliament  the 
county  of  Perth  did  not  view  it  in  a  very 
ftvourable  light;  but  after  it  had  been 


amendedi  they  were  disposed  to  look  upon 
it  with  a  much  more  approving  eye.  The 
noble  Lord  might,  therefore,  I  think  set 
down  the  county  of  Perth  as  favourable  on 
the  whole  to  his  measure.  He  concurred 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Stirling  (Mr. 
Blackburn)  that  the  noble  Lord  deserved 
the  highest  praise  for  having  taken  up  this 
subject,  and  the  light  he  had  thrown  on  it. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  thought  every 
one  would  admit  the  care  and  ability  with 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  discharged  his 
self-imposed  task,  and  he,  for  one,  re- 
gretted his  labours  had  not  bcon  crowned 
with  the  success  they  deserved.  If  the 
Scotch  Members  would  take  a  larger  grasp 
of  the  subject,  and  not  allow  difficulties 
such  as  would  arise  in  all  cases  of  this 
kind  to  be  regarded  as  insurmountable, 
there  would  be  no  impossibility  in  passmg 
this  Bill  even  now. 

Colonel  SYKES  :  The  principle  of  the 
Bill  was  right;  but  there  were  private 
interests  and  associations  which  were  op* 
posed  to  any  general  measure  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  believed  a  Bill  to  abolish  tolls 
would  be  generally  approved  if  their  in- 
terests could  be  propitiated. 

SiK  JOHN  OGILVT  could  not  refrain 
from  tendering  his  thanks  to  the  noble  Lord 
for  the  able  and  frank  manner  in  which 
he  had  done  his  best  to  meet  all  objections. 

Motion  withdraum. 

Bill  reported;  to  he  printed,  as  amended 


repori 


[Bill  231] ;  re-oommitted  for  Monday  next. 


REVIEWS  OF  THE  MILITU. 
(lUKSTION.. 

LoBD  BtJRGHLEY  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  make  provision 
in  the  next  Militia  Estimates  for  Brigading 
Regiments  for  Eeview  during  the  last 
week  of  the  Annual  Training  ? 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON 
said,  he  was  not  able  to  give  a  defUiite 
answer  to  the  Question  of  his  noble  Friend, 
the  matter  being  one  that  must  be  reserved 
for  consideration  when  the  next  Estimates 
were  being  prepared.  It  was  not  simply 
a  matter  of  expense.  He  was  aware  ^t 
reviews  of  the  kind  proposed  would  be 
very  acceptable  to  a  great  many  militia 
officers;  but  tiiere  were  other  very  good 
officers  who  would  not  like  to  give  up  the 
time  that  would  be  necessary.  The  sub- 
ject, however,  should  receive  the  attention 
of  the  War  Office. 
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ARIIT—ItEORnrriIf0.— QUESTION. 

CoLovXL  KORTH  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary  of  State  for  War,  If  the  B^K>rt  of 
the  Committee  upon  the  Beoruiting  of  the 
Army  will  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
Honse  ? 

Thb  MABauBBB  ov  HABTINGTON 
said,  the  Beport  was  one  entirely  of  a 
Departmental  oharacter;  and,  theref<Hre, 
he  did  not  propose  to  lay  it  on  the  table 
of  the  House.  It  would  not  be  expedient 
to  state  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee until  they  should  have  been  consi- 
dered by  the  Horse  Guards  and  a  decision 
come  to  respecting  them. 

ITALT  —  CAPTURE    OF    ENOLISH    SUB- 
JEOTS  BT  BRIGANDS.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  OWEN  STANLEY  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, If  any  communications  have  taken 
place  between  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affidrs  and  the  Italian  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  detention  of  an 
English  gentleman  by  the  Brigands  ?  After 
the  amusing  and  pathetic  account  which 
had  appeared  in  Monday's  paper  his  hon. 
Friend  would  probably  thank  him  for 
putting'  the  question. 

Mb.  la  YARD  said,  the  accounts 
which  appeared  in  the  papers  last  week 
were  entirely  fabulous,  not  containing  one 
word  of  truth.  With  regard  to  Mr.  Moens, 
he  had  unfortunately  been  carried  off  by 
brigands  into  the  mountains,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goyemment  had  been  in  constant 
communication  with  the  Italian  Goyem- 
ment upon  the  matter.  Both  Goyemments 
were  doing  all  'they  could,  prudently,  to 
obtain  his  release ;  but  as  the  subject  was 
one  requiring  delicate  management  his  hon. 
Friend,  of  course,  would  not  expect  him 
to  go  into  details  of  the  actual  steps  taken. 
This  morning  intelligence  had  reached 
that  the  chief  of  these  brigands  had  been 
captured.  He  was  not  aware  whether  Mr. 
Moens  had  been  yet  released,  but  he  hoped 
that  eyent  would  not  be  long  deferred. 

CHINA— FOREIGN    VESSELS    UNDER 
THE  CHINESE  FLAO.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  LIBBELL  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
any  communications  haye  passed  between 
the  Foreign  Office  and  Her  Majesty's  Ee- 
presentatiye  in  China,  relatiye  to  the  per- 
mission said  to  haye  been  giyen  by  the 
Chinese  Goyemment  to  its  sal^'eota  to  own 


Foreign  Vessels  and  sail  them  under  the 
Chinese  Flag ;  and,  whether,  with  a  yiew 
of  affording  protection  to  the  crews  and 
cargoes  of  sucn  yessels,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yemment anticipate  the  necessity  of  any 
increase  of  our  Nayal  Forces  in  Chinese 
waters,  or  whether  the  protection  of  its 
Flag  will  be  left  exclusiyely  to  the  Chinese 
Goyemment,  and  all  risks  attending  such 
trade,  coasting  or  otherwise,  left  to  be 
home  by  such  Chinese  owners  ? 

Me.  LATAED  said,  there  had  been  a 
report  to  the  aboye  effect  in  the  public 
papers,  but  the  Goyemment  had  receiyed 
no  information  on  the  subject  either  fix>m 
the  British  Consul  at  Shanghai  or  from 
Her  Migeaty's  Minister  at  Pekin. 

MASTER  M Ai^UFAOTURERS— REKTAL 
ON  MACHINERT.— QUESTION. 

Sir  ROBERT  CLIFTON  asked  tiie 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whetiia 
his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
hardship  inflicted  upon  working  men  by 
Master  Manufacturers  in  their  ohai^  of 
rental  upon  machinery  in  reduction  of  Uieir 
earnings,  and  in  contrayention  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Truck  Act ;  and  whether  it 
was  his  intention  to  introduce  a  BiU  for 
remedying  that  hardship  ? 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he  had 
not  receiyed  any  representations  on  tiie 
subject,  and  consequently  there  was  no 
present  intention  to  legislate. 

THE  ARGENTINE  REPUBLIC  —  TREAT- 
MENT  OF  A  BRITISH  OFFICE  R« 
auEsnoK. 

ADmsLLL  WALCOTT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  he 
can  giye  any  information  respecting  the 
treatment  to  which  Lieutenant  Johnson, 
of  the  Royal  Nayy,  has  been  subjected  on 
the  south-east  coast  of  America  ?  It  ap- 
peared that  one  eyening  Lieutenant  John- 
son was  on  shore  when  his  attention  was 
attracted  to  two  men,  one  of  whom  ap- 
peared to  be  murdering  the  other.  He 
rushed  forward  and  wrenched  the  piaiol 
or  knife  fVom  the  assailant,  who,  haying 
dealt  him  a  blow,  made  his  escape.  After 
this,  the  police  came  up  and  seized  Lieu- 
tenant Johnson,  considering  that  he  waa. 
the  party  who  had  murdered  the  other 
man.  In  spite  of  his  protestations  to  the 
contrary  they  carried  him  off  to  priaon, 
and  ten  hours  elapsed  before  he  was  libe- 
rated. 
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Mb.  ULYARD  said,  the  Ceu^ts  of  the 
case  were  not  exactly  as  the  gallant  Ad- 
miral had  stated  them.  The  occarrence  took 
place  in  the  Argentine  Bepuhlio,  not  at  Bio. 
laeutenant  Johnson  was  returning  home 
late  one  night  when  he  heard  screams 
iBSfUDg  from  a  house.      He  endeayoured 
to  enter  hy  the  front  door,  hut  found  it 
locked.      He  went  round  to  the  hack, 
and  thus  gained  admission.    He  then  saw 
two  men  in  mortal  conflict    He  interfered 
and  wrenched  the  pistol  from  one  of  the 
men,  who  then  escaped.     Some  watchmen 
came  in,  and  seeing  a  man  dangerously 
wounded,  they  seized  Lieutenant  John- 
son and  severely  heat  him.     They  then 
carried   him    off   to   prison,    where    he 
was  locked  up  for  man^  hours,  and  only 
released  when  he  explamed  who  he  was. 
Mr.  Thornton,  the  British  representative 
in  that  country,  brought  the  subject  under 
the  consideration  of  tiie  Argentine  Repub- 
lic, and  an  apology  was  made  for  what 
bad  been  done,  and  the  watchmen  had 
been  apprehended  and  would  be  tried  for 
the  offence  of  which  they  had  been  guilty. 
The  representative  of  the  Argentine  Re- 
public in  this  country  had  also  expressed 
nis  regret  to  Earl  Russell  at  the  circum- 
stance whicli  had  taken  place. 

UNIVBRSITT  EDUCATION  (IRELAND). 
KOnOK  VOB  AK  ADDRESS. 

The  O'DONOGHTJE,  in  rising  to 
move— 

"That  ao  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jetty,  representing  to  Her  Migesty  that  oon- 
Boientions  objeoiions  to  the  present  system  of 
UniTersi^  education  in  Ireland  preyents  a  large 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  sabjecte  from  eigoyiog 
the  advaiitages  of  a  XJniTeivity  education,  and 
prayiog  that  suob  steps  may  be  taken  as  will 
remedy  thia  grieyance," 

said,  that  he  made  his  Motion  with  the 
grea^test  confidence,  hecause  he  helieved 
there  never  was  a  period  when  legislation 
was  so  little  influenced  hy  mere  party  and 
sectarian  prejudice,  and  his  experience 
had  led  him  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
was  a  growing  anxiety  on  the  part  of  the 
Legislature,  and  also  on  Uie  part  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  English  people,  to  es- 
tablish equal  laws  throughout  the  Empire, 
and  place  all  Her  Majest;^s  subjects  on  a 
footing  of  perfect  equality,  as  the  best 
means  of  preventing  sectarian  divisions  and 
attaching  all  classes  of  the  people  to  the 
Throne  and  Constitution,  li  he  showed 
that  the  effect  of  the  present  system  of 
TTniverBity  education  in  Ireland  was  to 


prevent  a  great  number  of  Her  Migestv's 
suhjects  from  availing  themselves  of  the 
advantages  of  University  education,  he 
should  have  proved  the  existence  of  a  great 
grievance,  and  one  which  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  assist  in  redressing. 
It  was  the  great  boast  of  England  that  she 
famished  the  brightest  example  of  tolera- 
tion, and  that  nowhere  were  the  rights  of 
conscience  so  scrupulously  guarded.  He 
therefore  did  not  expeet  to  be  told  that 
the  Legislature  was  bound  to  give  to  mem- 
bers of  Uie  Established  Church  and  to 
Presbyterians  what  it  was  bound  to  refuse 
to  the  Boman  Catholics.  He  was  confident 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  House  that  all 
sects  and  classes  were  entitled  to  full  and 
equal  justice,  and  that  all  ought  to  parti- 
cipate m  all  the  rights  and  pri^eges  which 
it  was  possible  for  British  subjects  to  en- 
joy. The  Legidature  could  not  oonfer 
exclusive  privileges  upon  one  class  without 
producing  discontent  among  others,  and 
thus  imj^rilling  the  peace  and  safety  of 
the  Empire.  ^Die  members  of  the  Estab« 
lishment  and  the  Presbyterians  would  not 
submit  to  be  deprived  of  educational  or 
any  other  advantages  enjoyed  by  others  ; 
and  he  would  say,  on  the  part  of  his  Bo- 
man  Catholic  f^ow- subjects  and  oo-reli* 
gionists,  that  they  refused  to  admit  the 
exceptional  treatment  to  which  they  had 
hitherto  been  exposed  in  regard  to  Uni- 
versity education.  Their  position  was  one 
of  grievous  inferiority.  The  relative  posi- 
tion of  the  three  religious  denominations 
had  been  described  by  Sir  John  Qray  in  a 
speech  before  the  Dublin  Corporation.  He 
stated  that  while  there  was  a  Univer- 
sity for  600,000  Protestants,  and  q^ial 
arrangements  for  the  Presbyterians,  the 
Koman  CathoUcs,  numbering  4,500,000  of 
the  population,  had  as  Eoman  Catholics 
no  recognized  University  and  no  educa- 
tional institution  of  a  high  order  of  which, 
as  Eoman  Catholics,  they  could  avail 
themselves.  The  Eoman  Catholics  had  no 
wish  to  deprive  their  fellow-countrymen  of 
any  advantages  they  enjoyed — they  only 
asked  to  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  equa- 
lity with  their  fellow-subjects  and  oo- 
reUgionists  in  England,  in  Canada,  and 
Australia.  He  thought  that  the  experi- 
ence of  the  past  ought  to  have  convinced 
every  reasonable  man  that  the  Eoman  Ca- 
tholics entertained  conscientious  objections 
to  the  present  system  of  University  educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  that  these  objections 
were  insuperable.  They  had  persistently 
reflised  to  avail  themselvee  of  the  present 
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system,  and  this  ought  to  be  accepted  as  a 
proof  that  it  had  failed  to  satisfy  their 
JQst  claims  and  requirements.  He  took  it 
for  granted,  of  coarse,  that  no  one  would 
be  foolish,  impolitic,  or  wicked  enough  to 
tell  the  Catholics  of  Ireland,  "  You  must 
oyercome  your  scruples  or  do  without 
TTniversity  education."  Every  one  was 
aware  that  Trinity  College  was,  and  always 
had  been,  essentially  Protestant,  and  that 
no  one  was  admitted  either  to  the  teaching 
or  governing  body  who  was  not  a  member 
of  the  Established  Church.  Now,  it  was 
not  likely  that  the  character  of  Trinity 
College  would  be  altered  in  order  to  meet 
the  wants  of  the  Catholics.  Then,  as  all 
knew,  educational  experiments  had  been 
tried  by  the  establishment  of  the  Queen's 
CoU^es;  and  among  the  peculiarities  of 
their  foundation  were  these  two  very  re- 
markable incidents,  as  they  were  called — 
first  that  they  were  to  be  kept  free  even 
from  the  bare  suspicion  of  having  any 
pious  or  religious  tendencies  whatever; 
and,  in  the  next  place,  that  persons  of  any 
religious  creed,  or  of  none  at  all,  might  be- 
long to  the  governing  body.  Now  these 
extraordinary  peculiarities,  operating  upon 
the  minds  of  a  people  who  had  always 
invested  the  instructors  of  youth  with 
certain  indispensable  characteristics  and 
qualifications,  had  produced  the  miserable 
failure  to  which  he  would  now  call  atten- 
tion, fie  would  first  of  all  show  the  total 
number  of  students  in  each  of  the  Univer- 
sity Colleges  in  Ireland,  including  Trinity 
College,  and  then  give  the  number  of 
Catholics  in  each.  In  Belfast  the  total 
number  of  students  was  405,  of  whom  the 
Catholics  were  22 ;  in  Cork  the  total  num- 
ber of  students  was  263,  of  Catholics  123 ; 
in  Gal  way  the  total  number  was  169,  the 
Catholics  78 ;  and  in  Trinity  College  the 
number  of  students  was  about  1,000,  of 
whom  the  Catholics  were  45.  The  total 
number  of  students  in  the  legally  recog 
nized  Colleges  in  Ireland  was  1,837,  of 
whom  the  number  of  Catholics  was  only 
268.  Now,  it  could  be  shown  that  while 
the  number  of  Catholics  attending  the 
recognized  Universities  was  but  14  per 
cent  of  the  whole,  the  number  attending 
the  intermediate  schools  for  superior  eda- 
cation,  of  which  there  were  sixty- seven 
under  the  clergy,  was  fully  equal  to  that  of 
all  the  other  denominations  attending  the 
same  class  of  schools.  According  to  the 
Census  Returns  of  1861  the  total  number 
of  pupils  in  the  intermediate  schools  was 
above  14,000,  of  whom  more  than  7,000 
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were  Catholics.  That  fact  must  be  taken 
as  a  proof  that  but  for  the  oonsoientious 
objections  to  which  he  had  refared  the 
number  of  Catholics  attending  the  Uni- 
venitiee  in  Ireland  would  be  infinitely 
more  than  at  present,  and  at  least  equal 
to  the  number  of  youths  of  every  other 
denomination  receiving  a  University  edu- 
cation. Coming  now  to  the  number  (^ 
degrees  in  Arts  granted  in  any  year  to 
the  students  of  the  three  Queen's  Col- 
leges  it  would  be  found,  first,  that  the 
two  Colleges  of  Cork  and  Galway  were 
merely  schools  as  far  as  Arts  were  con- 
cerned, a  considerable  number  of  the 
students  being  under  fifteen,  while  tiioee 
above  that  age  were  almost  entirely  pro- 
fessional students ;  and,  in  the  next  plaoe, 
that  the  Belfast  College  was  the  only  one 
of  the  three  which  was,  properly  speaking, 
the  college  of  a  University.  But  Belfast 
was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  a  denomina- 
tional institution.  It  was  almost  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  Presbyterians.  Among 
the  Professors  there  was  not  a  single  Bo- 
man  Catholic,  and  all  except  one  or  two 
were  Presbyterians;  and  out  of  405 
students  attending  it  there  were  only 
twenty-two  Catholic  students.  In  Clork 
and  Galway  the  number  of  students  in 
Arts  scarcely  exceeded  the  number  of 
scholarships.  In  1864  the  degrees  in  Arts 
granted  were  of  LL.B.  in  Belfast  one,  in 
Cork  and  in  Qalway  none ;  of  A.M.  in 
Belfast  nine,  in  Cork  one,  and  in  Gal- 
way one;  and  of  A.B.  in  Belfast  forty- 
three,  in  Cork  nine,  in  Galway  seven. 
Of  all  the  degrees  in  Arts  granted  in  1 864 
Belfast  took  71,  Cork  14,  and  Galway  13, 
and  of  all  the  professional  degrees  in 
the  same  year  Belfast  took  35,  QoA  38, 
and  Galway  26  per  cent.  In  short,  Bel- 
fast College  was  the  only  one  which  ful- 
filled its  natural  functions,  while  the  otiier 
two  were  simply  employed  in  providing 
the  country  with  third-rate  doctors.  The 
amount  of  professional  education  given 
in  the  Queen's  Colleges  might  be  judged 
from  the  fact  that  57  per  cent  in  Cork 
were  medical  students,  and  of  263  matri- 
culated only  62  were  students  in  Arts.  He 
had  shown  that  the  number  of  Catholics 
availing  themselves  of  University  educa- 
tion in  Ireland  as  compared  with  that  of 
the  Protestants  was  very  small,  while  the 
number  of  Catholics  who  attended  the 
superior  schools  for  intermediate  educa- 
tion fully  equalled  the  number  of  thoae 
who  belonged  to  all  other  denominaticMia 
attending  schools  of  the  same  class.     The 
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inference  was  that  the  present  TTniyersity 
system  of  education  in  Ireland  did  not 
equal  the  requirements  of  the  Catholics. 
He  had  also  shown  that  the  attendance  of 
students  at  two  of  the  three  Colleges,  not 
onlj  in  reference  to  Catholics  but  also  to 
the   whole    community,    was    miserably 
nnall,  and  that  two  of  those  Colleges  were 
nothing  more  than  third-rate  schools  of 
medicine.     It  was   quite  clear  that  the 
number  of  Catholics  attending  the  Queen's 
Colleges  was  never  likely  to  increase  to 
sny  considerable  extent,  because  the  in- 
termediate schools,  which  would  naturally 
supply  the  Colleges  with  students,  were 
all  under    the    control  of   the   Catholic 
clergy,  between  whom  and  the  Queen's 
Colleges  there  never  could  be  any  har- 
mony or   sympathy  of  any  kind,  since 
these  institutions  had  been  condemned  by 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church.   What,  then, 
was  the  remedy  ?    It  was  a  very  simple 
one,  and  one  which  depended  upon  the 
Parliament  and  Government  of  this  conntry 
to  apply  or  not.     Let  a  charter,  conferring 
the  power  of  granting  degrees,  as  well  as  a 
chaiter  of  incorporation,  be  granted  to  the 
Catholic  University  which  already  existed 
in  Dublin,   though  without  a  legally  re- 
cognized existence.     That  institution  had 
been  founded  by  the  Catholics,  and  was 
supported  by  them.     A  sum  of  £130,000 
had    already    been    contributed    by  the 
Catholics  for  its  support.     They  did  not 
come  to  the  State  and  ask  for  a  grant  of 
public  money.     All  they  asked  the  State 
to  give  was  those  powers  and  that  character 
without  which  a  University  could  be  of 
no  practical   benefit  to    the  community. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  their  demand  was 
founded  upon  justice  and  was  supported 
hj  unanswerable  precedents.     The  Mem- 
bers of  the  Establishment  in  Ireland  had 
their  chartered  University;    so  had  the 
Presbyterians.    The  Protestant  Dissenters 
in  England  had  theirs.     The  Catholics  of 
Canada  and  Australia  had  their  chartered 
Universities,  their  Colleges   endowed  by 
the  State  and  governed  by  Catholic  bishops. 
Then  on  what  principle  were  the  Eoman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  to  be  treated  differently 
in  this  matter  from  all  other  subjects  of 
the  Crown  ?    Why  were  they  to  be  de- 
nied the  right  of  free  education  ?    Why 
were  they  to  be  told,  as  they  now  practi- 
cally were,  **  You  must  either  avail  your- 
selves of  the  University  system  which  it 
is  our  pleasure  to  provide,  or  do  with- 
out   University    education    altogether?*' 
The  Catholics  answered,  and  their  answer 
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was  practically  and  forcibly  given  by  Sir 
John  Gray,  **  We  are  excluded  for  con- 
science sake ;  we  are  allowed,  but  cannot 
enter."  lie  would  not  weary  the  House 
by  calling  attention  to  the  examination 
papers  of  the  Catholic  University,  but 
competent  judges  had  pronounced  them 
fully  up  to  the  recognized  University 
standard.  He  was  au&orized  to  say,  on 
the  part  of  the  heads  of  the  Catholic  Uni- 
versity, that  they  conrted  the  fullest  pub- 
licity, and  earnestly  desired  that  all  their 
arrangements  should  be  submitted  to  the 
most  searching  scrutiny.  Among  the  Pro- 
fessors were  many  whose  names  were  well 
known  to  fame.  He  would  only  mention 
two  or  three.  The  Professor  of  Chymistry 
was  Professor  Sullivan,  who  had  been  ap- 
pointed by  the  Government  to  a  similar 
position  in  the  Museum  of  Irish  Industry, 
and  in  connection  with  the  National  Board 
of  Education.  The  Professor  of  Medicine 
was  Dr.  Lyons,  who  had  been  selected  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  go  to  Lisbon 
upon  an  important  mission.  The  Professor 
of  Natural  Philosophy  was  Mr.  Hennessy, 
who  had  also  been  selected  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  assist  the  late  Admiral  FitzRoy  in 
his  scientific  investigations.  It  was  nnneces- 
sary  to  discuss  the  advantages  afforded  by 
a  University  education,  both  to  individuals 
and  to  society,  or  to  say  how  seriously  the 
want  of  such  an  education  was  felt 
throughout  every  grade  of  Catholic  society 
in  Ireland.  That  want  had  been  well 
illustrated  in  a  petition  addressed  to  that 
House,  praying  for  a  charter  for  the  Uni- 
versity.    The  petitioners  said — 

"That  as  a  UnWersitx  training  if  espeoially 
ofefol  to  all  who  propose  to  become  professors 
or  tutors  in  colleges  and  masters  in  grammar 
schools,  more  than  one-half  of  all  those  who  are 
engaged  in  the  conduct  of  superior  education  in 
Ireland  are  accordingly  unable  to  obtain  that 
training,  while  Catholic  students,  who  form  the 
majority  of  those  receiving  superior  education  in 
Ireland,  suffer  the  practical  grievance  that  those 
professors,  tutors,  and  masters  are  in  great  mea- 
sure deprived,  not  only  of  the  literary  and  scien- 
tific advantages  which  a  University  course  of 
studies  gives,  bat  also  of  the  social  consideration 
which  attaches  to  the  possession  of  academic 
degrees/' 

It  was  a  fact  that  very  few  of  the  CathoUo 
nobihty,  gentry,  lawyers,  and  medical  men 
had  had  the  advantage  of  going  through  a 
complete  University  course,  and  this  fact 
was  attributable  solely  to  the  want  of  a 
legally  recognized  Catholic  University, 
lie  contended,  then,  that  it  was  no  ex- 
aggeration to  say  that  the  want  of  a 
Catholic  University  was  a  great  grievancoi 
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and  that  it  was  trifling  with  the  dearest 
interests  of  Catholics  to  tell  them  that 
this  grieyanoe  must  he  perpetuated  in 
order  that  a  fancifnl  edncational  theory 
might  he  carried  ont.  The  Catholics  had 
a  consoientions  objection  to  the  present 
system,  and,  as  was  well  known,  had  em- 
phatiedly  objected  to  it.  On  the  part  of 
the  Catholics  in  Ireland,  in  the  name  of 
justice,  as  well  as  out  of  regard  to  the 
rights  of  conscience  and  the  principle  of 
according  equal  rights  and  privileges  to  all 
Her  Majesty's  subjects  of  different  creeds, 
he  asked  the  House  to  remove  these  edu- 
cational disabilities  from  the  Catholics, 
because  they  were  not  only  objectionable 
to  Uiem,  but  also  constituted  a  blot  on  the 
reputation  of  England,  and  were  unworthy 
of  that  generous  and  enlightened  spirit 
which  govemed  her  policy  in  the  present 
day.  He  appealed  to  his  Protestant  Col- 
leagues for  support,  and  he  did  so  with  all 
the  more  confidence  on  account  of  their 
knowledge  of  Uie  course  which  he  and  his 
co-religionists  had  taken  in  response  to  a 
similar  appeal  when  addressed  to  ^em. 
He  appealed  to  the  Goyemment,  who  al- 
ready had  given  many  proofs  of  the  just 
and  generous  motives  which  governed 
their  direction  of  public  affairs,  which  he, 
for  one,  frdly  recognized  and  was  deeply 
grateful  for;  and  he  asked  them  not  to 
stop  short  in  their  career,  but  to  persevere, 
intent  only  on  doing  justice  to  all  by 
the  establishment  of  equal  rights  and  pri- 
vileges for  every  class  and  denomination 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  proposing,  that  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, representing  to  Her  Majesty  that 
conscientious  objections  to  the  present 
system  of  University  Education  in  Ireland, 
prevent  a  large  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
Subjects  from  enjoying  the  advantages  of 
University  Education,  and  praying  that 
such  steps  may  be  taken  as  will  remove 
this  grievance. 

Mb.  BAQWELL  seconded  the  Motion, 
observing  that  the  hon.  Mover  had,  in  a 
speech  of  singular  moderation,  nearly  ex- 
hausted the  whole  subject.  He  thought 
that  the  hon.  Member  had,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  satisfactorily  shown  that 
the  state  of  things  in  Ireland,  with  regard 
to  University  Education  subsequent  to  the 
establishment  of  the  Queen's  Colleges,  was 
by  no  means  such  as  that  House  and  the 
country,  which  paid  so  largely  to  these 
institutions,  could  desire.  The  late  Sir 
Bobert  Peel — and  he  was  not  sure  but 
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that  statesman's  distinguidlied  represeota- 
tive  in  that  House  was  of  the  same  opimon 
— said  that  Ireland  was  always  the  diffi- 
culty of  every  Administration.  That  was 
true — and  the  reason  simply  was  beeaaae 
successive  Administrations  had  always  re* 
ftised  to  give  to  the  pec^le  of  Irelaiid  the 
privil^es  they  were  entitled  to,  or  beoanse, 
when  Uiey  gave  them,  they  had  not  giren 
them  with  a  liberal  hand,  but  had  dealt 
them  out  in  a  niggardly  way,  and  gaierally 
on  account  of  the  exigencies  of  party  fw 
the  sake  of  retaining  their  positions  on 
the  Treasury  Bench.  They  had,  howerer, 
invariably  refused,  and  still  contdnue  to 
refuse,  to  grant  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
that  measure  of  justice  which  had  been  so 
long  and  earnestly  called  for.  It  was 
melancholy  to  look  back  to  twenty  years 
ago,  when  the  Queen's  CoU^^  were  first 
instituted.  Sir  James  Graham  was  the 
Minister  who  carried  that  measure  through 
the  House,  and  perhaps  no  statesman  in 
England  at  the  time  was  more  capable  of 
taking  the  conduct  of  a  measure  of  that 
description ;  but  he  was  warned  over  and 
over  again  by  the  leaders  of  the  Iriah 
people  that  educational  colleges  founded 
without  a  religious  baJsis  would  fidL  Sir 
Robert  Inglis  denominated  the  measure  a 
gigantic  scheme  of  godless  education. 
There  never  was  in  that  Hoose  a  man 
more  eloquent  or  more  possessing  the  con- 
fidence of  the  Irish  people  than  Mr.  Shell, 
who  took  an  active  part  in  the  debates 
of  1 845,  and  he  declared  that  mixed  edn- 
cation  for  secular  purposes  ought  to  he 
combined  with  separate  religious  inatmo- 
tion  provided  by  the  State.  If  that  adviee 
had  been  followed,  in  what  a  different 
position  would  things  have  been  now!  Mr. 
O'Connell,  who  was  most  trusted  by  the 
Irish  people,  and  by  the  heads  of  the 
Church  of  which  he  was  a  member^  stated 
that  religion  must  be  introduced  into  the 
system,  or  it  would  not  be  received  by 
the  Irish  people,  who  were  essentially  a 
religious  people,  infidelity  being  unknoim 
in  Ireland.  Mr.  O'ConneU  called  on  the 
Government  to  act  manfully,  and  make  re- 
ligion the  basis  of  their  proceeding,  letting 
there  be  Presbyterianism  for  Presby  teriana. 
Protestantism  for  Protestants,  and  Catbo- 
licism  for  Catholics.  Lord  John  Bussell^ 
then  in  opposition,  saw  what  the  conae- 
quence  of  the  Queen's  Colleges,  as  pro- 
posed, would  be,  and  he  further  suggested 
the  appointment  of  chaplains,  observing 
that  lenity  College  should  be  thrown  open, 
or  religious  instruoti<m  should  be  provided 
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for  the  Eoman  Catholics.  That  was  the 
opinion  of  Lord  John  Kassell,  who  was 
never  looked  on  with  favonrable  eyes  by 
Oatholios — but  he  believed  that  they  were 
very  much  mistaken  in  their  estimation 
of  that  noble  Lord,  who  had  always  been 
a  sinoofe  promoter  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty.  He  entreated  the  Government, 
if  they  valued  Uie  good  wishes  of  the  Irish 
people  and  their  own  position  and  stand- 
ing as  a  Ministry  in  that  House,  to  look 
with  favour  upon  the  very  moderate  pro*  • 
poeition  now  submitted  to  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'  That  an  homble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  representing  to  Her  Majesty  that  con- 
scientious objections  to  the  present  system  of 
Unirersity  Education  in  Ireland  prevent  a  lar^e 
number  of  Her  Minesty's  Subjects  from  enjoying 
the  adTaatages  of  UniTmrsity  Education,  and  pray- 
ing that  sueh  steps  may  be  taken  as  will  remove 
th^  grievance/'--^  The  O'Donoghue.) 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY :  Sir,  the  subject 
under  discussion  has  been  brought  forward 
in  a  very  temperate  and  able  speech  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Tra- 
lee  (the  O'Donoghue),  and  has  a  very 
important  bearing  on  the  highest  class  of 
education  in  Lreland.  It  undoubtedly 
Bffeets  a  lai^e  portion  of  our  fellow-sub- 
jects  in  that  country,  and  if  it  could  be 
shown  that  they  labour  under  any  positive 
disadvantage  with  respect  to  University 
education,  as  compared  with  other  classes 
of  tlieir  fellow-subjects,  they  would  be 
well  entitled  to  have  their  case  fairly  and 
deliberately  considered  by  this  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Tndee  has  confined  his  Motion  and  his 
speech  to  University  education,  but  I  un- 
derstood him  to  refer  not  only  to  the 
coarse  of  education  and  instruction  in 
literatnre  and  science  pursued  in  the  Uni- 
versities, but  also  to  the  results  of  that 
coarse  in  qualifying  for  academical  de- 
grees. Kow,  a  degree  is  not  merely  a 
nominal  distinction.  However  valuable 
in  itself,  as  a  test  and  proof  of  a  man 
having  obtained  a  certain  proficiency  in 
literotore  and  science — valuable  as  the 
standard  of  intellectual  improvement  is 
high  — it  confers  a  substantial  advan- 
tage in  professional  pursuits  in  after  life. 
In  some  professions  a  degree  is  an  indis- 
pensable condition  of  practice.  In  others 
it  oonfBrs  adrantages  when  a  man  enters 
npon  his  profession.  Thus,  in  the  case  of 
^e  Bar,  I  b^eve  that  a  person  who  has 
taken  his  M.A.  degree  may  be  called  two 
years  earlier  than  he  otherwise  could  be. 


In  Irdand,  before  the  foundation  of  the 
Queen's  University,  a  degree  could  only 
be  obtained  through  the  Dublin  Univer- 
sity— ^that  is,  Trinity  College ;  and  though 
Trinity  College  was  liberal  in  its  system 
of  conferring  degrees,  so  fieur  as  related  to 
reb'gious  tests  not  requiring  them  with 
regard  to  lay  degrees  at  all—- yet,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (the  O'Donoghue) 
has  stated,  Trinity  College  is  aa  estab- 
lishmrat  so  essentially  Protestant  and  so 
essentially  oonneoted  with  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  that  we  can  hardly  be 
surprised  if  oomparatively  few  Romaa 
Catholics  availed  tliemselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  by  Trinity  College  of 
obtaining  Academical  degrses.  It  was 
under  these  circumstances  that  in  1845 
the  Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  pro« 
posed  the  foundation  of  what  are  now 
known  as  the  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland. 
A  new  University,  capable  of  conferring 
degrees,  was  not  made  an  essential  part  dt 
the  scheme;  but  it  was  dearly  in  1^ 
contemplation  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  of 
the  Government  of  that  day  t^at  a  Uni- 
versity would  follow,  provided  the  Col- 
leges too&  root  in  the  country  and  promised 
to  become  permament.  This  was  indi- 
cated in  the  speech  made  by  Sir  James 
Graham  in  moving  for  leave  to  introduce 
that  Bill.  The  first  step  towards  the 
foundation  of  the  University  was  the 
establishment  of  those  three  Colleges,  and 
the  ohject — with  which  I  entirely  cwi- 
curred  at  the  time,  and  the  importance  of 
which  I  cannot  underrate — was  that  of 
affording  the  best  possible  secular  educa- 
tion for  the  youth  of  Ireland,  irrespective 
of  religious  creed,  no  distinctive  religious* 
teaching  being  admitted  into  the  system, 
but  means  being  provided  for  voluntary 
religious  instruction  of  students  attend- 
ing these  Universities,  by  clergymen  of  the 
re9pective  denominations  to  which  those 
students  belonged.  I  cannot  but  think 
that  that  object  well  deserved  the  atten- 
tion of  Parliament,  and  was  dictated  by 
a  liberal  and  enlightened  policy  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  which  proposed 
it.  The  endeavour  was  to  bring  toge- 
ther young  men  of  different  creeds,  hi- 
therto separated  by  strong  religious  ani- 
mosities, into  friendly  social  intercourse 
and  an  honourable  rivalry  and  emula- 
tion in  the  attainment  of  knowledge, 
and  thus  to  fit  them  for  the  common 
performance,  free  from  religious  differ- 
ences, of  the  duties  devolving  upon  tiiem 
as  citisens  of  a  common  country.  After 
T  2 
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these  Colleges  had  been  established  for 
six  years,  the  Govemment  of  the  day, 
in  1854,  earned  into  effect  the  intention 
annonnced    by  the  Gbyemment   of   Sir 
Eobert  Peel  —  of  founding  a  University 
by  which    degrees  should  be  conferred 
independently  altogether  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin.    A  charter  was  therefore 
granted  to  the  Queen's  Uniyersity  in  1854. 
That  charter  enabled  the  Uniyersity  to 
confer  degrees  upon  all  persons  who  came 
up  to  the  q^dard  of  examination  fixed 
by  the  goveming  body  of  the  TJniverBity, 
and  who  had  passed  through  a  course  of 
instruction  in  any  one  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges.   Some  not  very  material  modifica- 
tions have  since  been  made  in  the  charter, 
but  substantially  the  University  is  en- 
abled to  grant  degrees,  only  to  students 
who  have  passed  through  one  or  other 
of  these  Colleges.      That  is  the  present 
state  of  the  law  in  Ireland.     In  order 
to  obtain  an  academical  degree  a  person 
must  either  have  studied  at  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin,  and  become  a  candidate  for 
a  degree  in  the  Dublin  University,   or 
must  have    studied   at  one  or  other  of 
the  Queen's  Colleges    and   be  a  candi- 
date for  a  degree  at  the  hands  of  the 
Queen's    University.       That    being    the 
state  of  the  law,  the  question  is,  whether 
any  large  portion  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects in  Ireland  are  debarred  from   ob- 
taining  a  degree  by  any   conscientious 
objection  to  the  system  of  education  pur- 
sued either  at  Trinity  College  or  at  the 
Queen's  Colleges.      And  here,  however, 
strong  my  own  opinion  may  be  in  favour 
of  mixed,  or  rather  of  united  education — 
however  much  I  may  regret  the  decided 
opposition  of  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy 
to  that  system — ^however  much   I   may 
think    Catholics   mistaken    in    foregoing 
the  advantages   conferred  upon  them  by 
that  system — ^it  is  of  no  use  to  shut  one's 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  are  persons  who 
entertain    dififerent  opinions  from    those 
which  I  entertain,  that  these  Colleges  have 
not  been  received  with  the  universal  ap- 
proval which  it  was  hoped  they  might 
have  met  with,  and  that  there  are  some 
Protestants,  as  well  as  many  Catholics,  who 
look  upon  the  Colleges  with  feelings  of 
aversion  and  distrust,  with  feelings  amount- 
ing in  many  cases  to  a  conscientious  con- 
viction that  it  is  the  duty  of  parents  not 
to  send  their  children  to  ihese  Colleges, 
because  they  feel  that  there  exists  in  them 
no  sufficient  guarantee  for  the  inculcation 
of  those  religious  principles  which  Uiey 
8ir  George  Qrey 


look  upon  as  the  foundation  of  thdr  future 
welfare,  and  therefore  as  the  primary  object 
of  any  scheme  of  education.    I  beliere 
that  that  feeling  is  an  exaggerated  and  a 
mistaken    one,  but   I   cannot   deny   its 
existence,  and  I  am  not  inclined  to  impo«e 
my  views  on  other  people,  to  dispute  fiieir 
right  to  their  own  opinion,  or  deny  tliat 
that  is  a  conscientious  objection  whidi 
leads    men  to  forego  for  their  children 
the  advantages  ofiered  by  these  institu- 
tions.   The  extent  to  wluch  this  feeling 
exists  may  give  rise  to  a   difference  A 
opinion.    For  my  part,  I  had  rather  not 
enter  into  any  statistical   statements  in 
order  to  meet  the  case  of  the  hon.  GFen- 
tleman ;  but,  according  to  the  information 
with  which   I  have  been   furnished,   I 
think  he   has    greatly  exaggerated     the 
failure  of  these  Colleges,  in  which  I   be- 
lieve there  is  a  lai^   number  of    stu- 
dents of  different  creeds,  living  together  in 
social  intercourse  and  religious  harmony, 
and  without  any  conflict  of  opinion^  thus 
to  that  extent  realizing  the  intentions  of 
the  Govemment  which  founded  the  Col- 
leges.    I  should  deeply  regret  anjthing 
which  should  interfere  with  the  progress 
of  these  institutions,  or  deprive  Ireland  of 
the  benefit  which  I  believe  they  confer, 
and  of  the  advantages  of  a  good  secular 
education  which  they  hold  out.     I  may 
here  observe  that  there  is  an  important 
distinction  between  the  effect  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law  and  practice  on  the 
highest  class  of  education,  and  on  popular 
education  in  Ireland.    In  the    national 
schools  an  excellent  education  is  given  to 
the  children ;  but  if  there  exists  any  con- 
scientious objection  on  the  part  of  parmts 
to  send  their  children  to  tiiem,  there  are 
other   schools  to  which  they  may  s^id 
them ;  and  when  boys  leave  tiiese  and  the 
national  schools,  they  start  in  life  on  a 
footing  of  perfect  equality.     A  boy  edu- 
cated in  a  school  where  there  is  denomina- 
tional religious  teaching  is  liable  to  no 
disadvantage,  as  compared  with  the  boy- 
educated  at  a  national   school,  provided 
the  secular  instruction  is  equal  in  both. 
But  that  is  not  so  with  regard  to  University 
education.     A  student  leaving  a  Boman 
Catholic  College  in  Ireland  cannot  obtain  a 
degree,  and  he  is  therefore  at  a  great  dis- 
advantage as  compared  with  the  student 
leaving  Trinity  College  or  the  Queen's 
University.     To  that  extent  I  think  tha« 
is  a  reasonable  ground  of  complaint,  and 
it  is  one  the  justice  of  which  the  Qovem- 
ment   admit.     In  England   some  years 
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ago   a    degree  could    only  be   obtained 
through  the  medinm  of  our  two  great 
Uniyersities.     The  TJniyersity  of  London 
was  afterwards  established  with  a  charter, 
which  comprised  at  first  two   Colleges, 
Uniyersitj  and  King's  C!olleg^,  founded 
on  diame^cally  opposite  principles ;  TJni- 
yersity  College  giying  no  direct  religious 
instruction ;  while  l^g's  College  was  in 
dose    connection    with    the    Established 
Church,  and  gaye  religious  instruction  in 
accordance   with    the    doctrines    of    the 
Church.    The  XJniyersity  of  London  com- 
prised both  these  Colleges,  and  gaye  de- 
grees to  students  of  each,  but  it  has  gone 
much  beyond  that.     Schools  and  coUeges 
in  different  parts  of  the  country  haye  been 
affiliated  to  it,  and  degrees  haye  been  con- 
ferred on  students  educated  in  them  pro- 
Tided  they  come  up  to  the  standard  of 
examination  fixed  by  the  goyeming  body 
of   the    XJniyersity.    The   XJniyersity  of 
London  has  gone  eyen  further  than  this 
for,   under    its    present   regulations,    it 
receiyes  candidates  for  its  degrees  from 
any  school,  or  from  students  educated  at 
home,  proyided  they  haye  attained  that 
degree  of  knowledge  which   is  equal  to 
the  standard  fixed  ij  the  goyeming  body 
of  the  XJniyersity.    In  England,  therefore, 
there  is  a  system  of  perfect  equality  as  re- 
gards degrees.    It  has  been  in  operation 
some  time,    the   Roman  Catholics  haye 
largely  ayailed  themselyes  of  the  opportu- 
nity of  taking  degrees  in  the  XJniyersity  of 
Xjondon,  nor  is  the  proyince  of  the  XJniyer- 
sity necessarily  confined  to  England.   I  be- 
lieye  that  one  or  two  colleges  in  Ireland 
are  affiliated  with  it.     At  all  eyents,  It 
Lb  ready  to  receiye  candidates  from  Ire- 
land as  well  as  from  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  ;  and  it  is  also  willing, 
on  payment  of  a  moderate  sum  to  cover 
expenses,  to  send  examiners  to  Ireland  in 
order  to  examine  students  there.     There- 
fore that  is   done  now  indirectly  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  to  enable  to 
be  done  directly.     Speaking  on  the  part 
of  the  Goyemment  I  see  no  reason  why, 
the    principle    being    already   conceded, 
circuitous  and  expensiye  means  should  be 
taken  for  efiecting  indirectly  what  might 
be  done  directly  or  why  those  of  our  fel- 
low-subjects in  Ireland  who  cannot  ayail 
themselyes  of  the  adyantages  of  University 
education  and  obtain  a  degree  under  the 
present  system  should  not  be  free  to  ob- 
tain those  adyantages  which  their  co-re- 
ligionists possess  in  England.    The  only 
question  is  as  to  the  mode  in  which  that 


object  is  to  be  attained.  In  his  preyious 
notice  of  Motion  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  pointed  to  one  mode  —  namely, 
the  granting  of  a  charter  of  incorpora- 
tion, with  the  power  of  conferring  de- 
grees, to  the  Eoman  Catholic  Uniyersity 
of  Ireland.  He  afterwards  withdrew  that 
notice  and  substituted  his  present  Motion, 
and  I  am  glad  he  did  so,  because  to  an 
Address  to  tiie  Crown  praying  it  to  grant 
such  a  charter  the  Government  could  not 
haye  consented.  Let  me  obserye  that  that 
would  not  really  meet  to  the  full  extent 
the  inconyenience  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alludes,  because  there  are  Protestants 
as  well  as  Eoman  Catholics  who  allege 
they  haye  conscientious  objections  to  the 
system  of  education  in  the  Queen's  Col- 
lies. If  a  Roman  Catholic  University 
obtained  a  charter  empowering  it  to  grant 
degrees,  that  might  be  sufficient  to  remoye 
the  complaint  of  the  Boman  Catholics ; 
but  it  would  require  to  be  supplemented 
by  other  measures  before  the  inconyenience 
now  existing  in  Irdand  could  be  fully 
obyiated.  But  there  is  also  an  objection 
to  the  multiplication  of  such  bodies.  By 
multiplying  them  you  run  the  risk  of 
haying  different  standards  of  qualifica- 
tion for  candidates,  and  the  degrees  lose 
much  of  their  yalue.  It  is  a  different 
thing  to  haye  degrees  conferred  by  in- 
diyidual  Colleges  and  by  a  central  Uni< 
yersity  dealing  impartially  with  all  can« 
didates  and  subjecting  them  to  a  uni- 
form and  searching  examination  to  test 
their  proficiency.  Let  me  again  refer 
to  what  was  said  by  Sir  James  Graham 
in  moying  for  leaye  to  introduce  the 
Bill  for  the  establishment  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges.  Adyerting  to  the  future  pro- 
bability of  a  Uniyersity  growing  up  on  the 
foundation  of  these  Colleges,  he  obseryed— 

*'  I  think  that  the  advantages  in  fitvoor  of  a 
oentral  Univenity  decidedly  preponderate.  I  think 
a  oentral  Univenity  affords  a  oommon  arena  in 
which  from  all  these  Colleges  the  youth  of  Ire- 
land may  assemble,  and  contend  in  honourable 
and  honest  rivalry  for  those  exhibitions  and  prizes 
and  those  honours  which  are  consequent  upon,  and 
result  from,  superior  intellect  and  superior  attain- 
ment. I  think  the  national  character  of  such 
an  institution  can  only  be  exalted  by  such  fair 
and  honourable  rivalry  and  competition ;  and  it 
is  not  in  the  power  of  Universities,  whatever  their 
number  or  excellence,  if  scattered  through  the 
provinces,  to  confer  equal  advantages  upon  the 
country  with  those  which  would  result  from  such 
a  central  institution,  nor  could  you  hope  to  attain 
from  them  that  great  moral  effect  and  that  bene- 
ficial influence  in  after  life,  which  would  be  pro- 
duced by  the  youth  of  one  academical  establish- 
ment meeting  at  a  oentral  point  the  youth  of 
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another  and  riyal  establishment,  and  thas  oen- 
tendiog  (without  reference  to  creed  or  party  dis- 
tinction) for  those  honours  and  those  distinctions 
which  great  intellect,  combined  with  great  merit 
and  great  attainments,  are  sore  to  bring." — 
[3  Eamard,  box.  860.] 

I  entirely  agree  in  the  opinion  there  ex- 
pressed by  Sir  James  Graham,  and  I  think 
tile  Honse  will  not  be  dispoiaed  to  sanc- 
tion a  scheme  for  multiplying  the  number 
of  bodies  conferring  degrees.  The  Queen's 
Colleges  were  constituted  a  Unirersity  to 
complete  the  scheme  contemplated  by  Sir 
James  Graham.  There  was  a  difficulty  in 
interfering  with  the  long-established  sys- 
tem of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  and  there- 
fore there  are  now  two  Universities  in 
Ireland  by  which  secular  degrees  are  con- 
ferred. [Mr.  Whitbsidb  :  Maynooth.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  reminds  me  also 
of  Maynooth,  but  that  is  a  purely  eccle- 
siastical institution.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee  said  that  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  and  the  Presbyterians  are 
hcth  provided  with  distinct  University 
education;  but  I  am  not  aware  of  the 
existence  of  any  distinct  University  for 
the  Presbyterians.  There  is,  indeed,  the 
academical  College  at  Belfast ;  but  that  is 
wholly  of  a  clerical  character.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  is  mistaken  in  supposing  that 
there  is  any  separate  and  distinct  Univer- 
sity for  the  Presbyterians,  and  I  think  it 
is  undesirable  that  there  should  be  such 
an  institution.  What  is  the  mode,  then, 
in  which,  upon  the  best  consideration  that 
can  be  given  to  the  subject,  the  object 
to  which  the  attention  of  the  House  has 
been  called,  and  which  we  are  desirous  of 
promoting  as  far  as  we  can,  should  be 
attained?  Her  Majesty's  Government 
think  it  would  best  be  effected  by  an  en- 
largement of  the  powers  of  the  Queen's 
University  in  Ireland,  by  amending  its 
charter,  so  as  to  remove  the  restriction 
which  now  prevents  it  from  granting  de- 
grees to  any  students  except  those  who 
have  passed  through  the  course  of  instruc- 
tion in  one  or  other  of  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges, and  thus  adopting  a  system  ana- 
logous to  that  found  to  work  satisfactorily 
in  the  Univerisity  of  London.  The  par- 
ticular mode  in  which  that  should  be 
carried  out  may  require  some  conside- 
ration. It  may  be  that  it  should  be 
done  by  affiliated  Colleges,  or  by  ac- 
cepting candidates  from  wherever  they 
come,  provided  they  reach  ttie  required 
standani  fixed  for  attaining  degrees.  Ad- 
mitting, therefore,  that  there  ia  a  just 
Sir  G$9rge  Or^ 


ground  of  complaint  to  a  certain  extent 
on  the  part  of  the  Boman  Catholics  of 
Ireland,  and  desiring  to  meet  that  com- 
plaint and  place  them  on  a  perfect  footing 
of  equality  with  their  fellow-subjects  in 
England,  we  are  prepared  to  consider  the 
means  by  which  the  grievance  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  has  referred  may  be  re- 
moved. I  only  hope  that  this  course  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  may  be  met 
in  a  corresponding  spirit  by  those  for  whom 
the  benefit  is  intended,  and  that  ikef  will 
be  absolute  freedom  allowed  to  the  kity 
of  all  denominations  to  send  their  sons  to 
whatever  College  holds  out  the  greatest 
advantages,  without  undue  frtvour  or  par- 
tiality to  any.  I  trust  that  every  ground 
of  complaint  as  to  obtaining  University 
degrees  being  removed,  there  will  be  an 
earnest  rivalry  between  these  difi^rent 
institutions  in  Ireland  in  promoting  the 
highest  class  of  education,  and  I  believe 
that  those  which  confer  the  best  education, 
which  set  up  the  highest  standard  of  in- 
struction, and  which  possess  the  ablest 
professors  will  in  the  long  run  receive  meet 
encouragement.  I  hope  that  the  hon. 
Member  will  leave  this  matter  in  the 
hands  of  the  Government,  and  if  he  does 
so  I  can  only  say  it  is  our  desire  to  deal 
with  it  in  the  spirit  in  which,  on  the  part 
of  the  Gbvemmenti  I  have  met  his  Mo* 
tion. 

Me.  WHITESIDE :  8lr,  the  question 
now  before  us  being  one  of  very  great  im- 
portance, I  think  we  ought  clearly  to  un- 
derstand what  is  the  policy  about  to  be 
inaugurated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  George  Grey).  I  concur  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tralee  (the  O'Donoghne), 
that  there  can  be  nothing  more  interesting 
to  the  Parliament  of  a  free  country  than 
the  education  of  those  who  mav  hereafter 
direct  the  councils  and  frame  the  laws  of 
the  land  of  their  birth ;  and  I  also  agree 
that  education  does  not  consist  in  the 
mere  reading  of  books,  but  in  that  instruc- 
tion which  strengthens  the  faculties  and 
liberalizes  the  mind  of  youth,  and  brings 
it  into  harmony  with  the  institutions  on 
which  the  welfare  and  greatness  of  the 
country  depend.  When  I  saw  the  hon. 
Member's  original  Notice  of  Motion  I  un- 
derstood it.  It  was  a  direct  Motion  for 
granting  a  charter  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
seminary  in  Dublin.  That  was  an  intelli- 
gible proposition.  But  when  I  read  his 
re-modelled  Motion  I  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  it  was  a  substitute  for  a  direct 
Motion^   and  designed  to  enable  a  Mi- 
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nister  of  the  Crown  to  make  a  Tagae 
speech,  not  defining  anything  precisely  or 
certainly,  but  which  might  be  useful  on 
the  present  occasion.  If  I  were  to  choose 
between  the  indefinite  conception  of  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  direot  pro- 
posal of  the  grant  of  a  charter,  I  should 
f  refer  the  charter,  for  the  reasons  which 
shall  shortly  mention.  But,  before  the 
House  sanctions  this  new  proposal,  I  yen- 
ture  respectfully  to  offer  a  few  observations. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  (the  O'Donoghue) 
declares  in  his  MoUon  that  objections  are 
entertained  to  the  present  system  of  Uni- 
yersity  educaticm  in  Ireland  by  a  large 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  T^ 
must  mean  that  these  objections  are  enter- 
tained by  a  large  number  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  who  desire  to  enter,  and  are  fit  to 
enter,  a  University.  A  mistake  may  be 
made  on  this  point.  A  book  lately  pub- 
lished entitled  An  Annlym  of  the  late 
CeneuB  of  Ireland  shows  that,  whereas  the 
majority  in  the  class  of  peasants  and  small 
farmers  is  largely  on  the  side  of  the  Eoman 
Catholics,  the  majority  in  the  other  classes 
is  almost  equally  large  on  the  side  of  the 
Protestants.  In  the  profession  of  the  law 
the  Protestants  are  as  three  to  one ;  in  the 
other  liberal  professions  they  are  in  the 
same  proportion;  among  the  principal 
m^chants  and  manu&ctiuers  it  is  also  the 
same;  and  I  find  likewise  that  it  is  so 
with  the  skilled  artizans  in  Belfast.  Now, 
the  great  body  of  the  peasantry  are  provided 
for  by  that  system  of  national  education 
from  which  it  has  been  found  hitherto  to  be 
impossible  to  persuade  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Colleagues  to  depart.  It 
may  be  asked,  then,  why  should  we  have 
another  University?  There  are,  as  the 
House  has  heard,  three  Queen's  Colleges 
00  called,  and  the  University  to  which 
they  are  attached.  There  is,  besides,  the 
College  of  Ma3rnooth,  and  also  the  Univer- 
sity whidi  I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 
If  they  will  look  back  a  little  the  House 
will  see  presently  what  I  think  is  the  real 
object  of  this  Motion.  I  do  not  complain 
of  it  in  the  least — I  only  wish  it  to  be 
dearly  understood  what  it  is  the  House  is 
asked  to  do.  In  my  understanding,  the 
proposal  involves  a  reversal  of  the  whole 
policy  on  the  subject  of  education  ad- 
vocated by  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  Sir  James 
Graham,  and  by  every  person  who  has 
sat  on  the  Treasury  Bench  for  the  last 
twenty  years.  It  maj  be  right  to  reverse 
that  policy,  but  that  it  will  be  a  reversal 
nobody  eaa  doubt.     When   I  had  the 


honour  of  holding  the  office  of  Attorney 
General  I  remember  Sir  James  Graham 
interrogating  me  very  sharply  as  to  whe- 
ther I  had  it  in  contemplation  to  propose  a 
charter  of  incorporation  for  a  Boman  Ca- 
tholic College  in  Dublin.  So  sharp  was 
the  interrogatory  that  it  almost  seemed  to 
insinuate  I  had  entered  into  a  plot  to  do 
something  secretly  against  the  institutions 
of  the  country  or  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown.  I  satisfied  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
that  I  had  no  intention  of  drawing  up  a 
charter.  I  had  never  heard  of  such  a 
thing  from  Lord  Derby,  or  anybody  else — 
but  the  scrupulously  conscientious  view 
taken  on  this  subject  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  stimulated  him  to  question  me 
very  closely  as  to  whether  I  had  such  a 
dark  design  in  contemplation.  It  wiU  be 
well  that  the  House  should  understand  the 
nature  of  this  question,  and  I  will  address 
myself  to  the  Boman  Catholic  Members  in 
psurticular.  I  wish  to  trace  out  for  them 
how  this  question  stands,  and  what  will 
be  the  result  of  the  inauguration  of  a  new 
educational  policy.  When  the  University 
of  Dublin,  about  seventy-five  years  ago, 
was  opened  to  Nonconformists  and  Bo- 
man  Catholiss,  a  panegyric  was  pro- 
nounced upon  the  Liberal  policy  in  the 
Irish  Parliament  by  the  late  Mr.  Grattan. 
Sir  Powell  Buxton  was  educated  in  our 
University;  and  many  gentlemen  who  could 
not  at  that  time  obtain  a  degree  in  this 
country  did  us  the  honour  of  paying  us  a 
visit.  A  question  arose  at  that  time  in 
the  Irish  Parliament  what  should  be  done 
for  the  education  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
clergy;  and  a  plan  exactly  similar  to 
that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  contemplates  was  suggested— namdy, 
the  establi^iment  of  an  institution  in 
which  members  of  that  one  religion 
only  should  be  educated.  The  Boman 
Catholic  laity  of  Dublin  thereupon  met 
and  drew  up  a  petition,  which  they 
sent  to  Mr.  Grattan  for  presentation^ 
and  which  seems  by  anticipation  to  answer 
everything  that  has  been  said  to-night  by 
the  right  hon.*  Gentleman.  In  it  l^ey 
declare,  among  other  points,  that  in  their 
opinion  the  greatest  misfortune  which 
could  overtake  the  nation  would  be  the 
separation  of  the  youth  of  the  country  into 
two  classes,  one  confined  to  one  College 
and  the  other  to  a  different  one.  Upon 
the  presentation  of  that  petition,  and  upon 
the  arguments  of  such  men  as  Mr.  Grattan, 
the  Parliament  of  Ireland  refused  to  sanc- 
tion the  erection  of  a  College  in  an  exda- 
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BiYe  spirit.    Accordingly,  until  1815,  lay 
pupils  were  admissible  at  Maynooth.    By 
degrees,  however,  it  became  more  and  more 
ezdusiye,  until,  as  the  House  is  aware,  it 
is  now  confined  entirely  to  the  clergy  of 
the  Church  of  Borne.     Sir  Bobert  P^,  in 
my  opinion,  most  correctly  arguing  that  the 
State  has  the  most  liyely  interest  in  the 
education  of  so  important  a  body,  increased 
the  grant  to  the  institution ;  so  that  there, 
at  any  rate,  I  presume  there  can  be  no 
grievance  whatever.    For  some  years  past 
further  improvements  have  been  made  in 
Trinity  College,  and  I  do  not  believe  that 
it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  Eoman 
Catholics    themselves    that    they  should 
be  prevented  fi'om  sending  their  sons  to 
that   University.     The   late  Sir  Robert 
Peel  and  the  late  Sir  James  Graham,  hold- 
ing the  opinion  that  University  education 
ought  to  be  further  extended  in  Ireland, 
founded  the  three  Colleges  of  which  the 
House  has  heard,  and  at  that  time  there 
was  in  the  House  a  number  of  Roman 
Catholic  Gentlemen  of  great  ability  taking 
part  in  our  debates.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Tralee  has  fallen  into  a  misstatement 
when  he  supposes  that  any  special  advan- 
tages were  given  to  Presbyterians  or  to 
Nonconformists  oyer  the  Catholics  in  these 
Colleges.    There  was  no  distinction  made 
by  the  Government  or  the  law  between 
the  Colleges  of  Belfast,  Cork,  or  Galway. 
^The  O'DoiroGHirB  said,  the  Presbyterians 
in  Belfast  controlled  in  that  College.]    It 
is  true  that  a  distinction  has  grown  up 
as  to  certain  results  in  the  College  of  Bel- 
fast, as  compared  with  Galway  and  Cork  ; 
but  it  is  bemuse  the  sharp-witted  people 
of  the  North  saw  in  the  College  the  very 
thing  which  they  wanted,  and  they  sent 
their  sons  to  it,  instead  of,  as  they  for- 
merly did,  to  Scotland.  The  Presbyterians 
in  Belfast,  I  believe,  built  contiguous  to 
the  Queen's  College  a  large  hall  in  which 
they  provided   religious    education,    and 
what  it  has  been  possible  for  them  to  do 
would  be  equally  in  the  power  of  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  at  Cork  or  Galway.     The 
Presbyterians  of  the  North  supplemented 
the  endowment  of  the   State,  and  they 
have  simply  reaped  a  rich  reward  of  their 
own   common  sense.      I  am  aware   that 
these  Queen's  Colleges  are  now  condemned 
by  the  head  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  Ireland,  Archbishop  CuUen ;  but  I  am 
in  a  condition  to  inform  hon.  Gentlemen 
of  an  interesting  fact  connected  with  them. 
The  Government  of  Sir  Robert  Peel,  be- 
fore it  determined  the  sites  of  those  Col- 
Mr.  WMUMe 


leges,  sent  out  two  gentlemen,  Sir  J.  Lar- 
com  and  a  friend  of  my  own,  Mr.  Major, 
one  of  Her  Majesty's  Counsel,  upon  whose 
authority   I   mention  the   circumstance, 
to  travel  over  the  country  and  ascertain 
the  places  in  which  the  colleges  ought 
properly  to  be  placed.     They  arrived  at 
Armagh,  and  two  persons  appeared  before 
them.     One  was  the  late  yenerable  and 
venerated  Primate  of  Ireland,  who  told 
them  they  ought  to  found  a  College  at  Ar- 
magh, and  he  was  satisfied  he  could  make 
it  a  yaluable  and  useful  institution.     He 
had  scarcely  gone  when   Dr.  Croly,  the 
Roman  Catholic  Primate,  appeared,  who 
also  laboured  to  persuade  them  to  found 
a    College  there,  being    persuaded  that 
it  would  be   most  usefol  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholics.     I  put  before  the   House,  and 
before  Roman  Catholic  Gentlemen,    this 
instance  of  a  prelate  of  the  same  rank 
and  authority,  equally  eminent  for  wisdom 
with  Dr.  CuUen,  advocating  the  establish- 
ment of  the  very  Colleges  which  are  now 
authoritatively   denounced.      Dr.     Croly 
was   one  of  the  bishops  elected  by  tha 
native  clergy,  and  lived  among  the  mer- 
chants of  Belfast,  by  whom  he  was  greatly 
liked  and  respected,  and  when  a  yacancy 
occurred  he  was  appointed  Roman  Catholic 
Primate.    I  quote  his  opinion  regarding 
the  value  of  these  institutions  as  one  thi£ 
may  fairly  be  borne  in  mind  at  a  time 
when  we  are  asked  to  overthrow  them, 
for  it  is  idle  to  disguise  that  the  object  of 
this  Motion  is  to  overthrow  these  Colleges. 
For  my  own  part,  I  would  rather  consent 
to  the  straightforward  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  than  to  the  course  indicated  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet.     If  the  charter  be 
granted,  unless  we  are  greatly  deceived 
by  what  we  have  read   in  the   papers, 
the  threat  uttered  by  the   Legate    and 
Archbishop  CuUen  will  be  carried  out — 
a  threat— namely,  of  withholding  the  sac- 
raments of  the  Church  from  all  who  send 
their  pupils  to  any  other  than  that  College, 
which  will  then  be  under  his  supervision. 
An  interesting  and    instructive    passage 
occurs  in  the   evidence  given  before  the 
House  of  Lords  by  the  late  Dr.  Doyle,  to 
whom  I  have  formerly  referred.     Having 
given  his  evidence  in  a  patriotic  spirit, 
one  of  the  Committee  asked  him,  **  How 
shall  we  always  be  able  to  secure  Prelates 
as  patriotic  as  yourself? "     The  answer 
was,  "  Tou  are  perfectly  safe  there ;  the 
Papal  interference  you  dread  is  a  myth ; 
we  are  elected  by  the  parish  priests,  and 
consecrated  by  the  natiye  bishops,    and 
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what  the  Pope  does  is  merely  formal." 
But  what  happened  ?  I  am  told  that  Dr. 
Gullen  had  not  a  single  yote ;  and  yet  that 
eminent  person,  after  a  thirty-fiye  years* 
residence  in  Rome,  comes  over  and  at 
once  overthrows  the  liberal  policy  which 
had  been  adopted  by  such  men  as  Dr. 
Oroly,  Archbishop  Murray,  and  others. 
The  House  will  remember  that  Boyal 
Commissions  were  appointed  for  the  re* 
form  of  the  TJniTersities  of  Oxford,  Cam- 
bridge, and  Dublin,  which  effected  very 
considerable  alterations.  I  remember  hav- 
ing a  conversation  with  the  late  Mr.  Fagan, 
when  he  was  Member  for  Cork — and  he  was 
a  man  who  always  talked  on  these  matters 
in  a  spirit  calculated  to  have  great  weight 
with  Protestants.  He  said  to  me  that 
though  the  University  of  Dublin  had  done 
much,  it  had  not  done  enough ;  that  the 
Boman  Catholics  desired  to  be  brought 
into  a  more  intimate  connection  with  the 
University,  to  be  enabled  to  enjoy  its 
honours  and  d^rees  more  fully.  It  is  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  inferior  degrees 
only  are  given  to  Boman  Catholics.  Though 
all  graduates  at  Trinity  College  cannot  ob- 
tain fellowships  or  belong  to  the  governing 
body,  they  take  all  degrees,  they  are  elec- 
tors, they  vote,  but  they  cannot  form  part 
of  the  governing  body.  I  suppose  I  shall 
have  a  number  of  them  supporting  me  at 
the  next  election — at  least  I  trust  so. 
Well,  the  first  thing  done  consequent 
upon  the  Commission  was  to  establish 
non-foundation  scholarships  which  Boman 
Catholics  can  hold,  and  which  are  very 
good  things.  I  have  received  a  letter  flrom 
the  Bursar,  in  which  he  tells  me  there  is 
no  limit  to  the  number;  they  are  given 
as  often  as  meritorious  men  present  them- 
selves for  them.  Mr.  Pagan  said  that  we 
had  not  done  enough,  that  something  more 
must  be  done.  My  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cockermouth  (Lord  Naas)  was  at 
that  time  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and 
he  sat  down  to  work  the  matter  out.  A 
number  of  valuable  studentships  were 
established  of  £100  a  year  for  seven  years, 
beginning  Arom  the  date  of  the  Bachelor's 
degree.  They  are  tenable  along  with  the 
non-foundation  scholarships^  and  the  holder 
may  travel  or  do  what  he  pleases  during 
his  tenure.  I  am  informed  that  several 
Boman  Catholic  gentlemen  have  defeated 
their  classmates  and  obtained  these  sub- 
stantial honours.  Boman  Catholics  have 
now  open  to  them  at  the  University  a 
number  of  important  posts  about  the  Uni- 
versity.    The  Law  Professorship  is  open 
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to  them,  the  Natural  Philosophy  Professor 
ship,  the  two  Mathematical  Professorships, 
the  History,  Astronomy,  Arabic,  Civil 
Engineering,  Geology,  Mineralogy,  French, 
ItaHan,  Political  Economy,  and  other 
Professorships.  The  Sizarships,  thirty  in 
number,  are  open  to  them,  the  non-foun- 
dation scholarships,  which  are  unlimited 
in  number,  and  the  fourteen  studentships 
also.  The  Boman  Catholic  gentry  stiU 
enter  the  University  in  about  the  same 
numbers  as  ever.  There  have  been  edu« 
cated  some  of  the  most  eminent  men  who 
have  sat  in  this  House.  Mr.  Wyse,  Chief 
Baron  Wollff,  Mr.  Sheil,  and  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell's  sons  were  brought  up  there  ;  and 
when  was  it  discovered  that  their  religion 
was  in  jeopardy  ?  What  shall  we  say  of 
Mr.  Justice  Keogh,  who,  by  the  way,  has 
just  had  the  incredible  folly  to  deliver  a 
lecture  on  Milton,  in  which  he  described 
some  of  his  prose  works  as  being  equal  to 
his  verse,  and  has  been  denounced  for  it 
by  the  head  of  his  Church,  who  equally 
denounces  these  Colleged,  and  firankly  avows 
his  determination  to  put  an  end  for  ever  to 
mixed  education  in  Ireland  ?  According  to 
that  authority  no  Boman  Catholic  is  to 
enter  our  University  again ;  and  even  as 
matters  stand,  it  is  doubtful  whether  the 
sacrament  should  not  be  withdrawn  from 
those  who  have  sent  their  sons  to  the  Uni- 
versity. Similar  sentiments,  I  believe, 
have  been  uttered  by  other  bishops  in  ror 
gard  to  the  Queen's  Colleges.  And  these 
are  what  are  called  liberal  and  enlightened 
sentiments!  If  I  were  asked  what  I 
would  refuse  to  the  Boman  Catholics  in 
the  University,  I  would  say,  "  Nothing." 
Let  them  come  f^reely  and  enjoy  the  ^11 
benefits  of  ^e  University :  their  religious 
opinions  will  never  be  interfered  with,  nor 
is  it  true  to  say  that  the  heads  of  the  Uni- 
versity are  intolerant  men.  I  only  wish 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  gentlemen  should 
enjoy  dl  the  benefits  of  the  University 
and  that  they  should  harmonize  witi^L 
it.  I  cannot  see  without  the  greatest  pain 
the  attempt  which  is  being  made  to  estab- 
lish, as  it  were,  a  State  within  a  State- 
to  lay  down  the  rule  that  the  Boman 
Catholic  and  Protestant  youth  of  the  coun- 
try shall  be  separated  from  their  cradles  to 
their  graves.  It  is  a  proposal  against  which 
I  shall  never  cease  to  contend.  I  ought 
to-night  to  have  presided  at  Uie  final  de- 
bate of  the  Historical  Society  in  our 
University.  In  that  Society  were  first 
heard  the  eloquent  voices  of  Burke,  and 
Flood— there  Curran,  Grattan,  Bushe,  and 
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Plunket  made  their  first  oratorical  eaasiju, 
and  tliere  now  Protestant  and  Boman  Ca- 
tJiolic  youtli  mingle  and  interchange  their 
sentiments  in  manly  emulation.  In  the 
dehate  fixed  for  to-nightl  see  that  two  of  the 
speakers  are  Protestcmts  and  two  Boman  Ca- 
tholics. Su^h  societies  as  these  Historical 
Societies,  the  athletic  games  of  our  youth, 
and  the  other  amusements  in  which  students 
mingle  freely  together,  I  call  a  most  im- 
portant part  of  education;  and  now  we 
are  told  hy  the  head  of  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic Church  that  it  is  highly  wrong  and 
immoral  to  send  the  CathoUc  youth  of  the 
country  to  places  where  they  can  mix  with 
the  Protestant  youth,  with  whom,  up  to 
the  present  time,  they  haye  been  in  daily 
intercourse.  Are  the  Boman  Catholic 
youth  to  be  driyen  from  this  TJniyer- 
sity  because  they  can  get  a  better  edu- 
cation somewhere  else?  Can  you  get  a 
better  astronomer  than  Sir  William  Hamil- 
ton ?  Can  you  haye  a  better  teacher  of 
medicine  than  Dr.  Stokes  ?  I  admit  -that 
it  was  wrong  to  debar  Nonconformists 
firom  taking  degrees  at  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge; but  in  our  country  we  correct- 
ed that  mistake  half  a  century  since. 
If,  then,  it  is  not  to  obtain  a  better 
education  elsewhere,  I  atk  what  is  the 
object  of  the  Motion  ?  I  ask  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  their  consciences  to  answer  whe- 
ther the  object  is  not  this — to  separate  the 
youth  of  Ireland  into  two  classes,  and  to 
send  the  Protestants  to  one  College  and 
the  Boman  Catholics  to  another,  at  the 
head  of  which  was  placed  one  whom  I  re- 
member the  late  Ihr.  Whately  saying  he 
had  known  at  Oxford — Dr.  Newman  ?  It 
is  impossible  to  say  that  there  is  any  ne- 
cessity for  such  an  institution.  There  is 
a  College  for  Boman  CathoUc  cleigy ;  there 
are  three  Colleges  for  Boman  Catholic 
laity;  and,  besides  that,  there  is  the  other 
great  Uniyersity  to  which  they  haye  ac- 
cess. Before  granting  a  charter  to  this 
new  Uniyersity,  which  I  take  to  be  the 
real  drift  of  the  Motion,  I  would  wish  the 
House  to  consider  who  are  to  be  the  yisi- 
tors,  who  is  to  be  the  President,  what  are 
to  be  the  powers  of  the  Crown ;  because  if, 
as  I  am  told,  there  are  to  be  no  yisitatorial 
powers  and  no  right  of  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown,  I  do  not  understand 
what  the  college  is  to  be.  I  am  sorry  that 
this  Motion  should  haye  been  brought  for- 
ward on  the  eye  of  a  general  election.  It 
would  haye  been  better  to  haye  brought 
it  forward  at  an  earlier  period,  when  we 
could  haye  had  plans  aiid  details  fully 
Mr.  Whitmde 


stated,  and  when  we  should  not  haye  had 
the  indefinite  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  what  he  may  do  when  he 
consults  the  authorities  and  has  adked  the 
opinions  of  all  those  who  are  engaged  in 
the  great  work  of  education.  I  b^pe  he 
will  not  omit  to  inquire  what  is  the  real 
opinion,  in  the  depths  of  their  hearts,  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  gentry.  Are  they  of 
opinion  that  there  ought  to  be  that  line 
of  separation  now  drawn  which  their  fore- 
fathers so  strongly  denounced  in  1795  ?  I 
am  asked  how  is  that  my  afiieur  ?  I  con- 
tend that  it  is  the  affair  of  all  of  us. 
We  are  all  bound  to  ask  what  is  best  for 
us  and  for  our  countrymen.  In  conclu- 
sion, I  would  remind  Uie  House  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue)  that 
when  a  Motion  was  introduced  from  this 
side  of  the  House  which  seemed  to  trench 
upon  the  sacred  ground  of  mixed  educa- 
tion, the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  speaking 
for  the  Goyemment,  declared  he  could 
neyer  giye  his  support  to  any  system  of 
sectarian  education.  Upon  two  subsequent 
occasions  the  same  principle  was  yehe- 
mently  asserted,  and  when  we  asked  for  a 
grant  of  books  to  the  ragged  schools  it 
was  refused  because  it  was  said,  and  truly 
said,  that  the  Commandments  were  taught 
there.  I  admit  there  was  a  principle  in 
those  cases.  But  how  is  that  principle 
reconcilable  with  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  going  to  do  ?  Is  Uie  policy 
that  which  has  been  announced  of  endea- 
youring  to  separate  the  respectable,  loyal, 
dutiful  subjects  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland 
who  are  Boman  Catholics  from  their  Pro- 
testant brethren,  by  confining  them  to  one 
College,  while  their  fellow-subjects  of  a 
diffluent  creed  are  to  go  to  another  ?  It 
seems  to  be  inconsiBtent  with  the  belief 
that  all  these  young  men  can  be  actuated 
in  after  life  by  the  same  hope,  and  desire, 
of  contributing  to  the  good  of  a  oonunon 
oounlxy.  Belieying  that  to  be  a  dangerous 
principle,  I  think  the  House  should  con- 
sider long  and  well  before  it  assents  to  its 
adoption. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  did  not  know 
that  he  had  oyer  heard  a  speech  whidi 
caused  him  so  much  astonishment  as  tlutt 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Dublin  Uniyersity.  Why,  he  had  oyer 
and  oyer  again  heard  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  use  all  his  eloquence  to  de- 
nounce a  system  of  mixed  education — 
[Mr.  WmxEsiDs :  That  is  a  mistake.]— 
and  now  he  came  forward  to  object  to  a 
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proposition  whieb  was  snbstantiallj  agreed 
to  by  the  Secretarj  of  State,  to  allow 
Catholics  to  obtain  a  Catholic  edacation 
for  their  children.  Taking  the  case  of 
the  Dublin  UniYersity,  be  (Mr.  Monsell) 
did  not  mean  to  say  oneVord  against  the 
kamifig  and  the  merits  of  the  Professors 
of  that  body,  which  he  admitted  reflected 
credit  upon  the  country ;  but  eyery  single 
educator  of  youth  in  that  Uniyersity  must 
be  a  member  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  most  of  them  were  Protestant  clergy- 
men. The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  notion 
of  a  £iir  system  of  mixed  education  for 
Boman  Catholic  youths  was  to  send  them 
to  be  taught  by  Protestant  clergy  in  a 
Protestant  University.  How,  after  that, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  presume 
to  offer  adyice  to  Eoman  Catholic  gentry 
or  parents  passed  belief,  fie  would  just 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question 
as  a  test  of  his  sincerity.  Would  he  vote 
for  a  measure  to  admit  Boman  Catholics 
to  the  goreming  body  of  the  Uniyersity  i 

Mb.  WHITESIDE :  Certainly  not,  be- 
cause  it  would  be  directly  contrary  to  the 
foundation  of  the  Uniyersity. 

Ma.  MONSELL:  That,  theu,  is  the 
only  reason— a  scrupulous  respect  to 'the 
authority  of  law  and  the  foundation  sta- 
tutes. Passing  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's  speech,  he  would  ask  the  House 
to  consider  the  practical  working  of  the 
present  system  of  granting  Uniyersity  de- 
grees in  Ireland,  All  would  agree  that 
it  was  desirable  to  eleyate  the  people,  and 
he  would  test  the  present  system  by  its 
results.  There  was,  undoubtedly,  among 
the  great  mass  of  Catholics  in  Ireland 
a  conscientious  objection  against  send- 
ing their  children  to  the  Queen's  College 
or  to  Trinity  College.  They  were,  there- 
toe,  compelled  to  allow  their  children  to 
forego  the  adyantage  of  Uniyersity  de- 
grees. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  that  the  class  of  persons  in  Ireland 
who  would  be  likely  to  send  their  children 
to  a  Uniyersity  was  yery  small,  and  re- 
ferred to  extracts  f^om  a  pamphlet  to  proye 
his  statement.  A  reference  to  the  Census 
of  1861,  howeyer,  showed  that  of  the 
elass  which  was  composed  of  professional 
men,  landed  proprietors,  and  others  of  the 
proprietary  classes,  the  proportion  was 
5,339  Catholics,  5,799  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  1,200  Presbyte- 
rians. Of  those  receiying  superior  educa- 
tion in  uniyersities,  seminaries,  and  schools 
in  Ireland  there  were  6,292  Catholics, 
5,261  aiembers  id  the  Church  of  England, 
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and  749  Presbyterians.  According  to  the 
best  information  he  could  obtun  the 
number  of  Boman  Catholics  who  took 
degrees  in  Ireland  was  not  more  than 
twenty-fiye  or  thirty  a  year  out  of  a  popu- 
lation of  four-and-a-half  millions.  In  the 
superior  schools  they  would  find  that,  of  the 
pupils  aboye  fifteen  years  of  age  receiving 
education,  42  per  cent  were  Boman  Catho- 
lics, 30  per  cent  belonged  to  the  Established 
Church,  and  25  per  cent  were  Presbyte- 
rians ;  these  figures  clearly  leading  to  the 
inference  that  the  number  of  Boman 
Catholics  taking  degrees  would  be  largely 
increased— and,  indeed,  would  exceed 
those  of  other  religions — if  parents  could 
send  their  sons  to  the  University  without 
violating  their  conscientious  convictions. 
He  would  now  go  to  a  subject  which  was 
well  worthy  of  consideration.  What  was 
the  object  for  which  the  Queen's  Colleges 
were  established  ?  They  were  founded  in 
order  to  get  the  education  out  of  the 
hands  of  tiie  priests  as  far  as  possible,  to 
secure  united  education,  and  to  raise  the 
intellectaal  standard.  No  one  would 
suspect  him  of  complaining  that  the  priests 
were  allowed  to  participate  in  the  educa- 
tion of  youth,  but  it  could  not  be  denied 
that  those  colleges  had  not  succeeded 
in  taking  the  education  out  of  their 
hands.  It  must  be  rather  startling  to 
the  advocates  of  the  scheme  to  find 
that  78  per  cent  of  the  whole  number 
of  the  Catholic  youth  were  receiving 
education  at  the  hands  of  the  religious 
orders.  He  was  afraid  that  he  should 
greatly  shock  the  feelings  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  North  Warwick- 
shire (Mr.  Newdegate)  when  he  stated  that 
the  Professors  and  Heads  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  and  even  Members  of  the  Senate, 
were  not  altogether  pure  in  this  matter* 
He  found  that  Sir  Robert  Kane,  the  Pre-. 
sident  of  the  College  at  Cork,  though  his 
language  might  have  led  one  to  anticipate 
a  Afferent  result,  had  sent  his  own  son  to 
be  educated  in  a  Jesuit  seminary ;  and  the 
same  course  had  been  pursued  by  oiher 
members  of  the  governing  bodies  of  those 
colleges.  In  the  same  way  it  would  be 
found  that  those  gentlemen  who  advocated 
in  the  loudest  manner  the  system  of  united 
education  would  endeavour,  when  they 
had  to  decide  in  the  case  of  their  own 
children,  to  secure  for  them,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  intellectual  advantages,  instruc- 
tion in  that  religion  which  they  belieyed 
to  be  the  true  one,  and  educated  them 
as  well  for  the  other  world  as  lor  tkii. 
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Durmg  the  last  fifty  years  the  OatholioB 
had  had  much  to  do  to  provide  for  the 
absolute  neoessities  of  worship,  and  they 
had  been  unable  to  provide  adequate 
means  of  education.  He  should  be  sorry 
to  oast  any  reflection  upon  the  superior 
schools  in  Ireland,  but  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  the  education  imparted  at 
these  institutions  was  not  of  so  high  a 
character  as  could  be  wished.  It  was  im- 
possible it  should  be  otherwise.  In  the 
case  of  Eton,  Winchester,  and  other  public 
schools  in  England,  the  masters  of  these 
schools  themselves  came  fi'om  the  Univer- 
sities ;  and  a  keen  competition  was  main- 
tained between  the  pupils,  not  only  at  the 
schools,  but  also  at  the  Universities.  Bui 
the  Catholic  youth  of  Ireland  had  no  such 
stimulus  to  emulation.  He  was  informed, 
consequently,  that  at  these  superior  schools 
the  study  of  Greek  was  at  the  lowest  pos- 
sible ebb.  Latin  composition,  too,  was 
neglected ;  and  even  mathematics,  for 
which  the  Irish  youth  had  so  remarkable 
a  capacity,  were  taught  in  anything  but  a 
sati^actory  manner.  The  higher  system 
of  education,  therefore,  introduced  into 
Ireland  by  the  institution  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  could  not  but  be  regarded  as  a 
complete  failure,  and  he  might  mention 
that  he  recollected  Earl  Bussell  saying  that 
he  believed  that  imless  the  system  were 
altered  it  would  become  not  only  **  null 
but  noxious."  He  then  came  to  the  ques- 
tion  as  to  what  was  to  be  done,  and  here 
he  might  say  he  that  could  not  concur  in 
the  opinion  that  the  speech  delivered  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  tiie  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  was  indeflnite. 
He  believed  that  they  ought  to  have  a 
common  University  for  the  purpose  of 
granting  degrees,  and  they  ought  also  to 
have  colleges  from  which  the  students 
could  come  to  compete  for  those  degrees. 
In  the  case  of  the  London  University 
two  Colleges  were  founded.  University 
College  was  founded  upon  the  principle 
of  the  mixed  or  seciUar  system,  and 
King's  College  upon  the  exclusive  or 
denomination^  system.  The  students 
of  those  two  Colleges  competed  for  de- 
grees and  honours;  but  the  secular  sys- 
tem of  the  one  College  did  not  in  any 
way  interfero  with  the  denominational 
system  of  the  other.  The  proposal  made 
by  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  with  respect 
to  Iroland  was  precisely  similar,  and  he 
thought  that  such  a  system  would,  on  the 
whole,  be  the  best  one,  and  it  was  the 
system  that  prevailed  in  most  of  the  wrl- 
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ized  nations  in  Europe.  Such  a  plan  would 
not  only  securo  to  the  students  a  high 
intellectual  cultivation,  but  might  also  be 
accompanied  by  perfect  moral  controL  Ho 
believed,  too,  that  the  day  was  not  far 
distant  when  the  system  would  be  extended 
to  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  though  the  Col- 
leges might  still  rotain  a  distinct  and  de- 
finite system  of  roligious  instruction.  He 
thought  that  by  adopting  such  a  course 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  conferred 
the  greatest  blessings  upon  Ireland,  and 
would  conduce  to  the  dissemination  of  a 
higher  intellectual  education  throughout 
the  country  than  at  present  existed.  He 
believed  that  the  results  would  not  only 
be  romarkable  on  account  of  the  moral  and 
religious  training  of  the  youth  of  the 
country,  but  also  an  account  of  the  intel- 
lectual results  of  having  a  great  national 
seminary  belonging  to  that  roligion  which 
the  mass  of  the  people  professed. 

Mb.  HENNESSY  wished  to  say  a  word 
or  two  upon  what  he  considered  the  ex- 
traordinary statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  University 
of  Dublin.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  told  the  House  that  Dr.  Croly 
was  Mendly  to  the  Queen's  Colleges. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  what  he 
had  said  in  respect  to  Dr.  Croly  he  had 
stated  upon  the  authority  of  one  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Education,  who  had 
been  sent  round  the  country  to  ascertain 
the  views  of  the  bishops  with  rogard  to 
the  best  sites  for  the  Colleges,  and  who 
had  given  evidence  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  HENNESSY  would  refer  to  what 
the  late  Sir  E.  Peel  said  in  respect  to  the 
sentiments  of  the  Catholic  bishops,  includ- 
ing Dr.  Croly.  On  the  2drd  of  June, 
1845,  when  the  question  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  was  under  discussion  in  that 
House,  Sir  E.  Peel  noticed  the  fact  that 
the  Irish  Catholic  bishops  wero  unani* 
mously  against  the  measure;  and  to  a 
petition  presented  to  that  House  declaring 
that  the  principles  of  the  proposed  col« 
l^es  were  contrary  to  religious  faith  and 
morals  the  signature  of  Dr.  Croly,  as  well 
as  the  other  Catholic  bishops,  was  attached. 

Mb.  WHITESIDE  said,  that  the  exa- 
mination to  which  he  referred  was  sub* 
sequent,  in  point  of  time,  to  the  events  in 
question. 

Mb.  HENNESSY  could  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  Dr.  Croly  never  al- 
tered the  opinion  expressed  in  the  peti- 
tion. The  Boman  Catholic  bishops  had 
been  from  the  beginning,  and  were  now 


Digitized  by 


Google 


M9  lTnw0r9ity  TUueation        lJoKfi20,  1865) 


(IrtiUmi). 


570 


tmammons  against  the  Colleges,  and  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asserted  that  it 
was  Dr.  Cullen  who  had  produced  this 
change  it  was  clear  he  was  imperfectly 
informed  on  the  snhject.  The  Goyem- 
ment  had  taken  an  extraordinary  course. 
They  had  acknowledged  the  truth  of  the 
allegations  of  the  Besolution,  and  so  far 
the  Boman  Catholics  were  hound  to  thank 
them.  The  Home  Secretary  had  suggested 
a  remedy  for  removing  the  conscientious 
scruples  of  the  Roman  Catholic  body,  and 
had  suggested  that  a  Boman  Catholic  Uni- 
yersity  should  have  an  opportunity  of  send* 
ing  students  to  be  examined  by  the  Queen's 
TTniyersity  for  degrees.  The  students  of 
Carlow  College  could  come  to  London  and 
be  examined  by  the  London  Unirersity 
for  a  d^pree.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
now  proposed  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
University  of  Ireland  should  be  turned  into 
a  second  Carlow  College ;  but  such  a  pro- 
posal would  not  find  the  same  favour  with 
the  Roman  Catholic  body  which  it  had 
found  with  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Monsell).  Such  a  proposal 
amounted  to  an  assertion  that  the  same 
conscientious  scruples  were  still  to  con- 
tinue, because  such  a  proposition  had 
been  made  over  and  over  again,  and  had 
been  invariably  objected  to.  The  Roman 
Catholic  bishops  were  unanimously  of 
opinion  that  the  education  given  in  such 
a  University  ought  to  be  denominational. 
The  University  of  Quebec  was  Roman 
Catholic.  The  examiners  and  teachers 
aud  the  governing  body  were  exclusively 
Roman  Catholic ;  and  so  it  must  be  in 
every  University  which  hoped  to  satisfy 
the  claims  of  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
and  laity.  So  long  as  any  compromise 
did  not  satisfy  the  Roman  Catholic  bishops 
it  was  a  &ilure.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Secretary  of  State,  proposed  to 
give  degrees  to  any  well  ordered  school. 
fie  wo^d  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  compromise  he  had  proposed 
would  be  a  total  failure — the  only  result 
of  such  a  scheme  would  be  to  degrade 
the  Queen's  University,  and  would  not 
satisfy  the  Roman  Catholic  body.  The 
majority  of  the  Protestant  bishops  of  Ire- 
land, like  the  Catholic  bishops,  were  op- 
posed to  the  mixed  system  of  education, 
and  the  heads  of  all  denominations  shared 
in  the  same  objection.  The  Church  of 
England  had  Trinity  College,  and  he 
should  be  sorry  to  see  it  tlurown  open. 
The  mixed  education  party  were  powerful 
enough  to  be  representedi  and  he  should 


like  to  see  one  or  two  colleges  fbr  them. 
Next  came  the  Roman  CathoUcs  who 
wanted  a  denominational  University,  and 
if  fier  Majest/s  Government  really  de- 
sired to  meet  their  just  claims,  they 
would  place  them,  in  regard  to  the  advan- 
tages of  education,  on  precisely  the  same 
footing  as  all  other  religious  denomina- 
tions, and  who  would  be  satisfied  by  no- 
thing less. 

Lord  DUNEELLIN  said,  he  desired  to 
offer  a  few  observations  in' order  that  his 
vote  might  not  be  misunderstood.  He  was 
sorry  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  who 
brought  this  subject  before  the  House 
(The  O'Donoghue)  in  a  speech  which  had 
been  justly  commended,  go  out  of  his  way 
to  depreciate  the  Queen's  Colleges  and  the 
Queen's  University  of  Ireland.  He  (Lord 
Dunkellin)  begged  leave  to  differ  from  his 
hon.  Friend  in  toio  in  that  respect.  He 
could  not  agree  that  these  institutions 
were  generally  unpopular  in  Ireland,  or 
that  the  education  given  by  l^e  colleges 
was  not  of  a  sufficiently  high,  good,  and 
practical  character.  Nor  could  he  admit 
that,  tested  either  by  the  numbers  upon 
the  books,  or  the  number  of  degrees  taken 
by  the  students,  the  colleges  were  a  failure. 
The  Queen's  University  flourished  in  spite 
of  the  great  opposition  with  which  it  had 
been  encountered,  and  there  had  been  a 
steady  and  marked  increase  in  the  pupils 
at  the  colleges.  It  was  worthy  of  remark 
that  as  the  Roman  Catholic  element  had 
increased  so  did  the  Protestant.  It  was 
not  altogether  fair  to  judge  of  the  useful* 
ness  of  the  Colleges  by  the  degrees.  A 
great  many  of  the  students  belonged  to 
the  higher  middle  class,  who  were  obliged 
to  enter  upon  the  duties  of  life  without 
going  through  the  full  curriculum  which 
would  qualify  them  to  take  their  degrees. 
The  question  was,  did  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges afford  a  good,  sound,  practical  edu- 
cation, suited  to  enable  their  pupils  to 
fight  their  way  through  life  with  credit  to 
themselves,  and  credit  to  them  who  edu- 
cated them  ?  He  asserted,  without  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  they  did  so.  If  they 
looked  to  the  competitive  examinations 
which  had  taken  place  within  the  last  few 
years  for  the  India  service,  for  the  civil 
service,  for  the  army  and  navy,  thev  would 
find  that  prizes  had  been  carriea  off  by 
those  who  were  educated  at  the  Queen's 
Colleges.  He  also  differed  from  the  hon. 
GenUeman  as  to  the  popularity  in  which 
these  institutions  were  held  in  the  coun- 
try.   The  Galway  College  had  flourished 
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in  the  fttoe  of  all  oppositi^m,  and  was  emi- 
nentij  popnlar.  Toniiag  to  the  more  im- 
mediate question  before  l^e  House,  as  to 
whether  a  oharter  should  be  granted  to 
the  Catholio  Unirersity,  he  a^ed  why 
was  it  required  ?  He  understood  it  was 
required  because  a  great  portion  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  had  conscien- 
tious objections  to  profit  by  liie  means  of 
XJniyersity  education  already  existing. 
He  should  be  the  last  to  disregard  the 
conscientious  objection  of  any  creed.  If 
conscientious  objections  preyented  them 
ftrom  going  to  Trinity  College,  Dublin — 
if  conscieDtious  objections  prevented  them 
from  attending  the  Queen's  University — 
let  them  have  an  Uniyersity  of  their  own. 
He  thought  what  had  been  proposed  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  fairly  met 
aU  objections,  and  placed  Roman  Catholics 
in  a  position  with  regard  to  diplomas  and 
degrees  to  which  they  could  not  object. 
He  was  rather  surprised  to  hear  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hen- 
nessy)  take  exception  to  the  proposal  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Mr, 
MonseU).  The  question  of  the  charter 
was  promoted  by  Roman  Catholic  gentle 
men  on  the  ground  that  at  present  their 
sons  were  debarred  from  University  edu- 
cation. They  objected  to  Trinity  College, 
because  the  professors  were  Episcopolian 
clegymen;  and  to  Queen's  College,  be- 
cause the  professors  there  might  be  of  no 
religion ;  but  at  the  Catholic  University 
the  sons  of  Roman  Catholics  would  study 
under  professors  of  their  own  creed»  and 
be  watohed  and  fostered  with  all  the  care 
of  a  fond  parent,  and  after  going  through 
a  curriculum  of  intellectual  labour  and 
moral  supervision  they  might  compete 
with  students  brought  up  elsewhere. 
This  would  place  them  in  fair,  honest, 
generous  competition  with  their  compeers ; 
and  in  this  free  practical  nineteenth-cen- 
tary  education  it  would  be  for  Roman 
Catholic  gentlemen,  if  they  could,  to  dis- 
tance their  competitors.  He  would  not 
support  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Tralee,  if  he  thought  that 
it  would  injuriously  affect  the  Queen's 
Colleges  ;  but,  believing  that  no  such  con- 
sequences would  ensue,  he  would  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, though  he  by  no  means  concurred  in 
the  censure  he  cast  upon  the  Queen's  Uni- 
yersity or  the  Queen's  Colleges. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  said,  he  was  not  one 
of  those  who  widied  to  have  a  grievance 
Lord  Dufuhttin 


for  the  sake  of  a  grievance;  on  the  oon- 
trary,  he  was  always  most  anxious  to  meet 
any  fair  propoaal  to  accede  to  the  wishes 
of  the  Catiiolies  of  Ireland  in  a  frank  and 
cordial  spirit,  even  if  at  first  sight  it  did 
not  meet  his  views  adequately,  to  give 
every  weight  to  the  good  intentions  by 
which  it  was  animated,  and,  if  posnble, 
develop  it  satisfeotorily  to  all  parties.  It 
was  with  that  view  that  he  addressed  him- 
self to  the  consideration  of  the  views  ex- 
pressed and  the  scheme  sketched  out  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  Bekfn 
doing  so  he  would  make  one  observation 
with  reference  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  King^s  County. 
The  hon.  Member  had  truly  stated  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  and  ihe  Ro- 
man Catholic  authorities  throughout  the 
world  had  unanimously  ex^Hressed  an  opi- 
nion that  University  education  should  be 
denominational,  becAUse  they  held  that 
religion  should  be  interwoven  with  every 
branch  of  education.  But  while  th^ 
held  that  education,  which  meant  instruo- 
tion,  teaching,  developing  the  faculties, 
improving  the  mind,  should  be  denomina- 
tional, the  tests  of  edueation  need  not  be 
denominational,  but  might  be  united  or 
mixed.  That  was  the  case  in  Belgium ; 
and  in  1851  the  principle  was  formally 
approved  in  France.  How  far  did  the 
necessity  for  some  measure  snch  as  that  pro- 
posed exist  in  Ireland  ?  Such  a  necessity 
did  exist ;  for  while,  according  to  the  sta- 
tistics quoted  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Limerick,  Roman  Catho- 
lics embraced  from  25  to  40  per  cent  of 
the  better  classes  and  professions  they  pos- 
sessed University  degrees  in  the  proportion 
of  only  14  per  cent.  Then  came  the 
question,  How  was  the  difficulty  to  be 
met  ?  The  one  which  he  considered  the 
most  perfect  and  the  most  applicable  to  the 
condition  of  Ireland  was,  that  as  they  had 
in  Trinity  College  an  University  that  was 
essentially  Protestant,  they  should  esta- 
blish an  Uniyersity  that  should  be  essen- 
tially Roman  Catholic.  At  the  same  time 
he  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  whole  oourse 
of  modem  legislation  in  this,  as  well  as  in 
other  countries,  tended  to  change  those 
ancient  institutions  which  existed  when 
the  whole  country  was  of  one  rdigion, 
and  to  make  the  test  of  education  applica* 
ble  to  all  religious  denominations.  He 
owned,  therefore,  that  there  was  a  strong 
reason  to  induce  the  Government  to  declare 
tiiat  iiie  test  Bh<Kild  beone  for  aU  denomi- 
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natioiis,  and  that  there  should  not  be  anj 
longer  a  denominational  examining  Uni- 
Tersitj.  This  principle  had  been  f^opted 
with  great  success  hj  the  University  of 
London,  to  which  he  himself  and  other 
Members  of  that  House  belong.  There 
were  two  ways  of  constituting  such  a 
TJniyersity  as  to  embrace  all  p^es  and 
all  religions.  One  was  the  system  which 
had  been  adopted  originally  by  the  London 
University — that  of  affiliating  colleges;  and 
the  other  that  which  had  ultimately  be«i 
carried  out  by  that  University,  by  which 
the  Senate  was  simply  nominated  in  the 
first  instance  by  the  Qovemment,  and  all 
Btndents  came  up  to  be  examined  as  units. 
If  the  latter  plan  were  adopted  in  Ireland 
it  would  not  be  acceptable  to  the  great 
body  of  the  Poman  Catholics,  beoaiuse 
this  serious  difficulty  had  been  felt — the 
body  which  directed  and  controlled  the 
examiDations  necessarily,  although  indi- 
rectly, directed  and  controlled  the  course 
of  education,  and,  as  the  different  affiliated 
branches  were  not  at  all  represented  on  the 
Senate,  the  latter  might  unwittinglv  place 
on  its  examination  lists  subjects  and  books 
which  might  be  objected  to.  In  illustration 
of  this,  he  might  mention  that  the  Senate 
of  the  London  University  having  appointed 
PaUy*s  Mhici  as  a  necessary  subject  of 
examination,  the  Boman  Catholic  students 
positively  declined  to  prove  Paley's  prin- 
ciple of  utility  as  the  criterion  of  actions, 
and  a  compromise  was  effected  by  the  Exa- 
fniners  allowing  the  Catholic  students  to 
confute  those  principles.  But  the  method 
which  had  been  adopted  inFrance  by  the  law 
of  1 852  on  the  subject  of  education  was  an 
excellent  one.  By  that  method  the  Senate 
of  the  French  General  University  was 
made  to  consist  of  twenty-eight  members, 
and  every  great  body  in  the  State  was 
ofioially  represented  in  it.  The  Govern- 
ment was  represented  by  the  Minister  of 
Public  Instruction,  the  Boman  Catholics 
by  a  Bishop  or  Archbishop  elected  by  his 
colleagues,  the  Protestants  by  a  member 
elected  in  their  consistories,  the  free  col- 
leges by  official  members,  and  so  on. 
If  that  precedent,  or  something  in  the 
same  spirit,  were  adopted  in  constructing 
the  University  body  in  Irdand,  by  what- 
ever name  it  was  to  be  called,  he  believed 
it  would  meet  the  wishes  of  nearly  all 
who  were  interested  in  the  subject.  He 
spoke  usuaUy  only  his  own  sentiments, 
but  he  had  some  reason  to  say  that  in 
caressing  that  opinion  he  eipreesed  the 
opinion  of  a  large  body  of  those  who 
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might  be  considered  to  some  extent  to 
represent  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland. 
If  the  granting  of  University  degrees  and 
the  framing  of  the  course  of  examination 
necessary  &  attain  them  were  to  be  the 
work  of  a  body  upon  which  all  classes 
would  be  necessarily  and  adequately  re- 
presented it  would,  he  believed,  give 
satis&ction  to  the  Boman  Catholics  of 
Ireland;  and  he  also  believed  that  the 
proposal  sketched  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  contained  the  principles  upon 
which  that^an  might  be  carried  out 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  beUeved  that  the 
House  had  been  taken  by  surprise  by  the 
evidently  foregone  conclusion  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  found  some  institu- 
tion in  the  nature  of  a  Boman  Catholic 
University.  The  question  was  being  dis- 
cussed without  adequate  information  as  to 
the  plan  proposed.  Unless  some  farther 
information  was  afforded,  he  should  think 
it  his  duty,  on  the  first  practicable  day,  to 
move  that  the  Ch)vemment  should  famish 
the  House  wiUi  the  details  of  the  plan 
they  contemplated.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Whiteside)  had  explained  that 
there  was  nothing  in  the  educational  in- 
stitutions of  Ireland  which  either  created 
or  petpetuated  the  exclusion  of  which 
complaint  had  been  made.  As  to  the  com- 
plaint of  inequality,  it  was  only  just  to 
preceding  Governments  and  to  Parliament 
to  say  that  this  ineqnality  was  not  of  their 
making,  but  was  due  entirely  to  the  Pa- 
pacy. The  Boman  Catholic  Bishops  in 
Ireland  were  instructed  by  the  Papacy  to 
object  to  the  Queen's  University,  and  for-  • 
bid  the  youth  of  Ireland  from  availing 
themselves  of  the  educational  facilities 
offered  by  the  University  of  Dublin.  He 
was  apprehensive  that,  unless  great  core 
was  taken  in  the  organization  of  the  con- 
templated Universily,  the  same  principle 
of  exclusion  which  had  been  practised  at 
Maynooth,  by  which  the  Roman  Catholio 
laity  had  been  excluded  fr*om  that  college, 
would  be  practised,  and  the  contemplated 
university  woold  become  as  exclusively 
Roman  Catholic  as  Maynooth  was  now 
exclusively  ecclesiastioal — as  exclusively 
IU)man  Catholic,  and  probably  Ultramon- 
tane, in  its  teaching  as  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Limerick  had  explained  that 
the  National  Schools  of  Ireland  had  be- 
come, which  he  informed  the  House  were 
now  largely  under  the  control  of  the 
regular  orders  of  the  Church  of  Rome. 
No  doubt  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
a  great  admirer  of  the  Jesuits  and  of  the 
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other  regular  orders  of  the  Papacj,  and 
considered  the  laws  of  this  coontry  against 
the  existence  of  these  orders  in  the  United 
Kingdom  very  absurd.  The  opinions  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  were  well 
known.  In  justice,  howeyer,  to  preceding 
Governments  and  preceding  Parliaments, 
he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  must  be  permitted  to 
observe  that  the  modem  history  of  Europe 
and  the  recent  experience  and  conduct  of 
European  Governments,  especially  those 
of  France  and  Italy,  redeemed  the  conduct 
of  preceding  Parliaments  of  this  country 
from  the  imputation  of  ignorance  and 
bigotry  in  the  safeguards  which  they  had 
raised  against  the  machinations  and  prac- 
tices of  these  Boman  orders.  Eoman 
Catholic  Members  themselves  were  full  of 
complaints  of  the  state  of  Ireland  itself, 
though  it  was  favoured  by  the  presence  of 
these  orders.  In  this  country  the  feeling 
would  be  that  there  was  nothing  to  ac- 
count for  this  change  of  policy  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  except  the  pressure 
which  had  been  brought  to  bear  upon  suc- 
cessive Governments  by  an  organization 
of  which  the  authorities  of  the  Church  of 
Bome  were  cognizant.  He  believed  that 
this  announcement  would  be  received  with 
surprise  by  the  country.  He  had  on  a 
former  occasion  adverted  to  a  very  re- 
markable document  issued  by  the  Papacy, 
and  the  circulation  of  which  by  Roman 
Catholic  prelates  had  been  forbidden  in 
Prance ;  and  he  now  begged  leave  to  read 
some  of  the  propositions  which  would  be 
inculcated  on  those  who,  under  the  plan 
of  the  Government,  would,  by  virtue  of 
this  TJtramontane  tuition,  become  candi- 
dates for  degrees.  The  fifteenth  Proposi- 
tion condemned  by  the  Pope  in  the  Sylla- 
bus which  was  attached  to  the  Encyclical 
Letter,  dated  the  8th  of  December,  1864, 
was— 

**  Erery  roan  is  free  to  embrace  and  profess  the 
religion  he  shall  believe  true,  guided  by  the  light 
of  reason." 

Thus  the  Government  were  about  to  pro- 
vide for  granting  degrees  to  those  who 
should  be  thoroughly  impregnated  with 
the  belief  that  the  primary  maxim  of  re- 
ligious freedom  is  a  damnable  error.  The 
eighteenth  proposition  condemned  by  the 
Papacy  in  the  samo  document,  was  the 
opinion  that — 

"  Protestantism  is  nothing  more  than  another 
form  of  the  same  tme  Christian  religion  in  which 
it  is  possible  to  please  God  equally  as  in  the 
Catholic  Church.'*^ 

Mr.  NewdegaU 


The  converse  of  this  proposition  was  an- 
other item  of  the  religious  instruction  which 
the  Government  were  about  to  declare  a 
qualification  for  a  d^^ree,  and  this  in  the 
cause  of  liberalty  and  f^edom.  In  con- 
nection with  the  propositions  he  had 
quoted,  as  condemned,  no  later  than  De- 
cember last,  by  the  Papacy,  he  would  beg 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  77th — 

**  In  the  present  day  it  is  no  longer  necessary 
that  the  Catholic  religion  shall  be  held  as  the 
only  religion  of  the  State,  to  the  exclusion  of  all 
other  m^es  of  worship." 

"  78th :  Whence  it  has  been  wisely  provided 
by  law  in  some  countries,  called  Catholic,  that 
persons  coming  to  reside  therein  shaU  enjoy  the 
free  exercise  of  their  own  worship." 

Kow,  let  the  House  remember  that  the 
converse — the  doctrines  the  exact  opposite 
of  these  opinions  he  quoted — are  emphati- 
cally asserted  by  the  Papacy  by  the  con- 
demnation of  these  opinions,  which  are 
the  opinions  upon  which  the  legislation  of 
this  country  is  founded  and  upon  which 
the  Government  pretend  to  act.  The 
37  th  proposition,  which  is  condemned  by 
the  Papacy  in  the  Syllabus,  is  as  follows — 
'*  National  Churches  can  be  established  after 
being  withdrawn  and  separated  from  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Roman  Pontiff." 

Hence  the  existence  of  the  Church  of  this 
country  as  by  law  established  will  be 
treated  as  a  moral  offence  in  the  religious 
teaching,  upon  proficiency  acquired  under 
which,  the  Government  propose  to  confer 
degrees;  and  this  is  exemplified  by  the 
preceding  proposition,  the  36th — 

"  The  definition  of  a  National  Council  does  not 
admit  of  any  subsequent  discussion,  and  the  ciril 
power  can  settle  an  aflkir,  as  decided  by  such 
National  Council." 

By  the  condemnation  of  this  proposition, 
the  Papacy  at  once  defies  the  power  of 
Parliament,  and  exacts  compliance  from 
those  of  the  Roman  Catholic  communion. 
Again,  and  in  a  higher  sense,  the  54th 
proposition  is  condemned— 

"  Kings  and  princes  are  not  only  exempt  from 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Church,  but  are  superior 
to  the  Church  in  litigated  questions." 

Thus  are  all  condemned  who  maintain 
Her  Majesty's  rightful  supremacy,  and  the 
independence  of  the  Administrative  power 
of  this  and  every  other  country ;  while 
the  24th  proposition,  which  is  condemned, 
stands  thus — 

"  The  Church  has  not  the  power  of  availing 
herself  of  force,  or  any  direct  or  indirect  temper^ 
power." 

Here  is  a  direct  assertion,  by  the  condem- 
nation of  the  converse  proposition,  of  the 
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right  of  the  Eoman  Pontiff  to  temporal 
power  in  this  and  every  other  State,  and 
of  the  right  to  use  force  to  estahlish  and 
maintain  that  power.  Such  are  the  doc- 
trines issued  so  late  as  the  8th  of  Decem- 
ber last  hy  the  Papacy,  for  the  inculcation 
of  which  upon  the  youth  of  Ireland,  as 
natters  of  religion,  the  Government  of 
Her  Majesty  are  making  provision,  and 
for  proficiency  in  which  they  are  about  to 
confer  degrees;  and  this,  I  suppose,  they 
will  say,  in  the  cause  of  Liberalism  and 
freedom.  It  would  appear  strange  to  the 
people  of  England  that  so  soon  after  these 
propositions  were  enounced  by  Rome, 
that,  on  the  plea  of  liberalism,  a  step 
should  be  taken  to  afford  an  opportunity 
of  educating  the  youth  of  Ireland  in  these 
most  intolerent  principles.  The  people  of 
England  would  be  inclined  to  believe  that 
the  Church  of  Rome  already  exercised  a 
power  on  this  country  which  rendered  it 
impossible  for  any  Government  to  resist 
for  any  length  of  time  her  decrees.  What 
means  the  people  of  England  might  adopt 
for  the  defence  of  their  own  independence, 
and  the  freedom  of  their  fellow  subjects 
of  Catholic  faith,  ho  knew  not;  but  he 
felt  that  they  ought  to  be  informed  that 
there  existed  a  power  in  the  United  King- 
dom capable  of  exacting  first  from  one  Go- 
vernment and  then  from  another  conces- 
sions, not  in  the  sense  of  modern  civiliza 
tion  and  enlightenment,  or  in  the  spirit  of 
progress — ^for  all  these  the  Pope  had  for- 
mally rejected  and  condemned  in  the  same 
documents  from  which  he  had  quoted — 
but  in  the  sense  of  the  exclusion  and  of 
the  bigotry  which  characterized  Rome  in 
the  Middle  Ages.  He  lamented  the  de- 
cision which  the  Government  had  come 
to ;  but  he  would  not  in  the  present  state 
of  the  House  attempt  to  test  its  opinion. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: The  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Newdegate), 
seems,  as  is  rather  common  with  his 
speeches,  intended  to  act  on  the  nerves  of 
the  House.  He  has  made  a  selection  of 
most  startling  and  alarming  propositions 
from  a  document  recently  issued  by  the 
Court  of  Rome,  but  which  appear  to  me 
to  have  very  little  relevancy  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  So  far  as  the 
language  of  those  propositions  is  applic- 
able to  the  present  discussion,  it  ought, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  to  be  an  encouragement 
to  U8  to  go  forward  steadily  in  ■  the  path 
in  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
George  Grey)  has  announced  that  we  mean 
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to  tread,  because  the  more  harsh,  rigid, 
and  restrictive  our  measures  may  be  to- 
wards the  Roman  Catholic  community  in 
this  country,  the  more  we  leave  them 
under  the  direct  influence  of  Rome,  and 
throw  them  into  the  hands  of  those  in  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  who  profess  ex- 
treme opinions.  I  so  far  sympathise  with 
the  hon.  Member  as  to  contemplate,  in 
common  with  the  great  majority  of  this 
House,  those  propositions  with  great  aver- 
sion, and  I  deeply  regret  their  issue  from 
any  centre  of  religious  authority.  They 
have,  however,  on  me  an  effect  directly 
opposite  to  that  which  they  appear  to 
exercise  on  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire,  and  I  would  wish,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  remove  all  tendency  to 
look  with  favour  on  such  propositions  by 
endeavouring  to  attach  our  Roman  Catholic 
fellow  subjects  more  distinctly  and  more 
closely  to  Englishmen  generally,  and  to 
the  interests  and  habits  of  this  country. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  stated  that  he  thought 
the  declaration  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
must  have  taken  the  House  by  surprise. 
Now  the  first  effect  of  our  surprise  is  to 
produce  attention;  but  surprise  has  not 
produced  attention  in  the  hon.  Member, 
for,  if  he  hcui  listened  ever  so  cursorily  to 
the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  it 
would  have  been  impossible  for  him  to 
have  described  it  as  the  announcement  of 
an  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  are  about  to  found  a  Roman 
Catholic  University.  The  most  pointed 
part  of  that  speech  was  directed  to  this 
proposition — that  the  Government  did  not 
think  it  fit  or  expedient,  so  far  as  the  in- 
tervention of  the  Government  is  concerned, 
to  accede  to  any  plan  for  the  foundation  of 
a  Roman  Catholic  University.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Whiteside)  did  certainly  seem  to  look 
on  with  some  sort  of  qualified  approbation 
at  the  proposition  to  found  such  a  Univer- 
sity. He  greatly  preferred  that  plan,  he 
said,  to  the  one  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. Under  these  circumstances  I  hope 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire  will 
employ  some  portion  of  the  approaching 
recess  in  settling  the  difference  which  ap* 
pears  to  exist  between  them  in  that  respect. 
But  although  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  University  of  Publin  said  he  looked 
with  comparative  favour  on  the  idea  of  giv- 
ing a  charter  to  a  Roman  Catholic  Univer- 
sity, yet  the  whole  of  his  agument  was  not 
only  not  in  favour  of  a  charter  to  a  Roman 
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Catholic  University,  but  it  was  distinctly 
to  this  effects — ^that  the  Eoman  Catholics 
were  extremely  well  treated  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin — ^that  with  that  good  treat- 
ment they  ought  to  be  content,  and  should 
desire  nothing  more.  That  was  the  pith 
of  his  entire  speech.  Let  me  not  be  sup- 
posed to  speak  with  any  disrespect  either 
of  the  constitution  or  the  administration 
of  the  University  of  Dublin.  I  believe 
its  constitution  is  liberal  according  to  the 
conditions  of  its  foundation,  and  that  its 
administration,  as  far  as  I  may  presume  to 
give  an  opinion  on  that  point,  is  conducted 
in  the  spirit  of  that  constitution.  Never- 
theless it  is  one  thing  to  be  admitted  indi- 
vidually into  an  institution  founded  upon 
the  pnnciples  of  a  religious  communion 
different  from  your  own,  and  another  thing 
to  have  your  children  educated  within  the 
walls  of  an  institution  founded  upon  the 
rules  and  laws  of  your  own  religion.  I 
want  to  know  what  right  we  have  to  find 
fault  with  those  Eoman  Catholics  who  pre- 
fer the  latter  system.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  prefers  the  latter  system  ; 
and  I  am  sure  that  if  he  lived  in  a  country 
where  the  only  choice  offered  him  was 
that  of  sending  his  children  to  a  Boman 
Catholic  University,  where  they  would 
receive  their  instruction  at  the  hands 
of  Boman  Catholic  teachers,  he  would 
say  distinctly,  and  I  think  justifiably, 
''I  greatly  prefer  to  have,  and  I  shall 
use  every  effort  to  obtain,  the  means  of 
haying  my  own  children  educated  in 
my  own  religion  from  the  mouths  and 
under  the  influence  of  teachers  belonging 
to  my  own  Church."  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  a  pointed  question  to  the  Go- 
vernment. He  asked  us,  "How  can  you 
possibly  justify  your  refusal  to  make  any 
concession  to  the  Church  Education  So- 
ciety conformably  with  the  intention  you 
have  announced  to-night  with  regard  to 
the  Roman  Catholics?"  Why,  Sir,  the 
intention  announced  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to-night  is  to  remove  from  the 
Boman  Catholics  certain  disabilities  under 
which  they  at  present  labour — disabilities 
of  a  positive  character;  not  merely  the 
want  of  honorary  distinctions,  but  the 
want  of  degrees,  the  absence  or  default  of 
which  subjects  them  either  to  a  longer 
probation  before  they  can  enter  a  profes- 
sion in  which  they  are  to  earn  their  liveli- 
hood, or  else  involves  their  repulsion  from 
that  profession  altogether.  What  does 
that  state  of  things  amount  to  ?  Disguise 
it  how  you  may,  it  is  the  imposition  of 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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civil  disabilities  on  account  of  religious 
opinion — on  account  of  religious  opinion, 
which  is  not,  I  grant,  perhaps  universally 
entertained  by  Boman  Catholics;  there  are, 
I  rejoice,  many  Boman  Catholiosy  and  I 
wish  there  were  many  more,  who  do  not 
object  to  the  united  education  given  in 
the  Queen's  Colleges ;  but  there  are  many 
Boman  Catholics,  as  has  been  distinctly 
proved,  who  either  object  absolutely  to 
that  system,  or  prefer  a  system  which 
they  think  more  perfect.  That  is  an 
opinion  which  they  hold  as  part  of  their 
religious  belief  and  obligation,  and  for  it 
they  are  at  this  moment  subjected  to  civil 
disabilities.  And  what  my  right  hon. 
Friend  has  announced  is  not  that  there  is 
to  be  a  Boman  Catholic  University,  but 
that  that  civil  disability  is  to  be  removed. 
Has  there  been  any  question  raised  to- 
night like  that  raised  on  behalf  of  the 
schools  of  the  Church  Education  Society  ? 
Ko.  What  is  demanded  on  behalf  of  that 
Society  is  a  share  of  the  public  money ; 
and  if  the  present  Motion  had  involved 
any  such  distinct  demand  upon  the  public 
purse,  then,  so  far,  the  parallel  sought  to 
be  established  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  had  some  show  of  jus- 
tice. But,  with  regard  to  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made 
a  very  broad  assertion.  He  said  that  all 
those  who  belonged  to  the  present  Go- 
vernment were  departing  from  the  decla- 
rations, and  attempting  to  reverse  the 
policy  of  the  last  thirty  years.  Now,  the 
Queen's  Colleges  were  not  recommended 
to  Parliament  nor  adopted  by  Parliament 
as  embodying  a  perfect  system  of  educa- 
tion, but  simply  as  the  best  arrangement 
which  the  circumstances  of  Ireland  then 
permitted.  Lord  Bussell  distmctly  stated 
at  the  time  that  in  his  opinion  the  plan, 
as  far  as  respected  positive  religious 
teaching,  was  very  defective.  Another 
Member  of  the  present  Government  spoke 
in  somewhat  the  same  sense,  at  the  same 
time,  however,  giving  his  vote  as  Lord 
Bussell  also  gave  his,  for  the  scheme 
proposed  by  Sir  Bobert  Peel,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  adapted  to  the  pecu- 
liar circumstances  of  Ireland.  It  is 
quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  Sir 
Bobert  Peel  pronounced  these  Colleges 
to  be  a  system  so  perfect  that  nothmg 
could  be  allowed  to  stand  in  competition 
with  it.  He  pointed  out  the  great  want 
of  academical  institutions  in  Ireland,  and 
then  addressed  himself  in  a  practical 
spirit  to  how  that  want   could  best  bo 
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supplied.  He  said  that  if  they  were  to 
have  academical  institutions  in  Ireland 
he  ttaw  no  other  mode  of  securing  that 
advantage  hut  hy  the  establishment  of 
A>me  snoh  system  as  that,  and  he  justi- 
fied it  by  the  peculiar  and  unfortunate 
rdigious  differences  there  existing.  Again, 
8ir  Bobert  Feel  said,  that  upon  the  whole, 
he  thought  that,  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
ciimstances  of  Ireland,  they  stood  a  better 
chance  of  success  by  adopting  a  system 
under  which  the  religious  education  would 
be  placed  on  the  footing  that  he  proposed 
than  by  attempting  to  found  separate 
theological  establishments  or  by  appointing 
separate  theological  professors  for  each 
College ;  and  he  went  on  to  show  that  the 
view  of  the  late  Sir  Bobert  Inglis,  who 
denounced  what  he  deemed  the  want  of 
positive  religious  teaching  in  these  Col- 
leges, and  who  desired  that  there  should 
be  a  full  infusion  of  the  religious  ele- 
ment in  its  instruction,  really  came, 
when ,  properly  examined,  to  nothing  less 
than  the  forcing  upon  a  Boman  Ca^olic 
community  of  the  teaching  of  the  Church 
of  England !  It  would,  indeed,  be  much 
against  the  will  and  desire  of  the  present 
Goyemment  if  it  were  to  be  supposed  that, 
in  acceding  to  the  general  wish  expressed 
by  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tralee,  they  were  expressing  any  change 
of  their  intentions  in  regard  to  the 
Queen's  Colleges.  To  those  Colleges, 
before  they  were  called  into  actual  exis- 
tence, an  epithet  was  applied  in  that  House 
the  severity  of  which  had  never  been 
mitigated,  and  no  doubt  the  religious  ele- 
ment was  not  included  in  their  teaching 
direcUy  and  authoritatively.  But  I  am 
sure  that  no  one  who  recollects  the  nature 
of  the  discussion  which  took  place  in  1845 
— ^I  go  further,  and  say  that  no  one  who 
knows  the  character  of  the  illustrious 
statesman  by  whom  the  plan  of  those 
colleges  was  propounded — would  for  one 
moment  dream  that  there  ever  was  an 
intention  to  place  them  in  opposition  to 
the  inculcation  of  religion  in  its  most 
distinct  and  defmite  form.  I  believe  that 
in  the  case  of  Belfast  the  facilities  which 
he  offered  have  been  fully  made  use  of,  and 
that,  practicaUy,  religious  education  has 
been  given  there  in  connection  with  these 
Colleges.  I  can  speak  not  only  on  my 
own  behalf,  but  I  am  sure  also  on  behalf 
of  my  CoDeagues,  when  I  say  that  most 
happy  shall  we  be  to  see  a  similar  disposi- 
tion to  turn  those  facilities  to  account 
shown  by  the  authorities  of  the  Boman 
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Catholic  Church,  and  likewise  to  find  the 
Queen's  Colleges  not  only  fiourishing  as 
they  do  now,  but  striking  their  roots  more 
widely  and  deeply  in  the  affections  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  people  of  Ireland.  But 
we  have  this  fact  before  us — that,  with 
these  Colleges  existing,  there  is  a  great  gap 
to  be  filled  up.  There  is  a  large  portion  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  community  which 
does  not  accept  academical  education  on 
the  terms  upon  which  it  is  at  present 
offered ;  and  I  believe  we  are  acting  in  the 
spirit  of  the  policy  of  1845  by  c^opting 
the  practical  means  we  propose  for  sup- 
plying the  existing  lack.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy), 
who  presented  an  exception  to  the  general 
tone  of  the  speeches  made  by  the  Irish 
Members  to-night,  announced  on  his  own 
authority  that  under  no  circumstances  can 
there  be  the  adoption  of  any  offer  less  than 
that  of  the  foundation  of  an  exclusively 
Boman  Catholic  University— exclusive,  I 
mean,  not  in  the  sense  of  shutting  its  doors 
against  all  pupils  save  those  of  that  per- 
suasion, but  in  respect  to  Government  and 
direction.  But  that  hon.  Gentleman  has 
been  contradicted  by  other  Irish  Members, 
and  particularly  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  0*Beilly),  who 
is,  perhaps,  not  less  accustomed  or  less 
authorized  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
munion to  which  he  belongs.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Monsell)  and  other  Gentlemen  from 
Ireland,  have  also  accepted  in  the  most 
kindly  spirit  the  prefers  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  given  to  Government  every 
encouragement  to  proceed  with  the  plan 
they  have  announced,  by  holding  out  the 
expectation,  not  only  that  it  will  be  favour- 
ably received,  but  likewise  that  it  will 
have  great  effect  in  meeting  the  existing 
want.  One  or  two  important  points  of 
detail  have  been  alluded  to  in  the  debate. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr. 
O'Beilly)  said  he  thought  it  would  be  most 
desirable  that  the  different  colleges  which 
might  be  affiliated  to  the  Queen's  Uni- 
.versity  under  an  enlarged  charter  should 
be  represented  in  the  Sienate  of  the  Uni- 
versity, and  that  not  according  to  the  ac- 
cidents of  individual  character,  but  by 
some  fixed  rules  which  should  secure  the 
permanence  of  t^t  representation.  No 
doubt  it  will  be  desirable  that  when  the 
Queen's  University  undertakes  the  enlarged 
functions  which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
sketched  out  it  shouM  be  under  the  go- 
vernment of  a  body  proportioned  to  the 
U  2 
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extent  of  those  functions ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  would  be  premature  now  to 
enter  into  a  detailed  consideration  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Senate  of  the  Uni- 
yersity  might  be  best  made  to  harmonize 
with  the  work  it  has  to  perform.  But  I 
might  venture  to  state  that  Her  Majesty's 
GoYemment  are,  as  it  is  obyious  thej 
must  be,  open  to  the  force  of  the  generid 
obseryation  that  has  been  made,  and  it  is 
quite  plain,  in  order  to  fulfil  the  usefulness 
it  is  intended  to  perform,  that  it  must  be 
80  constituted  and  composed  in  its  govern- 
ing body  as  to  possess  the  confidence  of 
those  who  were  to  partake  of  it.  The 
right  hon.  l^ember  for  Limerick  has  also 
referred  to  a  similar  matter  to  that  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Longford,  which  is  also  one  of  great 
importance.  I  understood  them  to  say 
that  there  must  be  a  very  careful  selection 
of  the  colleges  or  bodies  that  are  to  be 
affiliated  to  the  University,  and  of  their 
power  of  sending  up  pupils  for  degrees ; 
and  his  hon.  Friend  had  made  an  allu- 
sion to  the  change  that  was  recently  made 
in  the  composition  of  the  University  of 
London.  As  it  was  originally  founded  it 
received  no  pupils  except  from  a  limited 
number  of  colleges,  and  the  qualification 
of  the  colleges  was  much  regarded  as  a 
condition  previous  to  their  being  entitled 
to  send  up  young  men  to  the  examinations. 
Now,  I  believe,  the  constitution  of  the 
University  of  London  has  been  very  much 
enlarged  in  that  respect,  and  very  little, 
if  any,  distinction  is  now  drawn  between 
one  school  and  another.  I  understand  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lim- 
erick and  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
to  say  that  in  Ireland  such  a  system 
would  be  rather  injurious  than  beneficial. 

Mb.  O'REILLY  explained,  that  he  did 
not  mean  to  suggest  that  there  should  be 
any  restriction  as  to  the  persons  who 
might  present  themselves  for  examination, 
but  only  that  different  institutions  should 
be  represented  upon  the  Senate. 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Well,  certainly  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Limerick  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. That,  of  course,  is  a  matter  which 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
consider  very  carefully,  because  it  must  not 
be  assumed  that  precisely  the  same  regula- 
tions which  are  at  any  given  time  desirable 
in  England  must  necessarily,  at  the  same 
moment,  be  expedient  in  Ireland.  I  do 
not  think  that  we  shall  see  any  fulfil- 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  I 


ment  of  the  prophecy  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Warwickshire 
(Mr.  Newdegate),  that  great  alarm  will 
be  produced  in  this  country  by  the  pro- 
posal of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  which  is,  in 
point  of  fact,  only  to  place  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  in  the  same  position 
with  regard  to  academical  d^rees  as  that 
which  the  Roman  Catholics  of  England 
here  occupied  for  many  years,  without  any 
alarm  or  dissatisfaction,  or  any  prejudice 
or  injury,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  to  any 
Member  of  this  community.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  King's  County  (Mr. 
Hennessy),  I  think  that  the  speech  of  my 
nght  hon.  Friend  must  have  shown  that 
the  Government  were  not  disposed  to  re- 
ject rudely  and  without  consideratioii  the 
direct  proposal  to  found  a  Roman  Catholic 
University.  There  are  three  classes  of 
reasons  which  have  mainly  led  the  Go- 
vernment to  the  conclusion  that  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  accede  to  that  suggestion. 
One  of  them  has  been  fairly  and  candidly 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford, 
who  admitted  that,  whatever  might  be  his 
own  preferences,  the  course  of  legislation 
and  of  events  is  adverse  to  the  foundation 
of  exclusive  Universities,  and  like  a  wise 
man  he  is  not  willing  to  place  himself 
needlessly  in  opposition  to  the  course  of 
legislation  which  now  prevails;  and  the 
second  is,  that  it  would  obviously  be  im- 
possible to  raise  the  question  of  granting 
a  charter  to  a  Roman  Catholic  University 
with  the  power  of  granting  degrees,  with- 
out involving  ourselves  in  many  of  those 
sectarian  difficulties  which  there  could  be 
no  advantage  in  raising  with  regard  to 
such  a  subject.  But  my  right  hon.  Friend 
dwelt  strongly,  and  I  think  most  justly, 
upon  the  reason  which  is,  of  itself,  suffi- 
cient to  determine  the  course  which  the 
Government  ought  to  pursue.  You  have 
in  Ireland  already  two  Universities,  and 
by  granting  a  charter  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
University  you  would  create  a  third.  If 
you  had  a  University  of  the  Established 
Church  and  another  belonging  to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  each  with  a  power  of 
granting  degrees,  the  Presbyterians  of 
Ireland  would  urge  a  plausible  and  pro- 
bably a  just  claim  to  have  a  Universi^  to 
themselves.  [Mr.  Whiteside:  Oh,  no! J 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman's  opinion  is,  no 
doubt,  entitled  to  great  weight,  but  I 
doubt  very  much  whether  he  has  received 
credentials  fully  authorizing  him  to  state 
in  this  House  the  views  of  the  Presby- 
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terians  upon  this  sabjeot.  I  apprehend  that 
when  their  repreeentativeB  come  to  speak 
for  themselves  they  may  g^ve  a  different 
opinion.    At  all  events,  it  is  a  contingency 
which  the  Government  were  bound  to  keep 
in  view,  when  they  were  asked  to  grant  a 
charter  for  an  exclusively  Eoman  Catholic 
XJniversity.    Would  it.  I  ask,  be  desirable 
that   Ireland  should    have    four  Univer- 
sities?     Is  it  desirable,  in  countries  of 
limited  population,  to  multiply  Universi- 
ties ?    I  think  it  is  not.     In  Belgium — a 
country  than  which,  perhaps,  none  in  Eu- 
rope is  more  distinguished  for  sagacity  in 
administration — ^it  has  been  found  neces- 
sary to  combine  all  the  local  Universities 
unoera  central,  with  one  fixed  standard 
for  the  conferring  of  degrees.    In  Scotland 
there  are  four  Universities.     It  is  found 
that  their  existence  is  rather  an  evil  than 
a  good,  and  it  is  found  so  impossible  to 
raise   the  examining  standard  to  such  a 
point  as  to  give  to  the  Scotch  degree  the 
credit  which  we  should  desire  to  see  it 
enjoy,  that  many  eminent  men  connected 
with  the  teaching  body  of  the  University 
of  Edinburgh,  if  no  otiier,  would  be  pre- 
pared to  accede  to  a  proposal  which  would 
abate  the  nominal  rank  of  the  institutions 
with  which  they  are  immediately  connect- 
ed for  the  sake  of  establishing  one  national 
University  for  Scotland,  and  thereby  rais- 
ing the  Scotch  degree  to  the  highest  point 
of  eminence    to  which    it   can   possibly 
attain.    That  is  a  very  important  practiced 
consideration.      The  real  value  of  these 
honorary  titles  depends  upon  the  efficient 
stringency  of  the  examination,  and  it  is 
exceedingly    difficult    to    maintain    that 
stringency,  or  to  persuade  the  world  that 
you  do  maintain  it,  when  the  University 
really  means  nothing  hot  a  college,  and 
when  those  who  have  taught  the  young 
men  afterwards  examine  them  and  certify 
to  their  efficiency.  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
are  able  to  contend  against  this  difficulty, 
in  consequence  of  the  multiplicity  of  se 
parate  colleges,   which  are  only  locally 
connected,   and  all  of  which  have  their 
separate  traditions  and   separate  regula- 
tions;   but  if  in  Ireland  a  charter  were 
granted  to  a  Roman  Catholic  University, 
which  would  be  only  a  college,  and,  per- 
haps, a  charter  to  a  Presbyterian  Univer- 
sity, which  would    be   only    a    college, 
instead  of  a  large  boon  you  would   be 
granting  only  a  very  small    one.    The 
means  would  not  exist  of  elevating  the 
examination    to    a    sufficient   height    to 
sustain    the   reputation  of  the   degrees ) 
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consequently,  nobody  would  value  them, 
and  thus  the  vital  principle  of  academicnl 
life,  that  stimulus  to  free  education,  would 
cease  to  operate  within  the  walls  of  those 
institutions.  It  is  a  matter  of  gratification 
to  the  Government  to  perceive  that  there 
appears  to  be  so  genend  a  disposition  in 
the  House  to  recognize  the  reasonableness 
of  the  plan  which  has  been  proposed  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend.  I  certainly  am  of 
opinion  that  it  would  not  be  right,  on 
account  of  any  possible  injury  which  may 
be  done  to  the  Queen's  College— and  I 
hope  that  none  will  be  done— to  continue 
that  which  really  amounts  to  the  imposi- 
tion of  civil  disabilities  for  religious 
opinions.  The  Queen's  Colleges  were 
wisely  devised  to  meet  a  purpose ;  but 
we  must  admit  that  the  colleges  were 
made  for  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  not 
the  people  of  Ireland  for  the  colleges. 
Our  duty  is  to  consider  how  consistently 
with  the  principles  of  wisdom  and  justice 
we  can  afford,  so  far  as  depends  upon  us, 
the  best  means  of  academic  learning  to 
our  fellow  subjects  across  the  water.  I 
believe  that  the  plan  explained  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  have  that  tendency 
in  a  sensible  and  very  powerful  degree ; 
and,  so  far  from  exciting  alarm  or  appre* 
hension,  I  am  convinced  that  it  will  meet 
the  approval  both  of  this  country  and 
of  Ireland. 

Mb.  C.  MOORE  thought  the  measure 
would  prove  satisfactory  if  properly  carried 
out. 

Mb.  HENLEY  said,  the  speech  they 
had  just  heard  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  contained  some  remarkable 
statements ;  and  as  he  was  unfortunately 
old  enough  to  have  taken  part  in  the  dis- 
cussions which  took  place  on  the  subject 
of  Irish  Colleges  twenty  years  ago,  he 
could  not  allow  the  question  to  pass  with- 
out making  a  few  observations  on  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated,  with  great 
force  and  truth,  the  difficulty  that  must 
be  felt  by  many  persons  in  sending  their 
children  to  places  where  there  was  no  re- 
ligious education  whatever ;  but  he  could 
not  reconcile  that  statement  with  the 
strange  praise  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bestowed  upon  the  present  system  of  edu- 
cation, which  he  said  was  the  best  pos- 
sible system  for  the  people  of  Ireland, 
from  which  such  teaching  was  altogether 
excluded.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  be  able  to  reconcile  these  two  con- 
clusions, but  he  (Mr.  Ueuley)  was  not. 
If  there  was  one  thing  for   which   the 
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hierarchy  of  another  religious  persuasion 
was  entitled  to  credit,  it  was  for  the 
strenuous  manner  in  which  from  the  he- 
ginning  they  had  stepped  forward  and 
denounced  liie  system  of  mixed  or  god- 
lees  education  —  holding  out  as  it  did 
temptations  for  acquiring  a  good  academi- 
cal education — as  fatal  to  faith  and  to 
morals.  He  had  no  intention  of  giving  an 
opinion  upon  the  scheme  proposed,  or 
rather  sketched  out,  hy  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  as  he  would  rather  wait  and 
see  whether  it  fulfilled  the  reasonahle  ex- 
pectations it  had  raised,  hefore  he  hound 
nimself  to  support  it ;  hut,  all  events,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  appeared  to  think  it 
would  supply  a  large  portion  of  our  fellow- 
suhjects  with  the  means  of  ohtaining 
academical  degrees,  which  at  present  were 
out  of  their  reach,  except  upon  terms  to 
which  they  could  not  conscientiously  agree. 
He  should  he  sorry  to  express  any  opinion 
as  to  whether  or  not  the  proposed  Ca- 
tholic University  would  turn  out  something 
more  than  the  University  of  London  hud 
done — namely,  a  mere  examination  ma- 
chine to  ascertain  the  fitness  of  students 
who  came  up  from  difiPerent  educational 
institutions  to  receive  academical  degrees ; 
hut  he  rejoiced  that,  after  the  experience 
of  twenty  years,  they  were  now  taking 
another  step  towards   carrying  out  the 

Srinciple  that  the  people,  whether  in  £ng- 
ind  or  in  Ireland,  would  not  he  satisfied 
with  education  which  was  not  hased  upon 
religion.  The  admission  which  had  heen 
made  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment was  thoroughly  in  favour  of  de- 
nominational education  as  opposed  to 
mixed  education — which  meant,  in  fact, 
education  without  religion.  The  time  was 
certainly  approaching,  although  he  could 
scarcely  hope  that  he  should  live  to  see  it, 
when  the  system  of  mixed  education 
would  be  altogether  swept  away,  and  de- 
nominational education  substituted  for  it. 
It  was  every  man's  natural  wish  that  his 
children  should  be  brought  up  in  the  re- 
ligion that  he  believed  to  be  right,  and 
not  that  they  should  acquire  mere  learning, 
unsupported  by  those  religious  principles 
which  would  render  their  education  use- 
ful to  themselves  and  to  their  fellow 
creatures.  Experience  had  shown  that  the 
godless  system  was  a  failure,  except  in 
one  instance  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  and 
in  that  instance,  through  the  Catholic 
element  withdrawing  itself,  the  mixed 
College  had  become  a  Presbyterian,  and, 
therefore,  a  denominational  College.  He 
Mr.  HmUy 


hailed  the  present  discussion  as  a  step  in 
the  right  du^ction.  Once  establish  a  sound 
principle  and  it  would  soon  spread.  In 
the  first  instance  it  was,  perhaps,  well  that 
the  godless  system — as  it  was  osJled — had 
been  tried.  He  thanked  God  that  it  had 
failed.  He  rejoiced  in  the  course  the 
debate  had  taken,  for  it  was  a  great  step 
towards  advancing  denominational  educa- 
tion. 

Mb.  BRADY  said,  he  believed  that  the 
debate  of  that  night  would  be  memorable 
in  the  House  and  tiie  country,  and  that 
the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  would  find 
acceptance  with  the  people  of  Ireland.  He 
believed  the  people  of  Ireland  were  ready 
and  willing  to  make  a  fiedr  oompnmiise, 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  a  state  of  things 
which  was  the  most  un^easant  and  un- 
satisfactory that  had  ever  existed.  He 
hailed  the  tone  and  temper  of  the  House 
that  night  as  most  satisfactory,  and  con- 
sidered that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Mr.  Henley)  would  go  far  to  promote  the 
success  of  the  measure  the  Government 
intended  to  introduce,  and  to  secure  for 
it  the  due  consideration  of  the  country.  He 
looked  upon  the  exclusive  system  of  Uni- 
versity education  as  doomed. 

Captaut  STACPOOLE  expressed  satis- 
faction  with  the  measure  promised  by  l^e 
Government,  and  hoped  that  the  sugges- 
tion thrown  out  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford  (Mr.  O'Beilly)  would  be  carried 
out.  

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  thought  that 
the  Government  had  made  a  step  in  the 
right  direction.  A  great  part  of  the  ^eech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  he 
had  heard,  not  only  with  sati^action,  bat 
with  admiration.  He  should,  however, 
be  wanting  in  candour  if  he  did  not  say 
that  he  thought  the  conclusions  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  come  were 
not  entirely  satisfactory  —  those  conclu- 
sions were  so  vague  that  he  found  it  dif- 
ficult to  deal  with  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  placed  two  alternatives  be- 
fore them — either  to  enlarge  the  Queen's 
University  in  Ireland,  so  as  to  enable 
persons  wherever  educated  to  go  up  for 
degrees  to  that  University ;  or,  secondly, 
so  to  affiliate  what  was  now  called  the 
Catholic  University  in  Ireland  to  the 
Queen's  University,  as  to  enable  students 
of  the  Catholic  University  to  go  up  to 
the  Queen's  University  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  degrees.    The  former  of  these 
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alternatiyes  appeared  to  him  eminently 
unsatiBfactory,  as  it  placed  the  Catholic 
University,  which  had  heen  formed  by  the 
heads  of  the  Catholic  body,  and  possessed 
the  confidence  of  the  great  body  of  the 
Catholics  in  Ireland,  on  the  same  footing 
with  every  petty  school  in  that  country. 
This  would  not  be  fitting  treatment  of  the 
Boman  Catholics,  who  formed  the  majority 
of  the  Irish  population.  He  believed  that 
no  system  would  give  satisfaction  to  the 
bishops,  clergy,  and  lait^  of  Ireland  but 
that  of  a  Catholic  University,  and  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  grapple  with  the 
difficulty  and  see  whether  they  could  not 
make  up  their  minds  to  give  them 
such  a  University.  The  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire  were  worthy  of  at- 
tentive consideration.  What  had  been 
called  the  godless  system  of  education  was 
strongly  to  be  reprobated,  for  no  scheme 
of  instruction  could  be  more  detestable. 
The  system  sketched  out  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Home  Secretary  —  that  of 
affiliating  the  Catholic  University  to  the 
Queen's  University  —  was  a  better  plan 
than  that  of  allowing  schools  in  any  place, 
and  of  any  or  no  religious  creed,  to  send 
np  their  pupils  for  degrees,  because  the 
former  would  necessarOy  involve  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  Catholic  College  in  the 
Queen's  University.  He  did  not  say  that 
he  should  be  willing  to  accept  that  arrange- 
ment ;  but  it  was  the  better  of  the  two 
alternatives  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  seemed  to  suggest. 

Mb.  LEFROT  admitted  that  both  sides 
of  the  question  had  been  ably  and  fuUv 
stated,  and  concurred  in  everything  which 
had  been  said  on  the  subject  by  his  right 
hon.  Colleague  (Mr.  Whiteside).  He  did 
not  think  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  fairly  stated  the  views  of  Sir 
Kobert  Peel  when  he  brought  forward  the 
question  of  the  Queen's  Colleges.  He 
had  referred  to  the  speech  of  that  right 
hon.  Baronet,  when  he  found  that  Sir 
Bobert  Peel,  so  far  from  stating  that  re- 
ligion was  to  be  noade  part  of  the  system, 
said  that  if  they  wished  religious  instruc- 
tion to  be  given  to  the  people  in  these 
academical  institutions,  provided  they  got 
the  consent  of  tho  guardians,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  Bill  to  interfere  with  such 
an  arrangement.  He  was  not  at  present 
prepared  to  express  an  opinion  as  to  the 
proposition  of  the  Government;  but  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  amending 
it  before  they  were  called  on  to  vote  upon 


it.  It  was  most  gratifying  to  him  that, 
with  the  single  exception  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Brady),  there  had  been 
general  testimony  borne  to  the  part  taken 
by  the  University  of  Dublin  in  respect  to 
education  in  general.  It  had  granted 
Boman  Catholic  degrees  in  every  branch 
except  those  connected  with  the  Church, 
and  given  scholarships  very  useful  and 
profitable  to  those  who  received  them ;  and 
he  sincerely  regretted  that  the  time  had 
come  when  Boman  Catholic  Members  felt 
it  necessary  to  separate  themselves  ^m 
that  University. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  explained  that,  in 
the  observations  which  he  had  made  with 
reference  to  the  Queen's  Colleges,  he  meant 
to  say  that  these  colleges  did  not  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land. There  could  be  no  mistake  about 
the  fact  that  the  Government  had  admitted 
the  trul^  of  the  proposition  laid  down  in  his 
Motion,  that  there  were  objections  to  the 
present  system  of  University  education  in 
Ireland,  and  though  they  had  not  thought 
fit  to  adopt  the  plan  which  he  thought  it 
best  calculated  to  remove  these  objections, 
still  he  admitted  that  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  was  one  which,  when  well 
matured  and  developed,  might  possibly  be 
worthy  of  consideration.  He  felt  that  he 
should  not  be  acting  with  fairness  if  he 
did  not  express  his  thanks  to  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  candid  manner  in  which  they 
had  acted,  and,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  he  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  ioithdnnm. 

SECRET  SERVICE  MONEY. 

MOTION   VOB  KlfiTUBKS. 

Mb.  dabby  GBIEEITH,  in  moving 
for  Betums  of  the  expenditure  for  Secret 
Service,  said,  he  was  induced  to  make  the 
Motion  in  consequence  of  a  debate  which 
had  taken  place  a  few  nights  ago  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply.  His  Motion  did  not 
interfere  with  the  principle  of  secresy  of 
appropriation  ;  all  it  asked  was  for  infor* 
mation  as  to  the  proportions  of  the  Secret 
Service  money  which  each  department  re- 
ceived. He  was  surprised  to  find  that  l^e 
Government  intended  to  object  to  a  Mo- 
tion of  such  a  mild  and  inoTOnsive  charac- 
ter. That  this  might  be  preliminary  to 
still  further  inquiries  he  could  not  deny ; 
but  at  present  all  he  asked  was  the  propor- 
tions spent  by  the  different  Departments. 
He  had  heard  from  a  casual  source  that  tho 
great  proportion  was  spent  by  the  Foreign 
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Office.  The  lion.  Gentleman  concluded  by  I 
moving  for  a  Return  of  the  sums  which  I 
have  been  paid  out  of  the  Secret  Service 
Money  by  the  Treasury  to  each  of  the  Se- 
cretaries of  State  on  his  declaration  in 
each  year  during  the  last  ten  years,  toge- ! 
ther  with  the  amount  of  the  balance  of 
such  Secret  Service  Money  remaining  in 
the  hands  of  any  of  the  Departments 
of  the  Government  at  the  end  of  each  year. 
Mr.  VANCE,  in  seconding  the  Motion, 
asked  whether  there  was  any  record  exist- 
ing of  the  manner  in  which  the  money 
was  spent  in  times  gone  by — say,  seventy 
or  eighty  years  ago — and,  if  there  were, 
would  there  be  any  objection  to  its  pro- 
duction ?  The  time  had  come,  he  thought, 
when  this  Vote  ought  to  disappear  from 
the  Estimates. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Hoase  a  Re- 
turn of  the  sums  which  have  been  paid  out  of  the 
Secret  Service  Money  by  the  Treasury,  to  each 
of  the  Secretaries  of  State  on  his  declaration  in 
each  year,  during  the  last  ten  years;  together 
with  the  amount  of  the  balance  of  such  Secret 
Service  Money  remaining  in  the  hands  of  any  of 
the  Departments  of  the  Government  at  the  end  of 
each  year."— (ift-.  Darby  OhrijfUh,) 

Me.  peel  said,  he  objected  to  the  Mo- 
tion partly  because  some  of  the  informa- 
tion it  asked  for  was  already  in  possession 
of  the  House,  and  partly  because  the  in- 
formation itself  could  be  of  no  interest  or 
yalue  whatever.  As  to  the  amount  of  the 
balance  of  the  Vote  remaining  unexpended, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  find  that  in  the 
Finance  Accounts,  which  stated  the  amount 
of  the  Secret  Service  money  which  re- 
mained unissued  in  the  Exchequer  year  by 
year.  If  the  other  information  asked  for 
by  the  return  were  given,  it  would  afford 
no  insight  into  the  application  of  the 
money,  which  he  presumed  was  the  only 
point  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consider  of  interest  or  importance.  Only 
one  of  two  courses  could  be  consistently 
pursued  with  regard  to  the  Vote— either 
its  distribution  must  remain  secret  or  it 
must  be  done  away  with  altogether.  With 
regard  to  its  application,  there  was  the 
security  of  the  declaration  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  that  it  was  applied  in  the  manner 
in  which  the  law  intended  it  should  be.  He 
did  not  know  how  any  improvement  could 
be  made  in  the  checks  now  provided  for 
the  proper  application  of  the  money.  The 
law  which  regulated  the  subject  was  passed 
in  1782.  Its  provisions  were  draughted 
by  Burke  himself  in  his  Bill  for  the  better 
regulation  of  the  Civil  List  ezpenditore, 

Hr.  J)arby  Qriffith 


and  in  his  speech  on  economical  reform 
he  had  explained  the  principles  by  which 
he  had  been  guided.  If  the  House  was 
not  satisfied  with  the  personal  declara- 
tion of  the  Secretary  of  State  as  to  the 
application  of  the  money  it  ought  to  refuse 
the  Vote  when  it  was  proposed  in  Commit- 
tee of  Supply ;  but  to  the  hon.  Member's 
Motion,  which  would  effect  no  manner  of 
result  either  way,  he  must  decidedly  object. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  asked,  who 
had  the  disposal  of  the  greater  part  of  the 
money  ?  [Mr.  F.  Peel  :  The  Foreign  Mi- 
nister.] The  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  a  piece  of  Ministerial  sophis- 
try. It  was  absurd  to  compare  the  present 
times  with  the  stirring  and  contentious 
period  of  1782.  He  would  most  certainly 
divide  the  House. 

Question  put: — The  House  divided: — 
Ayes  18;  Noes  45:  Majority  27. 

SALMON  FISHERY  ACT  (1861)   AMEND- 
MENT BILL— [Bill  220.] 
CONSIDERATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Clause  31  (Order  for  Entry  of  Water 
Bailiff  on  Land). 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK  ob- 
jected to  the  wording  of  the  olause  as  of 
too  stringent  a  character,  and  moved  that 
twenty-four  hours'  imprisonment  be  sub- 
stituted for  seven  days. 

Mr.  LONGFIELD  hoped  the  House 
would  not  agree  to  the  Amendment,  as  he 
thought  it  most  desirable  that  there  should 
be  a  uniformity  of  legislation  for  England 
and  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  G.  baring  offered  to  insert 
**  three  days." 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  ac- 
cepted that  Amendment,  and  withdrew 
his  Motion. 

Clause  amended  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added ;  Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  3®  To-morroto, 

TURNPIKE  TOLLS  ABOLITION  BILL. 

[bill    128.]      SBCOND   BBABIKe. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  WH  alley,  in  rising  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  said  he  was 
aware  that  the  repeated  postponements 
which  had  taken  place  had  greatly  inter- 
fered with  its  prospects  of  becoming  law 
this  Session.  The  Bill  had  been  prepared 
with  great  care,  and  he  believed  would 
meet  a  great  and  acknowledged  evil  at 
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present  existing.  He  wished  to  know 
what  were  the  intentions  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  in  respect  of  this  snhject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ilfr.  WhaUey.) 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  gave  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman credit  for  the  pains  he  liad  taken  in 
this  matter,  but,  as  it  was  impossible  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  to  pass  the  Bill,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  do  well  to  with- 
draw it  now,  and  he  hoped  he  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  introducing  it  again  in 
the  ensuing  Session. 
,     Motion,  by  leave,  unthdraum. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read  and  dis- 
chm-ged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

RAILWAY   CONSTRUCTION  FACILITIES 

ACT  (1864)  AMENDMENT  BILL— [Bill  87.] 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Ma.  WHALLEY  rose  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  this  BiU,  which  he  said 
was  intended  to  get  rid  of  a  clause  that 
had  been  surreptitiously  introduced  into  a 
Bill  which  pa^ed  last  year.  That  Bill 
was  the  meagre  result  of  the  labours  of  a 
Committee  which  sat  nearly  half  of  last 
Bession.  One  conclusion  at  which  the 
Committee  arrived  was  that  new  projects 
for  railways  should  not  be  resisted  on  the 
ground  of  competition.  That  Resolution 
was  rescinded  after  a  great  part  of  the  Re- 
port had  been  agreed  to.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson;  brought 
in  a  Bill  daring  the  last  Session  of  Par- 
liament for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the 
public  of  the  enormous  difficulties  and 
impediments  which  attended  the  prosecu- 
tion of  this  branch  of  commercial  enter- 
prise, and  that  measure  provided  that  if 
any  landowners  agreed  in  making  a  railway 
through  their  estates  they  should  not  be 
compelled  to  incur  the  inconvenience  and 
expense  attending  the  ordinary  passage  of 
railway  Bills  through  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament. Though  this  proposal  was  a  very 
moderate  one,  the  associated  railway  com- 
panies insisted,  in  case  of  their  feeling 
themselves  aggrieved  by  the  construction 
of  any  proposed  railway,  that  the  Bills 
should  pass  through  Parliament  in  the 
ordinary  way  and  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
should  be  divested  of  its  powers,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  compelled  to 
insert  a  clause  to  this  effect,  contrary  to 


his  own  better  judgment.    This  clause  he 
now  proposed  to  repeal. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Mr.  WhaUey.) 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  that 
though  the  clause  to  which  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  referred  was  inserted  in  the 
original  measure  against  his  wish,  certain 
opposition  to  the  progress  of  the  Bill  was 
withdrawn  in  consequence  its  insertion. 
This  fact,  coupled  with  the  circumstance 
that  there  had  been  but  little  time  to  test 
the  utility  of  the  measure,  compelled  him 
to  decline  to  give  his  support  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
diieharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (lEELAND)  ACT 
(1856)  AMENDMENT  BILL— [Bcll  310.] 

OOimiTTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mb.  SCULLY  thought  that  the  mea- 
sure had  been  pressed  on  with  undue,  if 
not  indecent,  haste,  and  hoped  that  some 
assurance  would,  at  all  events,  be  given 
that  it  would  not  in  future  years  be  treated 
in  so  hurried  a  manner. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Printed  Copies  of  every  Pro* 
damation,  ftc.,  to  be  issued  under  last- 
mentioned  A.ct). 

Mb.  SCULLY  was  of  opinion  that  the 
original  Act  was  sufficientiy  stringent  in 
its  provisions  without  the  Amendments 
proposed  in  the  present  Bill. 

Sib  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  a  few 
technical  alterations  only  had  been  made 
in  the  wording  of  the  clauses. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  2  and  8  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (The  Peace  Preservation  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1856,  as  amended  by  this  Act, 
continued). 

Mb.  ESMONDE  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
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''rfxty-nz"  to  the  end  of  the  olaase,  in 
order  to  limit  the  duration  of  the  Act  to 
July,  1866. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  33,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  and  until  the  end  of 
the  then  next  Session  of  Parliament." — 
(Mr.  Einumde,) 

Mb.  SCULLY  thought,  it  would  be  bet- 
ter to  substitute  May  for  July,  the  former 
being  the  period  when  the  Mutiny  Act 
expired.  The  discussion  upon  the  Bill 
must  then  come  on  at  an  earlier  period  of 
the  Session. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  the  BUI 
was  only  for  two  years.  He  denied  that 
it  had  been  passed  throng  in  any  unusual 
manner. 

Sir  GEORGE  OREY  said,  that  this 
Bill  by  no  means  stood  upon  the  same 
footing  as  the  Mutiny  BiU.  That  was  vir- 
tuidly  a  permanent  Act,  which,  he  trusted, 
the  present  measure  was  not. 

Question  put,  <'  That  those  words  stand 
part  of  the  Clause.'^ 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  32; 
Noes  17  :  Majority  15. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

House  returned. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment,  to 
be  read  3*  To-morrow. 
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COLONIAL  DOCKS  LOANS  BILL. 
[bill  226.]    «aoQ^n>  sbadik«: 

Mimed,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time.'* — {Lord  Clarence  Paget.) 

Mr.  HENLEY  asked  for  some  explana- 
tion of  its  object. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  the 
Bill  was  brought  in  upon  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  Committee  ;  and  it  was  proposed 
that  a  maximum  sum  of  £300,000  should 
be  appropriated  in  the  manner  indicated 
in  the  Bill.  The  principle  had  been  tried 
with  success  in  Hong  Kong,  and  it  was 
now  intended  to  extend  it  to  other  colo- 
nies. It  was  hoped  that  by  means  of  the 
Bill  our  ships  would  be  proyided  with 
docks  in  our  colonies. 

Mk.  HENLEY  said,  there  seemed  to  be 
no  security  provided  in  the  Bill  that  the 
docks  should  be  made.  He  hoped  that 
matter  would  be  attended  to  in  Com- 
mittee. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  for  Thursday. 
Mr.  £emonde 


Order  for  Committee  read. 

Account  No.  46  of  the  Finance  Accounts 
[presented  8th  June]  re/erred. 

Wats  Aim  Means  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(Li  the  Conunittee.) 

1.  Resolved,  That  towards  making  good  the  Sop- 
ply  granted  to  Her  Migesty,  there  he  issued  and 
applied  to  the  serWoe  of  the  year  ending  the  Slst 
day  of  March  1866,  the  sam  of  £1,318,526  16«.  9<<., 
heing  the  Surplus  of  Ways  and  Means  granted  for 
the  serrioe  of  preeeding  years. 

2.  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  the  sum  of  £28,342,658  8#.  3<2., 
he  granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

EXCISE  ACTS. 

Considered  m  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That,  upon  the  dellTory  for  home  con- 
sumption of  any  British  eompounded  spirits  which 
may  be  warehoused  in  any  Customs  or  Excise 
warehouse  upon  Drawhack,  ^ere  shall  be  paid  for 
and  in  respect  of  and  in  addition  to  every  one 
hundred  pounds  of  the  Excise  Duty  payable  there- 
on the  same  rates  as  are  directed  by  the  I5th 
section  of  the  Act  passed  in  the  23rd  year  of  the 
reign  of  Her  Maiesty,  chapter  22  (as  construed 
and  explained  by  the  5th  section  of  the  Act  passed 
in  the  23rd  and  24th  years  of  the  same  reign, 
chapter  36),  to  be  paid  for  every  one  hundrod 
pounds  of  Customs  Duty  payable  on  goods  (not 
being  Tobacco  or  Sugar),  delivered  for  home 
consumption  from  any  Customs  warehouse. 

ResduttoD  to  be  reported  T<Hawmi¥t. 


BANK  NOTES  ISSUE  (bCOTLAND). 
Considered  in  Conmiittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Resolved,  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the  issue  of 
Bank  Notes  in  Scotland. 

Resolution  reported. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Blacx- 
BUBN  aod  Mr.  SnitLure. 


COMPOUND  BPIBITS  WARBHOUBINa. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  In 
a  Bill  to  permit  the  Warehousing  of  Compound 
Spirits. 

Resolution  reported, 

'^ilVorderedio  be  brought  in  by  Mr.CHAXOSUUOB 
of  the  ExoHx^uxB  and  Mr.  Psbih 
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INNS  OF  COURT  {re-comtniUed)  BILL. 
[bill  192.] 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaye  the 
Chair.** 

Notioe  taken,  that  40  Kemhers  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40  Mem- 
hers  not  hehig  present, 

Hoose  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  21,  1805. 

MINUT£S.}^-SiLBOT  CoMianu  ^  Rep&rt^ 
Refisrees  on  PriTate  Bill  CommiUee  (No.  398). 

Wats  amd  Msans  —  Retolutions  [June  20]  re- 
ported, 

PuBUo  Bills —  ReeoluHans  reported  —  Excise 
Acts;  Oountj  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction 
[Judges'  Salaries]. 

Omr^— Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)*; 
Indemnity  ;  Expiring  Laws  Gootinuance. 

First  Reading--  Bank  Notes  Issue  (Scotland)* 
[382] ;  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)*  ; 
Compound  Spirits  Warehousing*  [283];  In- 
demnity [384] ;  Expiring  Laws  ConUnuanoe  * 
[235]. 

Secona  Reading  —  Educational  and  Charitable 
Institutions  [97]  and  eommiUed  for  this  day 
three  months. 

Cm^tidertd as (OMndedr^JJlt^atGtaaA  Transfer* 
[311];  War  Department  Tramway  (Deyon)* 
iLfyrdil  [204]. 

Tkrd  Reading —FsiTMontLget*  iLordt]  [205'] ; 
National  Gallery  rOubUn)*  [203];  Harwich 
Harbour*  [214]  ;  Carriers  Act  Amendment* 
[234J;  Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amend- 
ment [330];  Falmouth  Borough*  [200]; 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  (1856) 
Amendment*  [219.] 

Withdrawn  —  Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  *  [98]  ; 
Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland)*  [171];  Municipal 
Corporations  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  [54]  ; 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes  [90];  Bank 
Notes  (Ireland)  [124] ;  Railways  Clatt8es[170]. 


MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  (IRELAND) 

ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL~[Bill  54.] 

SECOND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mb.  BLAKE  rose  to  more  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill.  He  SAid  it  was  very 
simple  in  its  character,  and  its  provisions 
would,  he  thought,  recommend  themselves 
so  much  by  their  justice  that  it  would  be 
nnneoessary  for  him  to  trespass  upon  the 
time  of  the  House  at  any  length.    The 


hon«  Member  read  several  of  the  clauses  ef 
the  Bill,  and  drew  aiiention  more  particu- 
larly to  the  7th  and  12th  clauses.  The 
latter  was  to  place  the  appointment  .of 
sheriffs  in  boroughs  in  the  bands  of  the 
corporations,  and  the  reason  for  the  change 
was  that  under  the  present  system  secta- 
rian and  personal  influences  were  unduly 
exercised.  In  the  city  of  Waterford  only 
two  citizen  Roman  Catholics  had  held  the 
o£Bce  since  the  time  of  James  I.  It  was 
true  that  some  country  gentlemen,  Roman 
Catholics,  had  held  the  office,  but  it  was 
generally  held  by  Protestants,  though  un- 
objectionable persons ;  but  the  population 
numbered  eiffht  Roman  Catholics  to  one. 
The  Bill  he  did  not  expect  would  pass  this 
year,  but  he  hoped  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Ireland  would,  during  the  recess,  do 
something  to  remedy  the  present  defects 
of  the  former  Municipal  Corporation  Acts, 
which  the  present  Bill  was  intended  to 
supply. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Sib  ROBERT  peel  said,  he  had 
been  in  commnnicatioa  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  with  regard  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  now  under  consideration,  and  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  in  its  present  shape 
it  would  not  be  in  the  power  of  the  6o- 
vernmeut  to  give  the  hon.  Member  that 
assistance  in  passing  the  measure  he  re- 
quired. He  did  not  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  any  intention  of  pressing  the  Bill 
at  present,  but  merely  wished  to  ventilate 
the  question.  With  regard  to  Clause  7,  a 
Bill  had  been  proposed,  and  which  had 
passed  that  House,  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber foribe  county  of  Limerick  (Mr.  Mon- 
sell)  secured,  to  a  great  extent,  the  object 
of  that  clause;  and  with  reference  to 
Clause  12,  which  proposed  to  take  the  ap- 
pointment of  high  sheriff  of  corporate  bo- 
roughs and  counties  from  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  transfer  it  to  the  corporate 
bodies,  he  was  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Member  should  wish  to  have  such  a  change 
made,  considering  how  much  the  corpora- 
tions, both  in  England  and  Ireland,  were 
influenced  by  the  very  feelings  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  referred  to ;  and  which 
rendered  it  peculiarly  desirable  that  these 
appointments  should  be  made  by  soino 
authority  without  the  corporations.  He 
had  taken  some  pains  to  asoertain  whether 
tliere  was  reaUy  any  grieranoe  in  Water- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


599 


Merchant  Shipping 


(CX)MMONS| 


Disputes  Bill. 


600 


ford  as  to  the  ftppointmeDt  of  aheriffB,  and 
he  held  in  his  hand  a  Return  of  the  going 
Judges  of  assise  in  the  district  in  which 
Waterford  was  situated.  Each  of  these 
Judges  of  assize  was  Roman  Catholic,  and 
it  was  well  knoirn  that  upon  the  recom* 
mends tion  of  the  Judges  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant made  the  appointment  to  the  office 
of  sheriff.  In  1861  a  Protestant  was  re- 
turned to  the  Judge,  and  stood  first  on  the 
list,  and  he  wss  appointed.  In  1862  a 
Roman  Catholic  was  placed  first  on  the 
list,  hut  he  declined  ;  and  a  Protestant » 
who  stood  second,  was  appointed.  The 
same  thing  occurred  in  1860  and  in  1863. 
He  would  ask  was  there  any  sectarian 
spirit  erident  in  this?  In  1864  and  1865 
the  shrievalty  was  offered  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics and  declined.  He  would  therefore  put 
it  to  the  House  whether  there  was  any 
real  hardship  under  such  circumstances,  or 
whether  there  was  any  real  grierance  to 
complain  of.  If  Clauses  7  and  12  were 
removed  from  the  Bill,  it  would  he  more 
likely  to  ohtain  the  favourahle  considera- 
tion of  the  Government.  The  hon.  Mem- 
her  might  rest  satisfied  that  if  he  could 
lay  before  the  Government  any  case  in- 
volving a  resl  grievance,  they  would  be 
happy  to  do  all  in  their  power  to  provide 
for  it  a  remedy,  and  he  trusted  that,  satis- 
fied with  that  assuranoe,  he  would  assent 
to  the  withdrawal  of  a  Bill  so  crudely 
framed  that  it  was  not  desirable  it  should 
pass  into  a  law. 

Mr.  VANCE  said,  he  had  come  down 
to  the  House  with  the  intention  of  opposing 
the  Bill,  and  was  glad  there  was  a  pros- 
pect that  he  would  be  spared  thtf*  trouble 
of  entering  into  any  lengthened  argument 
with  that  object.  The  provisions  of  the 
Bill  would  affect,  not  only  Waterford,  but 
other  cities  in  Ireland,  and,  among  them, 
Dublin,  whose  interests  would  be  preju- 
diced by  the  proposed  transference  of  the 
power  of  appointing  so  responsible  an  offi- 
eer  as  a  sheriff  from  the  Govemment  to 
the  corporation.  Hitherto,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  most  eminent  citizens  of  Dublin 
had  been  chosen  to  fill  that  office  without 
any  distinction  of  creed  or  party. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdrawn, 
Bill  ioithdrawtL 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  DISPUTES  BILL. 
[bill  90.]      SECOND  BBADma. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 
Mr.  DENMAN,  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  that  the  measure 
8fr  Bohwt  Peel 


had  been  drawn  up  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Newcastle  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and 
had  been  approved  at  a  large  meeting  of 
delegates  from  the  Associated  Chambers  of 
Commerce  throughout  the  country.  That 
the  subject  with  which  it  dealt  was  one  of 
considerable  interest  and  importanoOi  was 
shown  by  the  fact  that  a  great  many  peti- 
tions in  its  favour  had  been  presented 
from  all  our  principal  seaports,  with  the 
exception  of  London  and  Liverpool,  which 
were  not  so  active  in  the  matter  for  the 
good  reason  that  the  former  possessed  a 
Court  of  Admiralty  which  transacted  a 
good  deal  of  business  in  the  way  of  the 
settlement  of  shipping  disputes,  while  the 
latter  also  had  a  court  presided  over  by  a 
most  able  Judge  skilled  in  mercantile  law« 
by  whom  thoso  disputes  were  decided.  He 
hsd,  he  might  add,  received  a  number  of 
letters  on  the  subject,  one  or  two  extracts 
from  which  would  fully  explain  the  nature 
of  the  grievance  of  which  the  mercantile 
shipping  interest  complained,  and  for  which^ 
by  tho  Bill,  it  was  sought  to  provide  a  re- 
medy. In  a  statement  which  had  been 
forwarded  to  him  by  a  considerable  ship- 
ping firm  in  Newcastle,  they  described  the 
decisions  of  the  present  courts  for  the 
settlement  of  shipping  disputes  as  being 
so  unsatisfactory,  and  the  cost  of  the  pro- 
ceedings before  them  so  enormous,  that 
many  persons  preferred  submitting  to  any 
amount  of  injustice  rather  than  bring  or 
defend  such  actions  as  the  law  now  stood; 
referring,  in  illustration  of  their  statement, 
to  an  instance  which  had  come  under  their 
own  observation  in  which  the  question  of 
the  \  damage  done  to  a  particular  vessel 
might  originally  have  been  settled  for  jC6, 
had  ended,  after  considerable  litigation,  in 
the  ship  having  been  sold  for  £600  and 
£700,  which  amount  had,  no  doubt,  been 
completely  absorbed  in  costs.  He  had 
also  n  communication  from  a  firm  of  emi- 
nent ship  and  insurance  brokers  in  London, 
in  which  they  said  that  a  constantly  in- 
creasing number  of  shipping  disputes  was 
being  settled  by  unprofessional  persons, 
owing  to  the  difficulties  and  expense  con- 
nected with  the  present  system.  Many 
persons,  they  went  on  to  state,  who 
suffered  injury  quietly  bore  their  loss  rather 
than  make  any  attempt  to  obtain  redress. 
The  existence  of  such  a  state  of  things 
was  naturally  looked  upon  by  the  shipping 
interest  as  a  grievance,  while  they  also 
complained  that  the  Judges  by  whom  the 
mercsntile  law  of  the  country  was  admin- 
istered were  apt  very  often  to  pronounce  a 


Digitized  by 


Google 


601  Merchant  Shipping  (Jmn:  21,  1865} 


DiapuUi  Bill. 


602 


deoisioD  upon  written  dooumentSy  acting 
upon  their  own  yiew  of  the  provisions  which 
those  documents  contained,  without  any 
special  knowledge  of  mercantile  terms  or 
usages.  The  subject,  no  doubt,  was  difficult 
to  deal  with;  but  he  could  not  accept  any 
discredit  for  haying  brought  forward  this 
measure  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session; 
for  he  had  put  down  the  second  reading  on 
the  notice  paper  several  times,  and  had  been 
twice  connted  out.  It  was  not,  therefore, 
his  fault  that  the  measure  had  not  been 
pressed  on  the  notice  of  the  House  earlier. 
Having  stated  the  grievances  which  were 
felt  ill  regard  to  this  subject,  he  would 
briefly  inform  the  House  what  the  remedies 
for  those  grievances  were  which  the  Bill 
provided.  It  was,  in  the  first  place,  pro- 
posed that  the  measure  should  be  applied 
to  certain  districts  into  which  for  that 
purpose  the  country  would  be  portioned 
out,  and  which  should  include  our  great 
shipping  ports,  and  each  of  which  should 
contain  one  or  more  County  Court  district. 
The  Bill  further  provided  that  courts  should 
be  constituted  in  those  districts,  and  that 
they  should  consist  of  one  President  and 
Assessors;  the  President  to  be  appointed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  to  be  selected 
from  persons  holding  the  office  of  County 
Court  Judge,  Commissioner  or  Registrar  of 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  or  stipendiary  ma- 
gistrate. The  Assessors  might  be  persons 
in  business  as  merchants,  manufacturers,  or 
shipowners,  who  would  be  chosen  in  rotation 
for  the  duty  by  the  town  council  of  the 
borough  within  which  the  sittings  of  the 
Court  are  appointed  to  be  held.  These 
Assessors  it  was  not  proposed  by  the  Bill 
to  remunerate,  but  then  they  would  be 
allowed  certain  privileges — such  as  exemp- 
tion from  serving  on  juries — but  he  thought 
the  office  would  be  considered  so  highly 
honourable  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  finding  gentlemen  to  act  gratuitously. 
The  advantage  of  the  selection  of  such  a 
class  of  persons  as  Assessors  would  be  that 
the  Judge  would  have  persons  experienced 
in  business  in  the  district  in  which  the 
dispute  might  happen  to  arise  to  assist 
him  in  construing  the  written  documents 
to  which  he  had  already  referred.  There 
would  be  an  appeal  from  the  Courts  con- 
stituted under  the  Bill  in  those  cases  in 
which  the  sum  involved  was  above  a  certain 
amount;  and  the  result  of  the  operation 
of  the  measure,  he  believed,  would  be 
cheap  and  speedy  decisions.  He  regretted 
that  he  bad  been  unable  to  bring  the  Bill 
en  for  second  reading  at  an  earlier  period 


of  the  Session.  If  he  could  have  done  so 
he  should  have  moved  that  it  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  As  it 
was,  he  hoped  he  should  hear  from  the 
Government  that  they  were  prepared  to 
deal  with  the  subiect,  and  should  for  the 
present  content  himself  with  moving  the 
second  readmg  pro  formd. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Denman,) 

Ma.  HEADLAM  said,  he  could  ooro* 
borate  the  statement  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend,  that  the  Bill  had  originated 
with  the  Newcastle  Chamber  of  Commerce^ 
where  the  evils  it  sought  to  remedy  were 
much  felt,  and  had  received  the  approval 
of  the  Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce. 
Under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
he  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  President 
of  the  Boord  of  Trade  would  give  his 
serious  attention  to  the  subject,  with  a 
view  of  remedying  the  evils  complained 
of. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  admitted  that 
the  subject  was  one  which  was  deserving 
of  the  fullest  consideration  of  the  Board 
of  Trade — he  was  also  prepared  to  grant 
that  it  was  important  technical  knowledge 
should  be  at  the  command  of  a  Judge  who 
bad  to  come  to  a  decision  on  cases  in  which 
such  knowledge  was  requisite;  but,  then, 
he  was  not  of  opinion  that  the  Judge  ought 
necessarily  to  be  a  man  who  had  followed 
the  calling  out  of  which  such  cases  arose. 
The  Assessors  who  were  to  be  appointed 
under  the  Bill  were,  he  found,  to  have 
votes;  so  that  they  would,  to  all  intents 
and  purposes,  be  Judges  in  a  cause  in 
which,  independent  of  other  considerations, 
they  might,  as  manufacturers  and  traders 
chosen  by  the  Town  Council  of  the  borough 
nearest  to  the  place  at  which  the  Court  sat, 
have  a  personal  interest.  This,  he  thought, 
involved  a  principle  which  could  not  be  ad- 
mitted. He  had  no  doubt  that  there  was 
under  the  present  system  great  delay  as  well 
as  expense  in  dealing  with  the  cases  which 
arose,  and  it  was  a  question  deserving  of 
consideration  whether  a  Judge  of  the  Court 
of  Admiralty  should  not  go  circuit,  and  be 
assisted  by  Assessors,  rather  than  that 
novel  local  courts  should  be  established. 
It  would,  for  instance,  hardly  be  desirable 
to  refer  for  decision  to  a  court  in  which 
shipowners  might  have  a  preponderating 
influence  the  question  of  wages;  which 
could,  he  thought,  be  more  satisfactorily 
dealt  with  by  the  magistrates  on  the  spot« 
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Nor  WAS  be,  he  might  add,  oaite  sure  that 
the  parties  to  an  aetion  would  be  relieTed 
to  an  J  great  extent  from  expense  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  inasmach  at  it 
would  almost  inrariablj  happen  that  when- 
eyer  a  eollision  between  Tessels  occurred 
those  interested  in  the  subsequent  proceed- 
ings would  be  lotmd  to  be  residing  at  a 
distance  from  the  scene  of  the  occurrence. 
If,  bowerer,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
would  allow  the  matter  to  rest  fer  the 
present  Session  he  would  undertake  that 
it  should  receive,  during  the  recess,  the 
fullest  consideration,  and  possibly  the  Go- 
Tcmment  might  be  able  to  propose  some 
aatislaetory  measure  on  the  subject. 

Mh.  HENLEY  thought  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  given  very  sa- 
tisfactory reasons  why  the  House  should 
not  proceed  further  with  the  measure.  It 
was  probable  that  owing  to  the  extension 
of  our  shipping  operations  the  number  of 
disputes  in  question  had  considerably  in- 
creased, and  it  was  of  course  desirable  that 
those  disputes  should  be  settled  as  expe- 
ditiously and  as  inexpensirely  as  possible. 
He  did  not  think,  however,  that  the  Court 
proposed  by  the  Bill  would  form  a  satisfac- 
tory tribunal.  The  Court  was  to  consist 
of  a  Judge  and  four  or  five  gentlemen  who 
were  to  act  as  his  Assessors  ;  but  they 
were  all  to  have  an  equal  voice  in  deciding 
both  questions  of  law  and  questions  of  fact. 
The  sound  principle  was  that  the  Judge 
should  lay  down  the  law,  and  the  juries 
decide  as  to  the  fact.  Nor  did  he  think 
that  the  Admiralty  Court  was  so  very  po- 
pular that  the  establishment  of  an  unlimited 
number  of  small  Admiralty  Courts,  as  was 
proposed,  would  be  regarded  by  the  country 
in  the  light  of  a  blessing.  He  was,  however, 

flad  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Resident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  intended 
to  turn  his  attention  to  the  subject,  for  it 
was  deserving  of  eonsideration  whether 
local  courts  might  not  be  constituted  with 
power  to  deal  with  cases  in  which  the 
amount  involved  was  under  £50.  Many 
of  them  would  probably  be  better  settled 
by  means  of  arbitration  than  by  any  other 
mode. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  said, 
that  though  he  should  be  disposed  to  sup- 
port any  measure  which  had  for  its  object 
the  localising  and  cheapening  actions  in 
shipping  cases,  he  regarded  the  tribunals 
which  it  was  proposed  under  the  Bill  to 
constitete  as  altogether  novel,  combining 
together  ae  they  would  the  duties  of  Judge 
and  jury.  To  the  establishment  of  such 
Mr,  MUner  CHb$<m 


tribunals,  therefore,  he  would  not  give  his 
assent,  while  he  could  assure  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Tiverton 
that  the  Government  were  anxious  to  afford 
every  facility  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  B.  MOORE  said,  he  believed 
that  the  eatablishment  of  a  speedy  mode  of 
settling  those  suits  was  extremely  desirable, 
and  he  thought  their  thanks  were  due  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  had 
introduced  the  Bill,  although  it  might  not 
be  expedient  te  pass  it  in  its  present  form. 

Mr.  cave  said,  there  was  no  doubt 
that  some  such  Bill  as  that  was  demanded 
by  the  mercantile  and  shipping  community 
of  this  country.  The  measure  might,  he 
believed^  be  somewhat  better  framed,  but 
it  appeared  to  him  that  its  principle  was 
perfectly  correct  —  namely,  the  principle 
that  a  mixed  tribunal,  consisting  of  both 
legal  and  commercial  gentlemen,  should  be 
established  for  the  settlement  of  theee 
cases.  He  thought,  however,  that  the 
Court  should  be  presided  over  by  a  lawyer. 
Legal  education  was  essential.  He  knew 
an  instance  of  a  practical  man,  as  the  term 
was,  being  arbitrator  in  a  shipping  case, 
and  re-opening  matters  of  fact  which  had 
been  agreed  upon  on  both  sides.  On  the 
other  hand  there  was  as  much  bard  swear- 
ing in  shipping,  especially  in  running 
down  cases,  as  in  horse  cases,  and  the 
presence  of  nautical  men  as  assessors  with 
diagrams,  who  could  cross-examine  wit- 
nesses, as  to  the  wind,  tides,  and  taek  the 
ships  were  on  when  the  collision  occurred, 
would  be  very  useful.  The  Bill  was  crude 
and  imperfect,  but  might  be  the  precursor 
of  a  really  useful  measure. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhdrawn. 

Bill  withdrawn. 

BANK  NOTES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
[bill  124.]      8BC0ND  READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  COLMAN  O^LOGHLEN,  in  moving 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  said,  its 
object  was  twofold — to  make  Bank  of 
England  notes  a  legal  tender  in  Ireland, 
and  to  do  away  with  some  restrictions  wliieh 
now  injuriously  a£fected  banks  of  isaue  in 
the  latter  country.  As  things  at  present 
stood,  the  only  legal  tender  in  Irdand  was 
gold,  which  produced  inconvenience  when 
the  sum  to  be  paid  was  large  ;  and  in  tke 
case  of  a  pressure  for  money  in  Ireland 
gold  had  to  be  sent  over  from  Londoa. 
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Country  bftnks  in  Ireland  were  obliged  (o 
pay  all  their  iisuee  in  gold;  while  ever 
ainee  1834  a  Bank  of  England  note  was  a 
legal  tender  for  a  country  bank  in  Eng- 
land. It  was  a  monstrons  thing  that  a 
Bank  of  England  note,  a  legal  tender  at 
this  side  of  the  Channel,  ceiuBed  to  be  so 
on  orosBing  the  water.  It  might  be  said 
that  the  same  argument  would  apply  to  a 
bank  of  Ireland  note.  The  bank  of  Ire- 
land, however,  was,  in  fact,  a  prirate 
bank,  while  the  Bank  of  England  had  al- 
ways been  in  dote  connection  with  the 
GoTomment  and  had  more  of  a  national  j 
eharacter,  and  e?ery  thing  which  affected 
the  Bank  of  England  injuriously  affected 
the  whole  commercial  class  of  the  Empire. 
Another  reason  for  making  a  Bank  of  Eng- 
land note  a  legal  tender  in  Ireland  was  that 
it  would  promote  free  trade  in  banking  in 
that  country,  where  the  Bank  of  Irdand 
had  not  dealt  liberally  with  the  public  or 
the  other  banks  as  regarded  its  powers  of 
issue.  The  other  object  of  the  Bill  wss 
to  remedy  a  gricTance  banks  of  issue  in 
Ireland  much  complained  of.  As  the  law 
now  stood,  every  bank  note  in  Ireland  was 
made  payable  at  the  place  where  it  was 
issued,  and  the  consequence  was  that  con- 
siderable quantities  of  gold  were  kept  lying 
idle  in  the  local  branches  and  the  formation 
of  branch  banks  was  discouraged.    He  pro- 

red  that  for  the  future  bank  notes  should 
made  payable  at  the  head  office  only,  as 
in  Scotland,  of  the  bank  which  issued  them. 
At  the  present  stage  of  the  Session  it  was 
hopeless  to  expect  that  the  measure  could 
pass.  The  Belfast  Banking  Company, 
howcTer,  had  petitioned  in  favour  of  the 
principle  contained  in  the  Bill ;  the  Royal 
Bank  in  Dublin  passed  a  resolution  in  fa- 
vour of  it,  and  other  establishments,  though 
they  had  not  taken  any  active  steps,  also 
looked  on  it  with  favour.  After  some  fur- 
ther observations  the  hon.  Member  con- 
eluded  by  moving  pro  formd  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (fiftV  Golman  O'Loghlm.) 

Thb  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  had  been  his  fortune  more 
than  once  in  following  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen)  to  admit 
the  clearness  of  his  views  and  the  ability 
of  his  arguments.  He  must,  however, 
dissent  from  his  proposal  that  this  Bill 
should  be  read,  even  pro  formd,  a  second 
time.    He  would  not  dwell  upon  the  objec- 


tien»  undoubtedly  applicable  as  a  general 
rule,  to  every  preposition  that  the  House 
should  commit  itself  in  the  abstract  to 
views  of  legislation  admittedly  impossible 
to  be  carried  into  effect  at  the  time ;  nor 
would  he  object  to  the  Bill  as  an  attempt 
at  piecemeid  legislation,  for  that  was  the 
characteristic  ox  moat  of  our  financial 
measures.  But  there  were  many  special 
considerations  surrounding  the  main  pro* 
positions  of  the  Bill  to  which  be  should 
find  it  most  difficult  to  give  his  assent. 
The  Bill  touched  not  only  the  question  of 
currency,  but  also  the  question  of  legal 
tender,  the  most  delicate  and  difficult, 
probably,  of  all  the  considerations  oon- 
nected  with  this  extensive  subject.  In 
reference  to  thisaoestion  he  must  say  that 
the  proposals  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  were  altogether  premature.  There 
was,  no  doubt,  a  good  deal  of  force  in  the 
argument,  applicable  to  Scotland  as  well 
as  to  Ireland,  that  where  there  was  a 
limitation  upon  the  issue  of  notes,  a  limit 
practically,  though  indirectly,  was  imposed 
upon  banking  ;  but,  supposing  even  that 
a  new  legal  tender  ought  to  be  established 
in  those  parts  of  the  kingdom,  it  would 
remain  a  question  of  very  great  import- 
ance, and  one  regarding  which  the  House 
at  present  was  totally  disqualified  from 
pronouncing  any  opinion,  whether  that  new 
tender  ought  to  be  the  English  bank-note. 
The  immediate  consequence  of  establishing 
the  £5  English  note  as  a  legal  tender  in 
Ireland  would  be  that  the  action  of  the 
Bank  of  England  would  be  carried  into 
Ireland,  both  as  an  issuing  and  banking 
body.  The  Bank  of  England  had  not 
been  consulted  on  that  point ;  but,  as  far 
as  his  opinion  extended,  it  found  ample 
responsibility  and  ample  profit  in  discharg- 
ing the  verv  weighty  and  multifarious 
duties  attaching  to  it  in  its  present  sphere. 
If  he  might  venture  to  anticipate  the  de- 
cision of  the  Bank,  it  would  pause  before 
it  accepted  such  a  new  responsibility  ;  for 
this  was  plain— that  wherever  the  Bank 
of  England  note  went  the  Bank  must  estab- 
lish agencies  at  which  the  note  could  be 
cashed,  otherwise  the  very  note  by  law 
made  a  legal  tender  would  at  onee  be  at 
a  discount.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  think  that  the  measure  would 
be  of  advanti^  to  the  Bank  of  England, 
inasmuch  as  it  would  tend  to  prevent  a 
drain  of  gold  from  the  Bank  to  Ireland. 
But  the  Bank  of  England  did  not  care 
whether  it  paid  in  notes  or  gold,  its  power 
of  meeting  all  its  issuea  being  amply  pro- 
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vided  for.  Although  the  QoTerameDt  were 
fnr  from  paying  absolute  deference  on  such 
a  point  to  the  views  of  the  Bank  of  Ire- 
land, it  was  fair  to  remember  that  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  objected  to  this  measure ; 
and  a  great  deal  of  consideration  would  be 
requisite  before  it  could  ever  be  adopted. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  deny 
that  there  were  various  points  connected 
with  the  currency  in  Ireland  rendering  it 
a  subject  deserving  of  attention,  but  the 
present  was  not  a  convenient  or  proper 
time  for  asking  the  House  to  affirm  a 
general  principle  such  as  that  laid  down 
in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  that  however  inge- 
nious might  be  the  proposals  contained  in 
the  Bill,  or  the  arguments  put  forward  in 
its  support,  he  could  not  regard  ns  a  pa- 
triotic proposal  the  suggestion  that  a 
great  corporation  liko  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land should  be  brought  across  to  Ireland 
and  encouraged  to  enter  into  competition 
throughout  the  country  with  all  the  native 
banks.  This  very  subject  of  legalizing 
the  tender  of  a  Bank  of  England  note  bad 
been  brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  1858.  composed 
of  many  of  the  mpst  eminent  and  expe- 
rienced men  of  the  day,  with  whom  he 
had  enjoyed  the  honour  of  being  asso- 
ciated, and  the  unanimous  opinion  of  that 
Committee  was  opposed  (o  taking  any 
action  in  the  matter.  The  directors  of 
the  Bank  of  Ireland  were  examined  before 
that  Committee,  and  they  simply  proposed 
that  their  notes  should  be  made  a  legal 
tender  in  Ireland.  The  late  Sir  George 
Cornewall  Lewis  thought,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, that  was  a  reasonable  propo- 
sition; but  such  an  enactment  had  never 
been  proposed.  No  practical  inconvenience 
resulted  from  the  present  arrangement,  for 
the  rate  of  exchange,  once  very  high,  had 
fallen  to  a  point  only  equalling  what 
would  be  requisite  to  cover  the  trans- 
mission of  gold  between  the  two  countries. 
The  question  was  one  that,  if  taken  up  at 
all,  ought  to  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet,  ho  thought,  would  act  wisely  in 
withdrawing  the  Bill. 

Lord  FERMOY  thought  that  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  it  was  futile  to  dis- 
cuss this  important  question.  He  was, 
however,  glad  to  hear  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  admit  that  the  whole  bank- 
ing system  of  Ireland  was  in  an  unsatis- 
factory state.  In  Ireland  there  was  a 
great  desire  to  develope  the  agricultural 
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resources  of  the  country;  but  it  waa  im- 
possible to  do  this  without  the  aid  of  a 
liberal  and  Bound  system  of  banking.  Now, 
the  banking  system  in  Ireland  waa  of  the 
very  opposite  character.  He  hoped  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
turn  his  powerful  intellect  to  that  question 
with  the  f  iew  of  altering  the  law  relating 
to  it.  He  trusted  that  before  long  the 
whole  law  of  Ireland  would  be  revised. 

Mb.  BLACKBURN  was  also  glad  to 
hear  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  say 
that  the  present  banking  systems  both  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  were  in  some  respects 
unsatisfactory.  He  (Mr.  Blackburn)  had 
brought  in  a  Bill  last  night  upon  the  sub- 
ject as  regarded  Scotland,  but  without  the 
slightest  hopes  of  its  passing  into  a  law. 
The  general  feeling  appeared  to  bo  in  fa- 
vour of  free  trade  in  banking.  He  trusted 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  devise  an  effectual  remedy  for  the 
evils  complained  of. 

SmCOLMAN  0*LOGHLEN  said,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  vMhdxawn. 

Bill  wiihdraum. 

EDUCATIONAL    AND    CHARITABLE 
INSTITUTIONS  BILL— [Bill  97.] 

SECOND   BBADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  LYQON,  in  moving  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  said,  that  he  had  introduced 
the  measure  at  a  much  earlier  period  of 
the  Session,  but  this  was  the  first  opportu- 
nity that  had  presented  itself  of  moving 
the  second  reading.  The  measure  dealt 
expressly  with  institutions  connected  with 
the  Church  of  England,  and  Noncon- 
formists were  not  intended  in  any  way  to 
be  affected  by  its  provisions.  If  it  could 
be  shown  that  their  interests  were  touched 
in  any  way  by  the  Bill,  he  would  most 
willingly  consent  to  any  alteration  of  the 
measure  that  would  remove  all  doubts  on 
that  point.  A  Bill  was  introduced  last 
Session  to  afford  facilities  for  Divine  ser- 
vice in  collegiate  schools;  but  the  measure 
now  proposed  was  much  larger  in  its  scope, 
and  much  more  satisfactory.  Under  the 
parochial  system,  as  at  present  existing, 
it  was  impossible  for  any  clergyman  to 
perform  Divine  service  in  any  part  of  a 
parish  without  the  consent  of  the  incum- 
bent ;  and  hence  it  followed  that  the  in- 
cumbent had  the  option  of  prohibiting  the 
performance  of  Divine  service  in  any  inatt- 
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tutioti  within  that  parish.  The  posBible  mis- 
chiefs which  the  Bill  was  intended  to  remedy 
had  not  occurred  in  many  places,  though 
in  some  quarters  they  had  arisen  ;  and  it 
was  most  desirable  that  Parliament  should 
interfere  before  they  became  at  all  serious. 
Nobody  who  was  at  all  conyersant  with  the 
discipline  and  management  of  such  schools 
as  Harrow,  Rugby,  or  of  the  proprietary 
colleges  formed  in  different  parts  of  Eng- 
land, could  deny  that  it  was  desirable  for 
them  to  have  chaplains  of  their  own,  un- 
fettered hy  the  responsibilities  resting  on 
those  charged  with  the  spiritual  superin- 
tendence of  the  parish.  The  experience 
of  the  late  Dr.  Arnold  abundantly  estab- 
lished how  valuable  an  adjunct  the  private 
ehapel  was  to  the  hene^cial  influences  of 
the  school ;  and  his  view  had  been  con- 
firmed by  that  of  almost  every  other  head 
master.  There  were  institutions  also,  be- 
sides schools,  such  as  almshouses,  peniten- 
tiaries, and  others  of  a  charitable  nature,  to 
which  similar  considerations  applied  ;  and 
of  those,  therefore,  cognisance  was  taken  by 
the  present  Bill,  which  proposed,  instead 
of  leaving  the  chaplain  subject  to  the 
authority  or  caprice  of  the  incnmbent  of 
the  parish,  to  place  him  directly  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  bishop  of  the  diocese, 
to  whom,  and  to  whom  alone,  he  would 
then  be  responsihie.  For  the  parochial 
system  he  entertained  the  deepest  respect, 
and  he  never  would  do  anything  to  weaken 
the  practical  working  of  the  system  ;  but 
the  Bill,  so  far  from  interfering  with  the 
system,  only  legitimately  extended  it.  All 
this  Bill  contemplated,  as  the  House  would 
see,  was  that  institutions  of  the  nature 
indicated,  when  a  chapel  connected  with 
them  was  licensed,  should  be  withdrawn 
from  the  parochial  authority,  and  made,  as 
it  were,  an  ecclesiastical  district  under  the 
immediate  jurisdiction  of  the  bishop.  The 
Church  Building  Acts  contained  a  pro- 
fision  authorising,  under  certain  circum- 
staneesy  a  district  to  be  formed  even  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  incumbent.  That, 
however,  was  an  extreme  course,  which  he 
did  not  propose  to  adopt.  His  proposal 
was  that  when  the  trustees  of  an  existing 
institution  applied  to  the  bishop,  stating 
the  nature  of  the  institution  and  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  chaplaiq  was 
to  he  appointed,  the  bishop,  if  he  thought 
fit,  and  not  otherwise,  might  issue  his 
licence,  whereupon  for  all  the  purposes 
mentioned  in  Clause  3  ;  namely,  the  cure 
of  souls  within  the  institution,  the  sole 
Tight  of  preaching,  performing  Divine  ser- 
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vice,  and  administering  the  Holy  Commu- 
nion— the  institution  would  become  an 
ecclesiastical  district.  He  had  received 
many  communications  from  heads  of  Col- 
leges and  others  in  positions  of  authority 
in  favour  of  this  Bill ;  and  tlio  advantages 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  uncertainty 
entailed  hy  changes  of  incumbents  must 
be  obvious,  hearing  in  mind  that  though 
one  incumbent  might  consent  to  the  per- 
formance of  Divine  service  in  an  institution 
within  the  parish,  his  opinions  were  in  no 
way  hinding  on  his  successor. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time. "-^{ifr.  Lygon.) 

Mr.  REMINGTON  MILLS,  in  moving 
an  Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  on  that  day  three  months, 
said,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  satisfied  him  that  the  Bill  ought 
to  receive  the  sanction  of  the  House.  He 
admitted  that  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Bill  were  different  from  those  of  last  yeor, 
but  the  object  appeared  to  be  the  same — 
namely,  that  these  schools  should  be  under 
the  control  of  bishops  of  the  Church  of 
England.  The  classical  and  mathematical 
education  given  in  many  of  these  schools 
was  open  to  pupils  of  all  persuasions ;  but 
if  they  were  compelled  to  attend  religious 
service  on  the  Lord's  Day  the  children  of 
Dissenters  would  be  deprived  of  the  ad- 
vantoge  of  attending  these  schools.  In 
many  of  these  schools  the  boys  were  not 
sufficient  to  form  a  congregation,  and  it 
would  be  very  hard  to  deprive  the  master 
of  the  opportunity  he  now  enjoyed  of  as- 
sisting clergymen  in  the  neighbourhood  in 
the  performance  of  Divine  service.  In  the 
greater  portion  of  these  schools  the  pupils 
lived  in  the  town  with  their  parents,  and 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  parents  to  take 
them  to  their  own  places  of  worship.  Nor 
could  he  see  the  advantage  of  compelling 
the  children  to  attend  a  chapel  in  or  con- 
nected with  the  school,  with  all  its  asso- 
ciations of  the  rod  and  tasks,  &c.  The  Bill 
placed  these  chapels  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  the  bishops,  yet  they  were 
told  that  the  bishops  were  overworked, 
and  that  a  dozen  new  hishops  would  not 
be  too  many.  A  Commission  had  recently 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  these  en- 
dowed schools,  and  it  would  be  quite  time 
to  consider  this  subject  when  Parliament 
was  called  upon  to  legislate  in  regard  to 
these  schools.  No  one  had  petitioned  for 
the  Bill,  and  he  begged  to  move,  that  it 
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be  read 
months. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  •'now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day  three 
months." — {Mr.  Remington  Mills.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word 
*now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  WALTER  said,  that  as  his  name 
was  on  the  back  of  the  Bill  he  should  like 
to  state  the  views  which  had  induced  him 
to  place  it  in  so  prominent  a  position.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  his  hon.  Friend  who 
had  charge  of  this  Bill,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  opposed  the  second  reading 
(Mr.  Remington  Mills),  were  acting  on 
different  grounds.  So  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  had  never  contemplated  the 
schools  to  which  the  hon.  Member  had  just 
alluded.  He  considered  this  Bill  as  a  pro- 
spective rather  than  a  retrospective  mea- 
sure. He  happened  to  know  that  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind  was  required  on  principles 
of  justice.  It  was  well  known  that  there 
was  a  great  want  at  the  present  day  of 
large  public  schools  for  the  education  of  a 
class  of  persons  who  could  not  afford  the 
expense  of  going  to  the  large  old  educa- 
tional establishments.  Many  benevolent 
persons  had  combined  to  establish  schools 
of  that  character.  Acting  upon  the  de- 
nominational principle,  which  was  the  go- 
verning principle  of  education  in  England, 
they  wished  to  connect  their  school  with 
the  religious  denomination  to  which  they 
belonged,  and  in  the  case  contemplated  by 
this  Bill  that  denomination  happened  to  be 
the  Church  of  England.  Take  the  case 
of  persons  wishing  to  found  schools  for 
400  or  500  boys  upon  some  site  not  within 
or  near  a  town.  They  thought  a  country 
site  best  for  the  health  of  the  boys  ;  they 
bought  the  land  cheap  in  a  rural  district 
and  they  founded  a  large  institution.  But 
the  moment  they  began  to  build  a  chapel, 
or  to  provide  for  the  religious  services  of 
the  institution,  the  clergyman  of  the  parish 
might  step  in,  and  control  and  upset  their 
arrangements.  He  believed  that  the  Wel- 
lington College  was  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant institutions  founded  in  modern 
times  ;  yet  the  clergyman  of  the  parish  iu 
which  it  was  situated  had  the  right  to  step 
in  and  interfere  with  the  religious  arrange- 
ments of  the  College.  He,  for  one,  did 
not  desire  to  interfere  with  the  status  quo 
of  the  old  endowed  schools  of  the  country, 
Mr.  Remington  MiUs 


nor  with  the  various  interests  which  had 
grown  up  around  them.    But  with  respect 
to  schools  of  the  kind  to  which  he  had  al- 
luded, he  thought  that  the  circumstances 
of  the  case  called  for  legislation  ;  and,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  had  justly  pointed  out,  al- 
though it  was  possible  that  the  particular 
incumbent  of  the  parish  might  work  har- 
moniously with  the  chaplain  or  master  of 
these  institutions,  yet  it  was  equally  pos- 
sible that  his  successor  might  hold  different 
views  and  might  raise  formal  objections  to 
the  religious  services  of  the  institution.    It 
was  essentially  necessary  that  some  provi- 
sion for  the  religious  services  of  such  large 
schools  should   be  made,  for  the  parish 
church  might  not  afford  the  requisite  ac- 
commodation.    A  new   church  would  be 
necessary,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
R.  Mills)  would  not  be  in  favour  of  building 
it  by  means  of  a  church  rate.    Church  ae- 
oommodation,  however,  of  some  kind  the 
pupils  of  such  an  institution  must  have, 
and  how  were  they  to  get  it  except  by  ma- 
chinery of  this  description  ?     But  did  the 
hon.  Gentleman  think  that  every  clergy- 
man of  a  parish — that  any  haphazard  in* 
cumbent,  who  might  perhaps  be  seventy 
years  of  age — ^was  a  fit  person  to  admi- 
nister religious  instruction  to  500  boys? 
Clearly  not,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  the  last  person  to  make  such  an  asser- 
tion.    He  was  sure  that  if  a  Dissenting 
College  were  to  be  established  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  the  first  person  to 
demand    that  adequate  means  should  be 
afforded,  such  as  were  provided  by  the  Bill 
for  the  religious  instruction  of  members  of 
the  Established  Church.     He  asked  for 
nothing  more  for  the  Church  than  what 
the  Dissenters  would  enjoy  without  ques- 
tion.    The  clergyman  of  the  parish  might 
be  a  very  good  man,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  might  be  utterly  unfit  to  have 
any  control  over  an  institution  of  this  kind, 
and  such  institutions  ought  therefore  to  be 
looked  upon  as  extra-parochial  places  and 
put  under  the  charge  of  the  Bishop  of  the 
diocese.    With  regard  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  he  could  not  see  what  objection  could 
be  raised  to  it.  If  the  net  included  too  many 
places  within  it,  that  was  a  matter  open  to 
objection  and  discussion.  He  should  be  sorrj 
to  disturb  the  status  quo  in  respect  to  any 
school  to  which  clergymen  might  now  have 
access,  or  by  which  the  claimants  to  the 
rights  of  a  school  would  be  interfered  with. 
It  was  perhaps  too  late  this  Session  to  pass 
the  measure,  but  he  thought  that  the  case 
of  the  institutions  to  whidi  he  had  aUeded 
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required  legialation  upon  the  most  ordinary 
principles  of  justice  and  common  sense. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  that  the  Bill 
would  place  the  chaplains  of  schools  in  a 
position  of  rivalry  with  the  incumbents  of 
the  parish.  The  founder  of  these  schools 
contemplated  the  teachinf;  of  the  child,  and 
not  the  appointment  of  the  master  as  chap- 
lain. The  measure  would  create  an  empire 
within  an  empire.  Why  did  not  the  hon. 
Member  bring  in  the  Bill  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session  ?  Last  year  the  Bill 
came  on  for  discussion  in  a  similar  manner 
at  the  fag  end  of  the  Session.  Believing 
that  the  measure  would  Tiolate  the  founda- 
tion deeds  of  charities  and  unsettle  the 
rights  of  Dissenters  in  these  schools,  he 
supported  the  Amendment,  and  would 
cheerfully  divide  against  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was 
generally  admitted  it  would  be  impossible 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  this  Session,  and 
that  the  only  object  in  discussing  it  was 
that  its  principle  should  be  fully  under- 
stood, and  thus  the  way  prepared  for  future 
legislation.  It  appeared  that  some  griev- 
ance had  led  to  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill,  and  it  was  one  suffered  by  members 
of  the  Church  of  England,  because  they 
belonged  to  a  State  Church.  In  fact,  in 
acme  respects  they  were  more  fettered  than 
the  Dissenting  bodies.  There  was  nothing 
to  prevent  Roman  Catholics,  Independents, 
Quakers,  or  Mormonites  from  establishing 
a  school  according  to  the  religious  principles 
of  their  respective  persuasions — the  law 
did  not  interfere.  But  if  Churchmen  esta- 
blished a  school,  it  was  possible  for  some 
legally  authorized  person  to  interfere  with 
the  religious  teaching  which  the  parents 
might  wish  to  be  given.  He  did  not  think 
that  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
should,  on  some  consideration  of  "  Church 
and  State  "  policy,  lose  the  liberty  enjoyed 
by  other  persuasions,  and  he  was  favourable 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  so  far  as  it 
granted  that  liberty.  There  was,  however, 
a  danger  to  be  guarded  against,  and  care 
moBt  be  taken  that  the  rights  of  Dissenters 
should  not  be  interfered  with.  It  was 
not  unnatural  that  the  measure  should  be 
regarded  with  suspicion  by  the  Dissenters. 
There  were  several  educational  establish- 
ments which  their  children  had  the  right 
to  attend,  and  others  as  to  which  their 
rights  were  in  doubt  or  dispute.  It  was 
Deeessary  that  nothing  should  be  done-  to 
weaken  the  present  rights  or  claims  of  Dis- 
tenters,  and  such  a  measure,  if  brought  for- 
ward at  sill  Bhould  be  introduced  bj  the  Go- 


vernment. If  it  were  now  withdrawn,  and 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  take  it  up  in 
another  Session,  he  ought  to  see,  on  the 
one  hand,  that  it  was  not  advisable  that 
parents  of  the  Church  of  England  should 
be  deprived  of  the  rights  enjoyed  by  other 
sects,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  great  care 
should  be  taken  not  to  put  the  Noncon- 
formists in  a  worse  position  than  they  now 
enjoyed. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  could 
not  concur  in  the  grounds  on  which  the 
objections  of  his  hon.  Friend  who  moved 
the  Amendment  were  founded,  but  he 
agreed  that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
proceed  further  with  the  measure  at  the 
close  of  the  Session.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Lygon)  explained  that  he  had 
brought  it  in  at  an  early  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, but  that  he  had  not  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  asking  the  House  to  agree  to  the 
principle  until  the  present  time.  If  there 
really  was  a  practical  grievance,  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire 
(Mr.  Walter),  he  should  be  sorry  to  object 
to  the  application  of  any  proper  remedy.  He 
understood  it  to  bo  alleged  that  in  public 
schools,  such  as  Harrow,  Rugby,  and  Wel- 
lington College,  Divine  service  could  not 
be  performed  by  the  master  or  any  chaplain 
attached  to  the  schools  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  incumbent,  and  that  this 
consent  was  not  always  given.  His  hon. 
Friend  who  spoke  last  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
said  that  the  Government  ought  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  next  Session  to  remedy  the 
grievance ;  but  all  he  (Sir  George  Grey) 
could  say  was  that  not  one  word  had  ever 
been  addressed  to  him  as  to  the  existence 
of  any  grievance  or  inconvenience  of  this 
kind.  He  was  not  aware  of  any  practical 
difficulty  in  the  performance  of  Divine 
service  in  such  institutions.  At  Harrow  he 
was  sure  there  was  none.  Dr.  Arnold  con- 
tinually performed  Divine  service  in  the 
school  chapel  of  Rugby,  and  several  vo- 
lumes of  most  valuable  sermons  preached 
by  him  at  Rugby  had  been  published.  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  slighest  difficulty 
had  occurred  at  Rugby  which  this  Bill 
would  remove.  If,  however,  there  was 
any  case  of  this  kind — and  he  gathered 
from  the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend  that 
there  was  one  such  case — ^if  the  incumbent 
of  any  parish  exercised  any  right  which 
he  might  possess  of  refusing  his  licence  to 
a  clergyman  to  officiate  in  a  public  school, 
that  might  be  a  reason  for  an  alteration 
of  the  law.  But  the  present  measure  went 
much  beyond  that.  It  included  within  ita 
X2 
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provisions  every  endotred  school  in  England 
connected  by  its  foundation  with  the 
Church  of  England.  It  would,  therefore; 
include  almost  all  the  great  grammar 
schools  of  the  country.  He  had  received 
a  letter  that  day  from  a  gentleman  in  one 
of  the  northern  dioceses,  stating,  that  the 
Bill  would  apply  to  148  schools  in  that 
diocese,  and  would  therefore  virtually 
enable  the  Bishop  to  interfere  with  148 
parishes  within  his  diocese.  Why  did 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  proposed  this 
Bill  go  80  much  beyond  the  object  he  had 
in  view,  and  thus  excite  so  much  more 
opposition  than  a  more  limited  measure 
would  receive  ?  It  was  stated  that  many 
of  these  endowed  schools,  although  con- 
nected by  their  foundation  with  the  Church 
of  England,  were  attended  very  largely  by 
Dissenters  ;  and  it  roust  not  bo  forgotten 
that  the  exercise  of  the  powers  conferred 
by  this  Bill  would  have  the  effect,  or  might 
have  the  effect,  if  attendance  at  Divine 
service  should  be  enforced,  of  causing  the 
children  of  Nonconformists  to  be  withdrawn. 
He  did  not  object  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
as  it  had  been  explained  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walters), 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
measure  deserved  more  consideration  than 
could  be  given  to  it  at  the  present  period 
of  the  Session.  He  suggested  last  year, 
on  a  similar  occasion,  that  the  Bill  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  he 
stated  that  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  would  consent  to  that 
course,  he  would  support  the  second  read- 
ing. He  was  ready  to  make  the  same 
offer  on  the  present  occasion.  What  the 
House  wanted  to  know  was  the  particular 
nature  and  extent  of  the  grievance  com- 
plained of,  and  then  apply  the  remedy 
without  going  beyond  the  necessities  of 
the  case.  Last  year  the  hon.  Member  for 
Enaresborough  (Mr.  Collins),  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill,  admitted  the  reason- 
ableness of  his  proposal.  If  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Lygon)  went  to  a  division, 
he  was  ready  to  vote  for  the  second  reading, 
on  the  understanding  that  the  measure  was 
not  to  be  proceeded  with  this  Session,  and 
that  if  it  were  again  introduced  next  Ses- 
sion it  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  COLLINS  would  recommend  his 
hon.  Friend  to  adopt  the  proposal  of  the 
Home  Secretary,  because,  although  there 
appeared  to  be  an  olmost  unanimous  feel- 
ing that  something  ought  to  be  done,  yet 
it  was  impossible  the  Bill  could  be  properly 
8ir  Owrge  Chrey 


considered  this  Session.  Wellington  Col- 
lege was  not  the  only  instance  in  which  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  was  required.  There  was 
a  school  containing  some  500  boys  at 
Lancefield,  and  were  they  to  be  compelled 
to  go  to  the  parish  church  ?  In  some 
cases  the  church  only  contained  accommo- 
dation for  200  or  250  persons  altogether  ; 
and  were  the  parents  to  be  at  the  mercj 
of  the  incumbent  to  say  whether  there 
should  be  a  chapel  attached  to  the  school 
or  not  ?  Some  legislation  was  wanted, 
but  as  soon  as  any  measure  was  brought 
in  to  benefit  the  Church  of  England  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  appeared  to 
consider  it  his  doty  to  thwart  it. 

Mb.  LYGON  said,  he  was  willing  to 
accept  the  proposal  of  the  Homo  Secre- 
tary. The  reason  why  the  measure  had 
been  deferred  to  so  late  a  period  of  the 
Session  was  that  he  had  been  anxious  to 
obtain  the  co-operation  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter).  His 
hon.  Friend  took  some  time  to  consider 
the  matter,  and  that  was  the  reason  why 
he  had  not  been  able  sooner  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill  which  he  had  laid  on  the 
table  in  February.  He  was  glad  to  hear 
so  general  an  admission  of^  the  necessity 
of  some  legislation  on  this  subject. 

Question  put,  ••  That  the  word  '  now  ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question.** 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  49 ;  Noes 
35 :  Majority  14. 

Main  Question  put,  and  ayreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^  and  committed  tot  this  day 
three  months. 

RAILWAYS  CLAUSES  {re-eommiUad)  BILL. 
[bill  170."|    committeb. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaTe  the 
Chair." 

Mb.  bass  said,  that  this  was  the  se- 
cond Bill  on  the  same  subject,  and  a  great 
many  of  the  clauses  which  were  of  ad?oa- 
tage  to  the  public  in  the  former  Bill  were 
not  to  be  found  in  this.  Now,  the  subject 
was  one  which  required  much  more  con* 
sideration  than  it  was  possible  to  give  it 
at  this  period  of  the  Session.  Clause  10 
in  the  former  Bill,  which  related  to  taking 
possession  of  shops  and  dwelling-hooses, 
proTided  that  the  companies  should  gire 
six  months'  notice  beforehand;  but  the 
railway  magnates  had  succeeded  in  getting 
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this  olanae  strnck  out.  Again,  Clause  14 
of  the  old  Bill  gave  compensation  for  loss 
of  trade— and  asauredlj  there  could  not 
be  a  fairer  ground  for  compensation  — 
and  jet  that  clause  had  been  struck  out. 
.  In  Clause  21  of  the  first  Bill  restrictions 
were  imposed  upon  the  creation  of  impedi- 
ments to  traffic;  but  the  railway  companies 
induced  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  strike 
out  that  provision  also.  Clause  22  of  the 
other  Bill  provided  that  the  companies 
should  not  stop  up  a  street  without  the 
consent  of  the  street  authorities,  and  in  a 
previous  clause  it  was  laid  down  that  a 
portion  of  the  street  should  be  left  open 
for  traffic  ;  but  both  clauses  had  been  cut 
out.  The  fact  was  the  railway  companies 
at  present  had  it  all  their  own  way.  What 
with  contractors  in  the  House  and  railway 
directors  at  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
back,  those  companies  were  a  very  powerful 
body.  For  similar  goods  and  similar  quan- 
tities of  them  it  would  be  thought  that  the 
same  rates  should  be  charged ;  but  that 
was  not  always  the  case  even  on  different 
parts  of  the  same  line.  Some  railways 
charged  only  half  what  was  charged  by 
others.  He  could  give  an  instance  with 
regard  to  one  trade,  in  which  the  difference 
of  rates  made  a  difference  of  £50,000  a 
year.  This  Bill  was  too  important  to  pass 
in  so  thin  a  House  and  at  such  a  late 
period  of  the  Session,  and  he  should  there- 
fore move  that  it  be  re -committed  this  day 
month. 

LoBD  FERMOT  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. Their  constituents  out  of  doors 
Lad  reason  to  complain  of  the  way  in 
which  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  dealt  with  the  Bill.  The  BUI  had 
been  subjected  to  so  many  alterations  that 
it  was  to  all  intents .  and  purposes  a  new 
one.  The  parishes  of  St.  Pancras  and 
Marylebone  had,  of  all  others  in  the  metro- 
polis, been  most  invaded  by  the  railway 
companies,  and  no  one  except  those  who 
were  intimately  connected  with  the  traders 
of  the  metropolis  could  form  an  idea  of  the 
absolute  ruin  which  was  caused  by  those 
companies  running  a  line  through  a  popu- 
lous district.  He  had  known  many  ex- 
cellent and  industrious  tradesmen  in  St. 
Pancras  and  Marylebone  utterly  ruined  in 
consequence  of  the  railway  companies  cut- 
ting off  customers  from  getting  access  to 
their  shops.  The  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  regard  to  this  Bill  had  been 
something  Tory  like  underhand  dealing 
with  the  House,  and  he  should  give  every 
possible  opposition  to  the  Bill  unless  his 


right  hon.  Friend  consented  to  reintroduce 
the  compensation  clause  which  was  con- 
tained in  the  former  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That*'  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  this 
House  will,  upon  this  day  three  months,  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee," — (Mr,  Baa,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  HORSFALL  said,  he  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  vote  for  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby.  The  Bill 
professed  to  give  the  public  protection 
against  the  railway  companies ;  but  he 
held  in  his  hand  a  circular  which  would 
put  an  end  to  that  delusion.  That  circular, 
which  was  signed  with  the  name  of  Mr. 
Thomas  Goates,  stated  that  the  Pariia- 
mentary  Committee  of  the  railway  compa- 
nies had  discussed  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  with  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  those 
provisions  were  now  in  harmony  with  the 
views  of  the  railway  companies.  Of  course 
they  were;  for  the  clauses  in  favour  of  the 
public  had  been  struck  out.  It  was  said  that 
this  was  merely  a  Bill  for  the  consolida- 
tion of  previous  enactments,  and  yet  the 
Amendment  which  he  had  proposed  to  in- 
troduce, would  not  be  accepted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  though  the  provi- 
sion which  the  Amendment  embodied  had 
been  inserted  in  a  former  Bill.  In  the 
North  Staffordshire  Bill  a  clause  had  been 
inserted  which  ^subjected  railway  terminal 
charges  to  arbitration,  and  that  was  the 
very  principle  of  the  clause  which  he  pro- 
posed to  introduce  as  an  Amendment. 
That  was  the  sum  total  of  the  protection 
which  he  proposed  to  give  the  public, 
and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken  exception  to  it.  In  cases  of  diffe- 
rence,  who  was  to  decide  under  the  Bill 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ? 
None  but  the  railway  companies.  But  let 
hon.  Members  picture  to  themselves  a 
trader  taking  a  case  into  Court  against 
railway  companies  with  their  millions  of 
capital.  What,  then,  could  be  fairer  than 
to  adopt  the  principle  of  the  North  Stafford- 
shire Bill,  and  to  have  arbitrators  appointed? 
Such  a  protection  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  the  public.  If  his  hon.  Friend 
would  consent  to  insert  a  clause  to  that 
effect  he  should  be  disposed  to  support 
the  Bill ;  but  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape 
was  injurious  to  the  public  and  iniquitous, 
and  he  should  oppose  it. 
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Mb.  HARVEY  LEWIS  said,  the  in- 
habitants    of     the    metropolis     had    the 
greatest  possible   reason  to  eomplain  of 
the  conduct  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Several  Bills  had  been  withdrairn  to-day 
on    the   ground  that  it  was   too  late  in 
the  Session  to   pass  them,  and  that  was 
the   course   which   ought   to    have  been 
pursued  with  regard  to  the  present  Bill ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  allowed 
himself  to  be  orerpersuaded  by  the  railway 
directors  who  were  now  sitting  behind  him. 
The  Metropolitan  Underground   Railway 
was  calculated  to  supply  a  grievous  want, 
but  it  also    brought  to   light  a   grievous 
want,  and    that  was,   a   want  of   proper 
legislation  for   railways  running  through 
the    metropolis.      His     noble    Colleague 
(Lord  Fermoy)  had  stated  that  he  knew 
several    instanoea  of   persons    who    had 
been    ruined    by  the  construction  of  the 
metropolitan    railways.      The    law    was, 
that   persons    injuriously   affected   might 
obtain  damages   against   the   companies, 
and    many    persons     proceeded     against 
them  in  the  Sheriff's  Court  and  had  been 
awarded  damages,   which  in   some  cases 
the   companies    paid.      But   at  last   the 
railway   authorities  took   heart  of  grace 
and   appealed   to   the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  ;  and  the  Court  decided  that  the 
judgment    of    the    Sheriffs'    Court    was 
right.     The  railway  companies  upon  this 
appealed  from  that  decision  to  the  Court 
tA  Error,  and  there  it  was  decided  that  a 
person  might  be  injuriously  affected  with- 
out being  wronged.      And  now  the  law 
was,   in  such   a  case,   that  persons  not 
having  money  could  not  obtain  compen- 
sation because  they  could  not  go  to  the 
House  of  Lords.    One  would  have  thought 
that  to  Clauses  21  and  22  of  the  former 
Bill  there  could  have  been  no  reasonable 
objection;  and  yet  these  clauses  had  been 
struck   out,    through   what   occult  influ- 
ences he  would  leave  it  to  the  House  to 
imagine.      He   had    himself  presented  a 
petition  in  favour  <^   these   clauses,  and 
especially    of  the    compensation    clause. 
They  were  told  that   the   Bill  contained 
nothing  new,  and,   therefore,  they  ought 
to  pass  it  as  a  matter  of  course.     But  if 
there  was   nothing  in  the  Bill  but  what 
was  law  at  present,    then    let    the   law 
remain  as  it  was  nntil  next  Session;  and 
let  nothing  be  introduced  by  a  side  wind. 
If  the  Bill    should  go    into  Committee, 
which  he    hoped  would  not  be  the  case, 
he  should  ask  leave  to  introduce  a  clause 
which,  he  believed,  bad   emanated  from 
Mr.  Mors/all 


the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  which  was  contained  in  the  eriginal 
Bill.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
whose  special  care  they  must  look  in 
matters  of  this  kind,  had  deliberately 
adopted  certain  clauses,  was  the  House 
to  submit  to  have  them  struck  out  at  the 
dictation  of  railway  companies?  If  the 
clauses  were  wrong  why  introduce  them 
into  the  original  Bill  ?  If  right,  why 
strike  them  out  ? 

Mb.  M<M  AHON  said,  that  in  the  course 
of  last  Session  a  Bill  was  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  limiting  the  amount  of 
compensation  to  first-class  railway  pas- 
sengers to  the  small  sum  of  £300.  The 
whole  power  of  the  railway  interest  waa 
brought  to  bear  in  support  of  that  Bill.  [Mr. 
MiLNBB  OiBSOM  :  No  !]  The  right  boa. 
Gentleman  must  know  what  influences 
were  brought  to  bear  better  than  be  could, 
but  at  all  events  the  Bill  was  favourable 
to  the  railway  interests.  That  Bill  waa 
thoroughly  considered  by  the  House,  and 
thrown  out  by  a  very  large  majority.  Now, 
it  so  happened  that  in  one  of  the  Railway 
Bills  passed  last  Session  a  clause  was 
smuggled  through  the  House  limiting  the 
compensation  for  killing  a  mechanic  to— • 
what  sum  did  the  House  think?  What 
was  the  value  of  a  mechanic's  life  in  the 
opinion  of  railway  directors  ?  [An  hon. 
Member:  No;  of  the  Board  of  Trade.] 
Well,  it  might  be  the  opinion  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  too.  The  clause  to  which  he 
referred  waa  in  the  Bill  of  the  London, 
Chatham,  and  Dover  Railway  —  and  he 
mentioned  the  circumstance  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  there  was  no- 
thing new  in  the  Bill.  Now,  he  would  ask, 
was  there  any  general  railway  Act  in  force 
applying  to  England,  Ireland,  and  Soot- 
land  in  which  the  compensation  for  killing 
a  mechanic  wss  reduced  to  £100  ?  And 
not  only  was  the  compensation  not  to  ex- 
ceed £100,  but  the  amount  to  be  awarded 
was  to  be  determined  by  an  arbitrator 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
not  otherwise.  Now,  in  a  Christian  country 
to  introduce  such  a  clause  was  the  most 
wicked  thing  he  ever  heard  of.  Cicero 
mentioned  that  it  was  one  of  the  nsoot 
questions  of  his  day  whether  in  a  atorm 
one  should  throw  overboard  a  cheap  slave 
or  a  dear  horse.  Well,  he  supposed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  consider- 
ing that  question.  In  the  Canal  Naviga- 
tion Act  the  limit  of  compensatkin  for 
the  loss  of  a  horse  was  £50.  Assuredly 
a  valuable  horse  ought  in  the  eetimation 
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of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  to  rank  with 
a  meehanio,  and  therefore  they  had  better 
redoee  the  eompensation  for  a  mecbanio'e 
life  to  £50.  Sach  a  clause  as  that  to  which 
he  had  referred  would  alone  be  enough 
to  ehow  that  this  Bill  had  been  clearly  in- 
trodaoed  in  the  interest  of  the  railway 
companies.  Hon.  Members  might  be  sure 
that  the  interest  of  those  companies  had 
been  consulted  to  the  detriment  of  the 
pablio. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  there 
was  dearly  some  misapprehension  as  to 
the  nature  and  objects  of  this  Bill.  He 
was  oharged  with  having  been  adfised 
by  the  railway  companies  and  the  various 
parties  interested  in  order  to  determine 
i9h2X  elaoses  the  Bill  should  contain.  Of 
course  it  was  right,  as  far  as  it  could  be 
done,  to  consult  all  parties  interested,  so 
as  to  know  what  they  had  to  urge.  But 
in  this  ease  it  happened  that  the  only 
advisers  he  had  were  the  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment and  the  decisions  of  that  House. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  condense 
and  settle  the  clauses  which  had  been 
sanctioned  by  Committees  on  Private  Bills, 
and  which  were  of  such  a  character  that 
it  was  thought  safe  and  proper  to  incor- 
porate them  in  a  general  Act,  so  as  to 
save  Parliament  the  trouble  of  repeatedly 
enacting  the  same  thing.  His  hon.  Friend 
objected  to  the  Bill  because  it  did  not 
contain  a  great  many  provisions  which 
would  be  for  the  public  advantage.  He 
was  quite  ready  to  admit  that  changes  had 
been  made  in  the  Bill  since  it  was  first 
int  reduced.  And  why  ?  Because  it  was 
found  after  some  consideration  that  clauses 
had  been  introduced  which  it  was  believed 
had  not  been  sufficiently  sanctioned  by 
Parliament  to  justify  their  incorporation 
in  all  future  Acts.  The  clause  in  which 
the  Marylebone  vestry  took  such  great 
interest  bad  been  introduced  into  only 
one  metropolitan  railway  Act,  and  in  con- 
aequence  of  which  the  company  concerned 
gaTO  up  the  line  altogether,  because  the 
compensations  would  be  so  excessive  that 
it  was  out  of  the  question  to  think  of 
making  it.  The  Board  of  Trade,  there- 
fore, did  not  consider  themselves  justified 
in  introducing  that  clause,  seeing  that  it 
had  had  the  sanction  of  Parliament  only 
in  one  particular  Bill.  He  accepted  the 
doctrine  that  every  person  should  be  pro- 
tected from  injustice,  but  the  present  law 
was  supposed  sufficient  to  do  that.  ["  No, 
no !  "1  Parliament  at  least  had  thoncht 
»o.     Now»  00  far  from  the  Bill  having 


been  framed  in  the  interest  of  the  railway 
companies,  he  had  received  a  deputation 
representing  the  railway  interest,  which 
had  asked  him  not  to  proceed  with  the 
Bill.  The  Bill  had  been  introduced  in 
the  public  interest,  and  not  in  that  of  the 
railway  companies,  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  acceptable  to  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  proposed  to  in- 
troduce a  new  clause.  [Mr.  Hobsfall  : 
It  has  been  introduced  already  in  another 
Bill.]  It  was  new  matter  as  far  as  the 
object  of  the  Bill  before  the  House  was 
concerned.  It  was  true  it  had  been  in- 
troduced in  one  Bill ;  but  that  was  not 
enough.  The  Government  did  not  pro- 
pose to  put  into  this  Bill  every  clause  that 
had  ever  been  introduced  in  a  private 
Bill,  but  only  such  as  had  unmistakeably 
received  the  sanction  of  Parliament.  The 
Bill  was  intended  to  re-enact  such  clauses 
only  as  Parliament  had  affirmed  over  and 
over  again.  There  might  be  errors  in 
the  Bill,  but  those  errors  might  be  cor- 
rected in  Committee;  but  if  it  was  to  be 
opposed  at  this  period  of  the  Session, 
dause  by  clause,  he  quite  admitted  that 
that  was  an  argument  against  going  on 
with  the  Bill.  He  did  not  wish  to  take 
anyone  by  surprise,  but  the  measure  was 
not  volunteered  by  the  Board  of  Trade. 
It  was  in  conseqbence  of  a  recommenda- 
tion of  a  joint  Committee  of  the  Lords 
and  Commons,  which  sat  in  the  beginning 
of  last  Session,  that  the  Bill  was  brought 
in.  That  Committee  considered  the  ques- 
tion of  metropolitan  railways,  and  they 
recommended  that  as  soon  as  practicable 
a  Bill  should  be  introduced,  containing 
such  clauses  as  had  received  the  sanction 
and  approval  of  Parliament,  and  which 
should  apply  to  all  future  Bills.  If,  how- 
ever, the  feeling  of  the  House  was  that 
it  was  too  late  in  the  Session  to  carry 
such  a  Bill,  he  would  not  stand  in  the 
way.  The  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  Horsfall)  wanted  the  House  precipi- 
tately to  enact  without  inquiry,  as  a  per- 
manent clause  for  the  government  of  all 
future  railways,  a  new  clause  somewhat 
similar  to  one  once  inserted  in  a  private 
railway  Act.  This  was  a  clause  settling 
for  the  future  the  mode  of  assessing  the 
terminal  charges  on  railways.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  the  Member  of  a 
Commission  appointed  to  inquire  into  that 
particular  question.  It  was  his  duty  to 
bring  that  subject  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Commission,  and  recommend  to 
Parliament  what  he  thought  right  after 
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inquiry  bj  the  Commission.  But  the  hasty 
lef^islation  which  the  hon.  Member  now 
asked  for  was  not  prudent  or  justiBable. 
He  (Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  did  not  wish  to 
prolong  the  Session  unnecessarily.  By 
not  passing  this  Bill  the  question  would  be 
left  where  it  was»  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
must  be  held  responsible  for  declining  to 
protect  the  public  interests  covered  by  the 
Bill.  He  would  ask  leave  of  the  House  to 
withdraw  the  Motion. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
follow  the  course  which  all  his  Colleagues 
bad  recommended  should  be  taken  with 
every  measure  that  had  come  before  them 
to-day  ;  and  therein  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  acting  with  great  discretion.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow  him 
(Mr.  Henley)  to  call  his  attention  to  this 
point.  The  House  had  been  informed 
that,  as  regarded  the  framing  of  this  Bill 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  held  no  con- 
Bultation  with  anybody,  but  had  framed  his 
measure  by  taking  those  clauses  which 
were  ususlly  found  in  railway  Acts. 

Mb.  milner  GIBSON  denied  having 
said  that  he  had  had  no  communication  with 
the  railway  authorities  in  respect  to  this 
measure.  He  had  certainly  intended  to 
say  the  very  reverse. 

Mr.  HENLEY  repeated,  that  the  right { 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  his  mea- 
sure was  framed  on  those  clauses  that 
were  usually  found  in  railway  Acts.  How 
was  it,  then,  that  every  provision  that 
operated  as  a  protection  to  the  public  had 
been  struck  out  of  the  Bill  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  own  hand  ?  As  the  Bill 
originally  stood  there  were  ^le  or  six  pro- 
Tisions  which  gave  some  protection  to  the 
public  ;  but  they  were  now  gone.  Now, 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government,  in  in- 
troducing model  clauses,  to  take  care  to 
introduce  those  which  protected  the  public; 
the  railway  interest  was  quite  capable  of 
looking  after  itself.  The  title  of  the  Bill 
as  amended,  was,  "  A  Bill  for  consolidat- 
ing in  one  Act  provisions  frequently  in- 
serted in  acts  relating  to  Metropolitan  and  j 
other  railways."  But  these  words  should 
have  been  added,  **and  to  give  further 
power  to  certain  public  bodies  in  the  metro- 
polis to  obstruct  improvement,  and  enable 
railway  companies  further  to  oppress  the 
public.''  He  was  thankful  that  the  mea- 
sure was  to  go  along  with  all  the  other 
Bills  already  discharged,  and  that  hon. 
Members  would  have  the  chance  of  getting 
away  sooner. 

Mr.  Milner  &ibwn 


Mr.  ATRTON  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  no  explanation  of 
the  allusion  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  M'Mahon)  to  the 
valuation  of  a  mechanic's  life  at  £100  in 
certain  cases  of  railway  accident.  Now, 
the  clause  in  question  was  really  of  ex- 
treme benefit  to  the  working  classes. 
Whereas  the  railway  companies  had  power 
to  charge  at  the  rate  of  Id.  h  mile,  the 
London,  Chatham,  and  Dover  offered  to 
carry  working  men  at  certain  times  of  the 
day  at  the  rate  of  one  penny  per  journey, 
upon  condition  that  the  responsibility  of 
the  company  should  be  limited  in  case  of 
railway  accident,  and  the  maximum  pay- 
ment should  not  exceed  £100.  He  saw 
nothing  in  this  arrangement  but  what  was 
highly  beneficial  to  the  working  man. 

Colonel  DITNNE  could  not  see  the 
advantage  to  the  working  classes  from  such 
an  arrangement,  and  asked  what  Parlia- 
mentary sanction  had  been  given  to  this 
valuation  of  a  working  man's  life  at  £100  ? 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave,  wiih- 
drawn. 

Bill  wiihdravm. 

SALMON  FISHERY  ACT  (1861)  AMEND- 

MENT  BILL— [Bill  220.] 

THIIU)  READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Mb.  LAWSON  asked,  Whether  there 
was  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  alter  the  law  respecting  the 
Sol  way,  as  to  which  there  was  consider- 
able uncertainty  ? 

Mr.  peel  said,  the  Lord  Advocate 
intended  early  next  Session  to  introduce  a 
Bill  making  the  law  on  that  point  quite 
clear. 

Bill  read  Z^  and  passed. 

INDEMNITY  BILL. 
LEAVE.       FIRST    READIKQ. 

Mr.  peel  moved  for  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  indemnify  such  persons  in 
the  United  Kingdom  as  have  omitted  to 
qualify  themselves  for  offices  and  employ- 
ments, and  to  extend  the  time  limited  for 
these  purposes  accordingly. 

Mr.  HADFIELD  asked.  Whether  it  was 
a  dignified  course  for  the  House  to  pass 
every  year  these  indemnity  Bills?  He 
believed  that  if  the  Government  had  taken 
up  a  measure  for  abolishing  the  old  quali- 
fication »ttoh  a  measure  would  have  passed 
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the  Upper  House ;  but  the  Bill  lie  had 
snbmiited  had  been  rejected  by  the  other 
Honte  of  Parliament  for  the  sixth  time, 
for  no  other  reason,  that  he  could  con- 
ceire,  except  to  punish  the  humble  in- 
difidual  who  had  charge  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  peel  said,  the  object  of  the 
Bill  he  was  now  introducing  was  not  only 
to  grant  indemnity  to  those  officials  who 
bad  not  taken  the  declaration  required  by 
the  Act  of  George  lY.,  but  also  to  grant 
it  to  those  who  had  not  taken  the  con- 
solidated oath  now  imposed  in  lieu  of  the 
former  oath  of  allegiance  and  abjuration. 
The  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ference exdosirely  to  the  declaration  under 
the  Act  of  George  IV.,  and  eren  if  passed 
it  wonld  not  have  dispensed  with  the  neces- 
sity of  this  measure. 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  indemnify  such  persons  in  the 
United  Kingdom  as  haye  omitted  to  qualify 
themselves  for  offices  and  employments, 
and  to  extend  the  time  limited  for  those 
purposes  respectively, or<20red  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Peel  and  Mr.  Chanobllob  of 
ihe  Exchequer. 

Bill  presented,  and  read  l^.  [Bill  234.] 


COKSOUDATED  FUND  APPROPRUTION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  DoDsoir,  Bill  to  apply  a 
lom  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  and  the  Surplas 
of  Ways  and  Means  to  the  Service  of  the  year 
ending  thirtj-first  day  ef  March  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  sixty-six,  and  to  appropriate  the 
Supplies  granted  in  this  Session  of  Parliament, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr;  DoDioir,  Mr. 
Chamcellob  of  the  Excbiquxb,  and  Mr.  Pxsl. 

Bill  preiented,  and  read  l^. 


EZPIBINO  LAWS  OOKTnfUAKOB. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pul,  Bill  for  continuing 
Tarious  expiring  Acts,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Pxxl  and  Mr.  ChamcsuiOB  of  the  Ex* 

CBSQUXB. 

Bm  presented,  and  read  1^  [BiU  230.] 


COMPOUND   SPIBITS  WABEHOUSINO  BILL. 

BiU  "  to  allow  British  Compounded  Spirits  to 
be  warehoosed  upon  Drawback/'  presenUd,  and 
readK   [Bill  383.] 

Hoose  adijoamed  at  a  quarter 
after  Four  o'clock* 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thursday,  June  22,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— PcBuo  Bills— i^'rfl  Readina^ 
RentchargM  (Ireland)  Revision*  (203);  Na- 
tional Gallery  (Dublin)  *  (106) ;  Harwich  Har- 
bour*(197);  Carriers  Act  Amendment*  (198); 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861 )  Amendment  *  ( 1 99); 
Falmouth  Borough*  (201) ;  Peace  Preserration 
(Ireland) Act  (1866)  Amendment* (200). 

Second  Reading  —  Fortifications  ( Provision  for 
Expences)  *  (180) ;  Malt  Duty  *  ( 181 ) ;  fiar- 
hours  Transfer*  (182);  Trusts  Administra- 
tion (Scotland)  *  (185) ;  Kingstown  Harbour  * 
(188);  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Superan- 
nuation Allowances)*  (189). 

Select  Committee -^ Report ^ FuhUo  Schools* 

Committee  —  Lunatic  Asylum  Act  (1853)^. 
Amendment*  (160) ;  General  Post  OfiSoe  (Ad- 
ditional Site)*  (124) ;  Admiralty  Acts  Repeal*. 
(165);  Admiralty  Powers,  dK}.*(166):  Dock- 
yard Ports  Regulation*  (167);  Small  Bene- 
fices (Ireland)  Act  (1860)  Amendment  (61). 

Report — Public  Schools*  (32);  Lunatic  Asylum 
Act  (1853)  &e.  Amendment*  (IGO)  ;  Railway 
Debentures  dsc.  Registry  *  (191) ;  Locomotires 
on  Roads*  (164);  Mortgage  Debentures* 
(173);  Prisons  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment* 
(106)  ;  Smoke  Nuisances  (Scotland)  Actr 
Amendment  *  (136) ;  Procurators  (Scotland)  * 
(153). 

Third  Reading^TuhMo  House  Closing  Act  (1864) 
Amendment  *  (192)  ;  Trespass  (Scotland)* 
(116)  ;  Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act  (1858) 
Amendment*  (125) ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation)  *  (157J  ;  Pilotage  Order  Con- 
firmation  (No.  2)*  (154);  Churches  and 
Chapels  Exemption  (Scotland)*  (128) ;  Colo- 
nUl  Laws  Validity  *  (158)  ;  Colonial  Mar- 
riages  Validity*  (159);  Defence  Act  (I860) 
Amendment  *  (152). 

SMALL  BENEFICES  (IRELAND)  ACT 

(1860)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

[bill   61.]      COMiaTTEE. 

Bill  considered  ia  Committee  (aooording 
to  Order). 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE,  in  moving; 
to  insert  a  new  oiauso  after  GlauBe  2, 
said,  that  it  ^^as  in  harmony  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  was  one  to 
amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  endow- 
ment of  district  parishes  and  building  of 
churches,  and  that  it  was  not  objected  to 
by  the  Most  Bey.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop 
of  Dublin).  As  the  law  now  stood  in  any 
case  where  a  district  parish  was  formed 
out  of  two  or  more  parishes,  and  the  bishop, 
by  the  power  he  now  possessed,  compelled 
the  incumbents  of  those  parishes  to  con- 
tribute towards  the  endowment  of  the  new 
parish,  or  in  case  it  was  made  out  of  a 
portion  of  one.parishi  then  the  incumben 
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of  that  parish,  and  they  alone,  had  the 
patronage  of  the  new  incranhenoj  in  snch 
order  and  with  Buoh  number  of  turna  each 
as  the  bishop  might  think  fit.  It  might 
so  happen,  and  indeed  sometimes  did 
happen,  that  the  endowment  was  aug- 
mented bj  priTate  persons  in  the  form  of 
subscriptions  or  donations,  and  the  object 
of  this  Amendment  was  to  provide  that  in 
the  case  of  any  person  subscribing  not  less 
than  £500,  the  bishop  might,  if  he  chose, 
give  that  person  one  or  more  turns  in  the 
nomination  of  the  incumbent.  As  the 
clause  was  not  objected  to,  he  would,  with 
this  short  explanation,  move  its  insertion. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Clause  inserted. 

Amendment  made  ;  the  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  To-Morrow  ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.  (No.  205.) 

BBNTCHinaES  (irsulnd)  beyisiok  bill 

[H.L.] 

A  Bill  to  provide  for  the  annual  Variation  of 
Rentoharget  in  lieu  of  Tithe  in  Ireland,  and  its 
Applotment  in  certain  Cases — Was  presented  by 
The  Lord  Somkshill  ;  read  1* ;  and  to  be  friided, 
(No.  208.) 

Bottss  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

till  To-xnorow,  half-past 

Ten  o'clock. 
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HOTTSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tttursday^  June  22,  1865. 

MINUTESJ— New  Msmbkb  Sworn  — Henry 
William  Eaton,  esquire,  for  Coventry, 

SxLBOT  ComciTTBB  —  Report — On  Leeds  Bank- 
raptey  Court  [No.  307]  ;    Mines  [No.  898] ; 

Thames  River  [No.  399J. 

PuBuo  "BiuA—Reiolutiont  in  Committee^'lurn' 
pike  Acts  Cootinuanee. 

Second  Reading — Clerical  Subscription  [Lords'] 
[199] ;  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation) ; 
Indemnity  [234]  ;  ExpiringLaws  Continuance* 
[236];  CoinpouBd  Spirits  Warehousing*  [233]. 

Committee  —  Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pen- 
sions) [133];  Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Public  Audit  *  (r0-<;<miiiiw)  [228];  County 
Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  ILordi]  [150]; 
Local  Government  Suj^lemental  (No.  6)  * 
[209] ;  Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements  *  [225] ; 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  [227]. 

Report — Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions) 
[133]  ;  Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and 
Public  Audit*  (re-comm.)  [2281;  County  Courts 
Equitable  Jurisdiction  [Lbrdi]  [150]. 

THE  PAYMASTER  GENERAL  AND  THE 
AUDIT  OFFICE.— QUESTION. 

SiB  CHAELES   DOUGLAS  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chanoellor  of  the 
Exohequer,  Whether   it  be  the  STstem 
The  JSarl  of  Setmoi-e 


throughout  the  C&vil  Service  that  two  per- 
sons are  selected  by  the  Treasury,  in  eadi 
office,  to  make  out  the  list  of  Paynraats 
to  be  made,  which  Lists  are  sent  to  the 
Paymaster  General,  who  pays  them  with* 
out  question  if  signed  by  the  officers  duly 
appointed  to  sign,  and  the  Audit  Office 
passes  the  aocounts  (of  some  offices)  in  the 
accounts  of  the  Paymaster  General  ?  Whe- 
ther those  officers  in  the  seyeral  Depart- 
ments do  not  substantially  draw  cheques  on 
the  Paymaster  General,  as  the  Treasury 
banker,  which  are  honoured  by  him,  and 
passed  by  the  Audit  Office  as  a  matter  of 
course  ?  Who  audits  the  accounts  of  the 
drawers  of  cheques  f  What  securities  are 
there  against  the  drawing  of  cheques  con- 
trary to  Treasury  authority,  and  possiUy 
not  for  the  Public  Seryice,  or  against  fraud, 
except  the  integrity  of  the  drawers  of 
cheques?  And  is  there  any,  and  what, 
security  for  the-  discoYcry  of  fraud  by  an 
audit  of  the  accounts  in  the  account  of 
the  Paymaster  General  i 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  in  reply,  that  the  Question  of 
his  hon.  Friend  did  not  permit  of  being 
answered  in  that  House.  It  could  only 
be  answered  by  explanations  in  detail  of 
all  the  arrangements  connected  with  the 
drawing  of  money  and  the  audit  of  accounts 
in  all  the  Departments  of  the  pubHc  ser- 
yice ;  and  sucii  an  explanation,  if  giyen  by 
word  of  mouth  only,  would  not  be  intelli- 
gible to  the  House.  He  would,  howeyer, 
giye  his  hon.  Frieild  a  partial  answer.  He 
should  be  happy  to  giye  him  an  opportu* 
nity  of  considering  the  subject  more  at 
large,  leaying  it  to  him  to  determine  how 
far  he  would  prosecute  his  inyestigations; 
for  he  could  not  imagine  a  more  legiti- 
mate subject  of  inquiry  than  that  with 
which  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to  charge 
himself.  He  belieyed  he  should  be  right 
in  saying  that  it  was  not  the  fact  that 
any  one  system  preyailed  throughout  the 
whole  of  the  Civil  Seryice.  The  pay- 
ments, the  accounts,  the  audits,  of  the 
different  Departments,  were  di£Perently 
regulated;  in  some  cases  by  precise  and 
stringent  proyisions  of  Acts  of  Parliament, 
and  in  others  by  the  authority  of  the  De- 
partment itself.  In  the  case  of  the  Nayy, 
an  Act  of  William  IT.  provided  that  an  ao» 
count  should  be  made  out,  signed  by  the 
Accountant  General  of  the  Nayy,  and 
countersigned  in  the  manner  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty  should  from  time  to  time 
direct.  In  this  instance,  therefore,  no 
question  of  selection  by  the  Treasury  could 
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men,  and  two  offieerB  were  lost,  neither 
being  able  to  swim.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  oopj  of  a  letter  written  by  Lieutenant 
Carr,  who  was  in  the  Yoseel^  and  in  whiob 
he  said— 

'^  I  am  tore  no  nun  who  ooold  swim  need  hiiTO 
lost  his  life  that  day;  those  who  conld  not 
were  too  stnpified  to  help  themseWes.  Though  a 
deal  of  gear  was  thrown  overboard  that  would 
hare  floated,  many, manj poor  wretobee  (marines) 
I  saw  who  oould  not  swim  jumping  orerboard, 
boots,  coats,  and  all.  I  saw  all  this  from  the 
quarter- deck  netUng.  Had  the  breeze  been  as 
stronff  as  it  was  an  hour  before,  half  those  saved 
would  have  been  lost.  Want  of  powers  of  swim- 
ming was  the  cause  of  their  deaths.  We  had  no 
men  in  their  beds ;  luckily  all  the  siok  wero 
saved,  or  rather  saved  themselves." 

In  the  early  part  of  the  present  year,  he 
might  add,  twenty  cadets  of  the  mer- 
cantile marine  were  oat  sailing  in  the 
riyer,  when  the  boat  was  npset,  and  ten  of 
them  were  drowned.  Under  those  oir« 
onmstances,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  there  was  any  special 
Keport  made  to  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty 
by  the  Admiral  of  the  station  as  to  the 
loss  of  ninety-two  Sailors  and  Marines 
from  the  burning  of  Her  Majesty's  ship 
Bombay  off  Monte  Video,  on  the  14th  of 
last  December;  if  he  can  state  the  number 
of  Marines  and  Sailors  who  were  drowned 
separately,  and  the  length  of  time  that 
elapsed  from  the  first  breaking  out  of  the 
fire  to  the  sinking  of  the  ship ;  if  there  were 
any  patent  Lifebelts  on  board ;  and,  if  so, 
if  they  were  used  }  If  there  is  any  order, 
rule,  or  system  in  the  Nayy  or  the  Marine 
Corps  under  which  the  recruits  or  men 
are  taught  to  swim,  and  if  the  boys 
in  the  service  are  instructed  in  the  art 
of  swimming ;  and  how  many  the  crew  of 
Her  Majesty's  ship  Bombay  were  on  the 
14  th  of  December  ? 

LottD  CLAEENCE  PAGET,  in  reply, 
stated  that  the  cadets  on  board  the  Wor^ 
cestdr  were  not  under  the  control  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  that  the  death  firom  drown- 
ing of  the  ten  boys  at  Erith,  howeyer  much 
it  was  to  be  regretted,  could  not  be  laid 
at  the  door  of  that  Department.  In  answer 
to  the  questions  which  had  reference  to 
the  loss  of  the  Bombay,  he  had  to  inform 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  number  of 
those  who  perished  on  that  occasion 
amounted  in  all  to  ninety-one,  including 
two  officers,  forty-seyen  seamen,  eight  boys, 
and  thirty.four  marines.  On  board  all  our 
training  ships  distinct  orders  were  issued 
by  the  Admiralty  to  the  effect  that  all  the 
boys  should  be  taught  to  swim.  Occasion* 


arise  at  all.  In  the  same  manner  orders 
for  the  payment  of  money  issued  by  t^e 
War  Office  were  signed  and  counter- 
signed; but  in  that  case  there  must  be 
the  approval  of  the  Treasury.  Then  the 
regulations  of  the  Civil  Departments 
varied  from  those  of  the  Admiralty  and 
the  War  Office,  and  the  names  of  the 
officers  who  were  charged  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  signing  and  countersign- 
ing were  submitted  for  approval  to  the 
Treasury.  Whether  in  all  cases  there 
were  two,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  did  not  know,  but  he  thought 
it  very  possible  that  this  might  be  the 
general  rule,  and  he  saw  nothing  un- 
reasonable in  the  plan  so  devised.  Un- 
doubtedly these  officers  would  draw  upon 
the  Paymaster  General,  and  their  drafts 
would  have  the  effect  of  cheques  upon 
the  Paymaster  General.  Then,  his  hon. 
Friend  asked  who  audited  the  accounts, 
and  also  asked  what  security  there  was 
against  fraud,  except  the  integrity  of  the 
drawers?  Well,  the  Departments  had 
their  regulations  upon  this  subject,  and 
the  principal  security  against  fraud  or 
negligence  was  the  use  of  a  counter 
signature.  That  might  be  described  to 
be  the  system  in  which  all  our  payments 
were  regulated ;  and  he  believed  that  in 
the  main  it  was  a  good  system.  It  was 
obvious  that  in  any  system  of  checks 
there  must  be  an  end  to  it  somewhere, 
and  somebody  there  must  be  from  whose 
default  of  duty  the  public  must  suffer. 
There  must  be  a  limit  to  the  multiplica- 
tion of  checks ;  and  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  increased  security  was  by  no 
means  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  per- 
sons discharging  their  duty,  or  seeing  that 
it  was  discharged  by  others. 


NAVY— LOSS  OF  THE  "BOMBAY." 
aiTxsnoK. 

Mb.  OWEN  STANLEY  said,  in  rising 
to  put  the  Questions,  of  which  he  had 
£^ven  notice,  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Ad- 
miralty in  connection  with  the  loss  of  the 
Bombay,  he  must  preface  them  by  statiug 
that  that  vessel  left  Monte  Yideo  for  prac- 
tice, and  having  sailed  about  fifteen  miles, 
she  placed  one  target  for  that  purpose. 
About  3.30  the  fire-bell  rang,  the  main- 
mast fell  at  4.15,  and  the  foremast  went 
at  6.5  ;  the  magazine  exploded  about  8.25, 
and  ninety -two  souls  perished,  not  by  fire, 
but  by  drowning,  out  of  a  crow  of  620 
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ally  it  was  reported  that  gome  boys  were 
so  nerrous  that  they  could  not  be  taught, 
and  it  was  ourious  that  one  of  the  boys 
who  was  drowned  in  the  case  of  the 
JBomhay  was  a  boy  who  had  been  brought 
up  on  board  the  Excellent^  but  who  could 
neyer  learn  the  art  of  swimming.  He 
would  not  trouble  the  House  by  entering 
into  the  details  of  the  regulations  on  the 
subject  which  had  been  laid  down  by  the 
Admiralty  for  the  boys  in  our  training 
ships  as  well  as  for  recruits  in  the 
marine  barracks,  but  he  could  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  they  were  very 
stringent,  and  that  additional  instructions 
had  been  issued  that  they  should  not  be 
neglected.  With  regard  to  life-belts,  va- 
rious proposals  had  been  made  to  the  Ad- 
miralty, and  had  been  tried.  The  men 
had  in  some  instances  been  supplied  with 
cork  beds  with  the  view  of  saving  life  in 
the  event  of  the  occurrence  of  any  dis- 
aster, but  it  was  found  they  objected  alto- 
gether to  the  use  of  those  beds.  There 
were  at  present  life-belts  of  a  very  simple 
construction  in  use  in  the  Channel  fleet 
on  trial,  and  if  the  report  of  them  was 
f&vourable  they  would  be  generally  used. 
There  were  also  life-belts  at  our  Coast- 
guard stations,  and  the  usual  life-buoys 
on  board  every  ship.  The  total  number 
of  men  on  board  the  Bombay  had  been 
641,  of  whom,  as  already  stated,  ninety- 
one  were  lost,  llie  length  of  time  be- 
tween the  discovery  of  the  Are  and  the 
blowing  up  of  the  ship  he  found  was  ex- 
actly four  hours  and  three  quarters.  He 
should  be  happy  to  give  further  informa- 
tion if  any  were  possessed  by  the  Admi- 
ralty, but  it  had  never  been  satisfactorily 
ascertained  how  the  Are  originated,  and 
all  the  other  facts  had  been  laid  before 
the  public. 

Me.  OWEN  STANLEY  said,  he  wished 
to  add  that  last  year  the  Holyhead  lifeboat 
went  out  with  flfteen  men  on  board ;  the 
boat  was  upset,  but,  all  having  on  the  life- 
belts supplied  by  the  Eoyal  Humane  So- 
ciety, they  were  picked  up  by  a  steamer 
with  the  exception  of  one  man,  and  it  was 
supposed  that  he  had  been  struck  by  a 
spar. 

Mb.  cave  said,  that  he  might  reply  to 
that  portion  of  the  Question  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  been  able  to  answer. 
Boys  on  board  the  Worcester  were  taught 
to  swim,  and  since  the  aocident  occurred 
some  time  ago  a  rule  had  been  made  that 
those  bovs  who  could  not  swim  should 
not  be  allowed  to  go  out  in  sailing-boats. 
Lord  Clarence  Paget 


EPISCOPAL  RESIDENCE  AT  BEUSTOL. 
QUESnOK. 

Sib  STAPFOKD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
he  rose  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  the  Go- 
vernment have  received  any  communica- 
tions from  the  City  of  Bristol,  or  whether 
their  attention  has  been  directed  to  any 
communications  made  by  the  City  of  Bris- 
tol to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  re- 
specting the  claim  made  for  the  restoration 
of  an  Episcopal  Eesidence  at  Bristol ; 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  union  between  the  Sees 
of  Bristol  and  Gloucester  was  effected,  and 
whether  he  is  of  opinion  that  the  sde  of 
the  residence  purchased  for  Bishop  Monk, 
in  great  part  with  money  raised  by  taxa- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  Bristol,  and  the 
application  of  the  proceeds  to  the  erection 
of  the  Episcopal  Palace  at  Gloucester, 
without  providing  any  substituted  resi- 
dence at  Bristol,  is  in  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  terms  on  which  the  union  was 
made  ;  and  whether  there  will  be  any  ob- 
jection to  produce  any  Correspondence 
which  has  taken  place  on  the  object  ?  He 
would  omit  the  ckuse  ''  in  great  part  with 
money  raised  by  taxation  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Bristol,''  because  the  fact  was  that 
the  City  of  Bristol  was  taxed  to  replace 
the  Episcopal  Besidence  in  consequence  of 
its  destruction  in  the  time  of  the  Beform 
Bill  riots,  and  its  retention  might  lead  to 
misapprehension. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  not  aware  that  any  communication 
had  been  received  from  Bristol  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  certainly  his 
attention  had  not  been  directed  to  any 
communication  made  respecting  the  claim 
for  the  restoration  of  the  Episcopal  R^- 
dence.  He  was  generally  aware  of  the 
circumstances  tinder  which  the  union  of 
the  Sees  was  efiected,  but  not  sufficiently 
to  express  an  opinion  as  to  whether  the 
sale  of  the  residence  purchased  for  Bishop 
Monk,  and  the  application  of  the  proceeds 
to  the  erection  of  the  Episcopal  Palace  at 
Gloucester,  without  providing  any  substi- 
tuted residence  at  Bristol,  was  in  accord- 
ance ^th  the  spirit  of  the  terms  on  which 
the  union  was  made.  But,  on  inquiry  at 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commission  Office,  he 
found  that  there  had  been  a  Correspon- 
dence, and  he  believed  that  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  its  production. 
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THE  THAMES  EMBANKMENT. 
QTTESnON. 

Mb.  CAYE  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had 
complied  with  the  requisition  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  as  suggested  in  the  report  of 
Messrs.  Coode  and  Rawlinson,  that  they 
should  draw  larger  quantities  of  material 
for  the  Thames  Embankment  from  the  bed 
of  the  river ;  and,  if  not,  what  course  he 
proposed  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  repHed,  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  on  the  subject,  and  the  Board  of 
Works  passed  a  Resolution  on  Monday 
last,  which  he  would  read — 
^  "  That  80  long  as  the  material  raiaed  from  the 
rirer  opposite  the  embankment  works  continues 
to  be,  in  the  opinion  of  the  engineer,  suitable  for 
the  purposes  of  the  embankment,  the  engineer  be 
instmoted  to  allow  no  other  material  to  oome  on 
to  the  embankment  works,  except  for  the  backing 
of  the  embankment  wall,  the  cross  dams,  the  ma- 
terial required  for  puddling,  and  other  necessary 
purposes." 

He  had  to-day  receiTed  a  private  commu- 
nication that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  were  now  acting  on  the  spirit  of 
that  Resolution,  and  that  the  referees,  to 
whom  the  question  of  the  suitableness  of 
the  material  was  referred,  had  reported 
that  the  material  dredged  out  of  the  river 
was,  in  the  main,  fit  to  be  used  in  filling 
in  the  embankment. 


SATURDAY  HALF-HOLIDAY  IN  GOVERN- 
MENT  OFFICES.— ^QUESTION. 

Mb.  BUXTON  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther he  is  prepared  to  give  an  answer  to 
the  application  made  to  him  by  a  deputa- 
tion which  waited  upon  him  some  time 
since,  with  regard  to  affording  the  clerks 
in  the  several  Government  offices  the  op- 
portunity of  obtaining  a  half-holiday  on 
Saturday  afternoons  ? 

ViscouifT  PALMERSTON:  I  think, 
Sir,  the  subject  of  that  application  is  one 
which  is  very  deserving  ,of  consideration. 
There  may  be  some  offices  in  which  the 
whole  of  the  Department  could  not  be 
allowed  to  have  a  half-holiday.  The  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  is  in  communica- 
tion with  the  officers  of  the  different  De- 
partments in  order  to  see  how  far  a  half- 
holiday  on  Saturday  afternoons  can  be 
made  consistent  with  the  requirements  of 


the  public  service.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
a  great  number  of  the  Departments  can 
allow  a  half-holiday. 

CLERICAL  SUBSCRIPTION  BILL  (Lords). 
[bill   199.]      SECOND  BBADIKG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY :  Sir,  tbe  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  give  effect  to  the  recom- 
mendations  of  tbe  Royal  Commifision  ap- 
pointed at  the  beginning  of  1864  to 
consider  and  revise  the  various  forms  of 
subscription  and  declarations  required  to 
be  taken  by  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church.  This  subject  of  Clerical  Sub- 
scription  is  one  that  has  recently  occu- 
pied a  good  deal  of  public  attention  and 
occasioned  much  discussion.  Motions  have 
have  been  made  in  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament on  the  matter.  In  the  House  of 
Lords  two  or  three  years  ago  a  Bill  was 
proposed,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
repeal  so  much  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity 
as  required  a  declaration  to  be  made  of 
unfeigned  assent  and  consent  to  everything 
contained  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prajer. 
In  1863  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Mr.  Buxton)  made  a  Motion  of 
a  more  general  character,  asking  the 
House  to  declare  it  expedient  that  tbe 
terms  of  clerical  subscription  should  be 
relaxed.  The  Go?ernment  met  that  Mo- 
tion, not  with  a  direct  negative,  but  by 
the  Previous  Question,  and  that  course,  I 
think,  was  sanctioned  by  the  general 
acquiescence  of  the  House.  Tbey  felt 
that  in  what  was  urged  by  my  hon.  Friend 
as  to  the  number  and  complexity  of  the 
various  forms  of  subscription  required  by 
law  from  the  clergy,  there  was  consider- 
able force  ;  they  were  not  prepared  to 
say  that  no  alteration  should  take  place  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  they  felt  it  would 
be  inexpedient  for  the  House  to  make  any 
general  declaration  that  the  forms  of  sub- 
scription should  be  relaxed  without  being 
prepared  with  a  specific  proposal  as  to  the 
forms  of  subscription  that  ought  to  be  sub- 
stituted. They  also  felt  that  before  any 
specific  alteration  was  proposed  it  was 
desirable  that  the  whole  subject  should  be 
considered  and  fully  inquired  into  by  a 
Commission  appointed  by  the  Crown.  In 
conformity  with  that  opinion  Her  Majesty 
was  advised  to  issue  a  Royal  Commission 
to  consider  and  revise  the  various  forms  of 
subscription  and  declaration  to  be  made  by 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland  on  their  appointment,  admission, 
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or  indaotion  to  any  beoefioe  or  office;  and  to 
report  their  opinion  how  far  thej  might  be 
altered  consistentlj  with  due  lecuritj  for 
the  declarant  adherence  of  the  clerffj  to  the 
doctrines  and  ritual  of  the  Church.  The 
principle  of  snbtcription  waa  not  at  all  in 
question.  It  was  assumed  that  the  Church 
had  a  right  to  require  from  those  who  de- 
sired to  enter  the  ranks  of  her  clergy  that 
they  should  publicly  declare  their  general 
agreement  with  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
and  their  readiness  to  conform  to  her 
ritual.  The  object  of  the  Commission  was 
to  see  how  far  those  objections  might  be 
remoTcd  which  were  entertained  to  the 
great  yariety  and  complexity  of  the  forms 
of  subscription  and  declarations  from  time 
to  time  framed,  and  now  by  law  required. 
In  selectinff  the  Members  to  constitute 
that  Commission,  it  was  the  object  of  the 
Goyernment  that  it  should  be  so  com- 
posed as  to  command  the  general  con- 
ndence  of  members  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  for  that  purpose  they  felt  it 
desirable  that  it  should  be  partly  com- 
posed of  clerical  and  partly  of  lay  Mem- 
bers of  the  Church.  They  were  also 
anxious  that  it  should  comprise  Members 
—  I  will  not  say  of  different  parties  in  the 
Church — ^but  of  the  different  phased  of 
opinion  that  we  know  are  entertained  with- 
in the  limits  of  the  Church,  by  persons 
equally  attached  to  her  doctrines  ond 
formularies.  And  I  am  happy  to  belieye 
that  we  succeeded  in  attaining  that  object. 
The  four  archbishops  of  the  Established 
Church  were  placed  on  that  Commission, 
together  with  seyeral  of  its  bishops  and 
clergy,  occupying  different  grades  in  the 
Church,  and  with  them  were  associated 
twelye  laymen,  the  Commission  being  pre- 
sided oyer  by  the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury. To  the  patience,  care,  time,  and 
attention  bestowed  on  this  important  sub- 
ject by  the  Commission  we  are  indebted 
for  the  yaluable  report  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  and  by  Her  Majesty's  commands 
laid  some  time  since  on  the  table  of  this 
House.  I  am  happy  to  say  that  the  re- 
commendations of  that  report  were  unani- 
mously agreed  to  by  the  Members  of  the 
Commission — in  fact  the  only  name  that 
Is  not  found  among  the  signatures  to  the 
report  is  that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Uniyersity  of  Oxford  (Sir 
William  Heathcote),  and  I  am  informed 
that  the  only  reason  he  did  not  sign  wos 
because  he  was  absent  from  the  country, 
and  at  the  time  suffering  from  seyere  in- 
disposition. We  are  all  happy  to  see  him 
8%r  Oewg$  Orey 


amon^^  us  again,  and  I  belieye  it  is  the 
intention  of  my  hon.  Friend  to  confirm  my 
statement  as  to  his  entire  concurrence  in 
the  report  of  the  Commission.  The  Report* 
after  setting  forth  the  different  forms  of 
subscription  and  declarations  now  made  by 
the  clergy,  and  the  laws  under  which  these 
are  required,  points  out  some  material  dif- 
ferences existing  between  the  subscription 
and  declarations  made  by  the  clergy  in 
England  and  those  made  by  the  eiergy 
of  the  Irish  branch  of  the  Established 
Church.  After  baring  pointed  out  this, 
the  first  recommendation  is  that  those 
distinctions  should  be  removed,  and  that 
the  same  declarations  which  are  required 
to  be  taken  by  the  eiergy  of  this  coun- 
try, should  also  be  taken  by  the  clergy 
of  the  Established  Church  in  Ireland. 
Their  next  recommendation  —  the  most 
important  one,  and,  indeed,  the  main  ob* 
ject  of  the  Bill — is  that  on  eyery  occa- 
sion on  which  a  subscription  or  declaration 
is  required  to  be  made  in  England  or 
Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  Articles  of 
Religion  or  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer, 
the  existing- subscriptions  or  declarations, 
haying  reference  to  the  doctrines  and  li- 
turgy of  the  Church,  should  be  discontinued; 
and  that  the  following  declaration  should 
be  substituted  for  them— 

-  *'  I,  A.  B.y  do  solemnly  make  the  following  de- 
claration. I  aBsent  to  the  Thirty-nine  Artielet  of 
Religion,  and  the  Book  of  Common  Fr%jer,  and 
the  ordering  of  bishops,  priests,  and  deacons.  I 
belieye  the  doctrine  of  the  United  Church  of 
England  and  Ireland  as  therein  set  forth  to  be 
agreeable  to  the  Word  of  God,  and  in  public 
prayer  and  administration  of  the  Sacraments,  I 
will  use  the  form  in  the  said  book  prescribed,  and 
none  other,  except  so  far  as  shall  be  ordered  hj 
lawful  authority." 

With  reference  to  these  last  words,  they 
point  to  the  power  exercised  by  the  Queen 
in  Council  of  ordering  special  prayers  for 
occasions  of  public  thanksgiying  or  cala- 
mity, or  such  other  like  occasions.  The 
other  recommendations  contained  in  the 
Report  haye  reference  to  the  oaths  taken 
by  the  clergy.  I  need  not  go  into  them 
in  detail,  but  they  refer  to  the  time  at 
which  these  oaths  are  to  be  taken,  and  the 
substitution  of  a  declaration  in  certain 
cases  for  these  oaths.  The  main  recom- 
mendation, substituting  for  the  present 
system  a  general  declaration  of  assent  to 
the  doctrines  of  the  Church,  and  a  willing- 
ness to  conform  to  its  ritual  was  not  only 
unanimously  agreed  to  by  the  Commission, 
but  has  also  met  with  the  general  concur- 
rence of  other  members  of  the  Established 
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Ohureh  both  olerioal  and  lay,  who  had  bad 
the  opportunity  of  giying  consideration 
to  the  Bubject.  The  CooToeations  bolh 
of  Canterbury  and  York  hare  signified 
their  concurrence  in  the  most  formal 
manner  in  these  recommendations,  and 
although  there  is  no  general  assembly 
of  the  Church  in  Ireland  capable  of  ex- 
pressing its  concurrence  in  an  equally  for- 
mal manner,  yet  the  Irish  branch  of  the 
Established  Church  was  fully  represented 
on  the  Commission,  the  two  Archbishops 
haying  signed  the  Report  in  common  with 
the  other  Commissioners.  The  Bill  also 
comes  down  to  us  with  the  unanimous  con- 
currence of  the  House  of  Lords.  There 
is  a  great  weight  of  authority,  therefore, 
in  favour  of  this  Bill,  and  I  belie?e  it  is 
calculated  to  confer  a  great  and  essential 
benefit  upon  the  Established  Church.  I 
will  just  allude  to  the  notice  of  Amendments 
giyen  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Whiteside).  In  the  principle  of  those 
Amendments  I  entirely  concur,  and  if  they 
are  adopted  they  will  substantially  restore 
the  Bill  to  the  form  in  which  it  was 
originally  proposed  by  the  Government. 
They  will  correct  what  I  conceive  to  be 
a  mistake  which  has  been  committed  by 
the  other  House  in  regard  to  the  old,  obso- 
lete oath  of  allegiance,  supremacy,  and 
abjuration  required  to  be  taken  by  the  Act 
of  William  and  Mary,  instead  of  the 
consolidated  oath  of  21  &  22  of  Vic- 
toria, which  is  the  oath  taken  by  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  in  Ireland,  although 
it  is  not  at  present  exacted  from  the 
clergy  of  the  Church  in  England.  If 
that  alteration  should  be  made  in  the 
Bill,  and  if  it  should  be  assented  to  by 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  it  will  be, 
I  think,  an  essential  improvement.  It 
18  most  satisfactory  to  know  thnt  thi^ 
Bill  has  met  with  such  universal  concnr- 
rence,  and  I  will  only  statd  my  confident 
belief  that  if  these  recommendations  are 
adopted,  the  new  form  of  declaration  will 
esseotialljT  secure  the  object  which  we  all 
hare  in  view — namely,  that  there  should 
be  a  declared  agreement  on  the  part  of 
those  who  enter  the  Church  with  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church,  and  an  avowal  of 
their  intention  to  conform  to  the  liturgy 
and  ritual  of  the  Church.  On  the  other 
band,  the  adoption  of  these  recommenda- 
tions will  remove  objections  of  a  serious 
cbaracter,  founded  upon  the  rariety  of 
subscriptions  and  declarations  now  re- 
quired, and  the  use  of  terms  on  which  Tcry 


different  interpretations  are  placed  by  men 
of  great  authority.  These  objections  have 
had  a  tendency  to  prevent  the  entrance 
into  the  Church  of  men  of  the  highest 
character  and  of  the  most  undonbtiS  at- 
tachment to  the  Church,  and  who  were 
fitted  to  shed  lustre  upon  the  Establish- 
ment, and  to  discharge  with  the  greatest 
advantage  the  high  duties  of  its  Ministers. 
I  move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed^ 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (/S^tr  Oearge  Orey,) 

Mr.  WHITESIDE :  Sir,  I  entirely  agree 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
value  and  utility  of  this  Bill.  I  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  GoTcm- 
ment  deserve  the  thanks  of  the  House  for 
the  manner  in  which  the  Commission  was 
constituted  which  was  empowered  to  inquire 
into  this  very  delicate  and  important  sub- 
ject. I  have  also  personally  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the  courteous 
manner  in  which  he  has  considered  the 
Amendments  which  I  have  proposed,  and 
I  am  entirely  content  with  the  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
to  deal  with  them.  To  obtain  simplicity 
and  uniformity  in  the  Church,  and  at  the 
same  timo  to  make  the  Bill  acceptable  to 
the  class  of  persons  to  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  is  a  great  gain  to  the 
Church.  The  closing  words  of  the  Com- 
mission, to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  has 
alluded,  deserve  the  notice  of  the  House. 
They  ore — 

'*  These  reoommendations  we  now  humbljkoffer 
to  your  Majesty.  To  carry  them  into  eflfect  some 
alterations  mast  be  made  in  the  canons  of  the 
Church,  and  some  in  the  statutes  of  the  realm. 
Wo  trust  that  our  proposals  will  be  willingly  ac- 
cepted both  by  the  Church  and  by  the  State." 

These  are  judicious  suggestions,  because 
they  point  to  an  alteration  of  the  canons  of 
the  Church  and  the  effect  to  be  given  to  these 
alterations  by  the  Legislature.  How  were 
the  Articles  of  the  Church  originally  pre- 
pared and  confirmed  ?  How  is  that  matter 
stated  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  ?  It 
is  recited  that  by  the  General  Synod  of 
the  Church,  acting,  no  doubt,  with  the 
licence  of  the  Crown,  these  Articles  were 
recommended  to  the  Crown  and  adopted 
by  the  Crown,  and  the  declaration  prefixed 
to  them  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer 
points  to  the  Convocation  of  the  Church 
as  the  proper  tribunal  to  consider  such 
questions,  and  says  that  whenever    it  is 
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neoessary  to  eonsider  matiers  of  the  same  1 
nature  the  same  high  authority  should  be 
BummoQed  again  to  recommend  to  the 
Crown  such  alterations  as  the  wisdom  of 
ConTOcation  might  suggest.  The  subse« 
qnent  ratification  of  these  Articles  in  the 
time  of  Elizabeth  points  to  Convocation 
again  as  the  assembly  which  is  to  express 
its  opinion  on  these  subjects.  I  have  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  more  than  once 
during  the  last  ten  days  for  the  document, 
or  a  copy  of  it,  which  he  in  official  Ian- 

fuage  said  was  in  course  of  preparation, 
t  is  what  is  called  a  licence  to  be  granted 
to  the  Convocation  of  Canterbury  or  York, 
or  either  of  them.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  labours  are  so 
weighty  that  he  has  been  unable  to  prepare 
that  difficult  and  elaborate  paper.  The 
more  I  press  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
the  paper  the  more  reluctant  he  appears  to 
be  to  present  it,  but  now  that  Parliament  is 
about  to  be  dissolved,  I  suppose  it  will  be  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House.  I  have  a  serious 
question  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  reference  to  this  point.  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  heads  of  the  Church  in  Eng- 
land being  consulted.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  consult  them.  I  do  not 
complain  of  the  Convocation  of  the  Church 
being  called  upon  to  give  its  nsseut  to 
what  is  originated,  particularly  when  the 
Crown  can  suggest  the  subject  to  be  dis- 
cussed, and  afterwards  affirm  it  by  its  license. 
Nothing  can  be  more  temperate  or  more 
respectful  than  to  give  that  power  to  the 
Church.  But  I  do  not  comprehend  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
in  ifsuing  a  paper  which  would  call  upon 
Convocation  to  give  a  political  "Amen** 
to  an  Act  of  Parliament  that  had  been 
already  passed.  In  relation,  therefore,  to 
the  questiou  as  touching  the  Irish  branch 
of  the  Church,  I  beg  to  refer  to  a  protest 
which  has  been  laid  upon  the  table  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  of  which 
I  hare  procored  a  copy.  Now,  let  me  say, 
first,  that  I  support  the  Bill  cordially,  and 
I  think  the  Amendments  which  I  propose 
to  introduce  will  make  it  an  excellent  mea- 
sure. But  I  am  speaking  now  of  the 
manner  iu  which  the  Convocation  of  Eng- 
land are  asked  to  give  their  opinion,  and 
of  the  abrupt  and  somewhat  contumelious 
Btjrle  in  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
snuffed  out  the  Convocation  of  Ireland. 
The  protest  drawn  up  by  certain  eminent 
members  of  the  Irish  episcopal  body  was 
in  these  terms-— 

Mr.  WMeside 


**I>imwtieiU:'^ 


**  1.  Because  that,  while  agreeing  that  it  is  ex- 
pedient to  simplify  and  assimilate  the  Laws  of 
Clerical  Sabsoription  in  all  the  ProTinoes  of  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland,  and 
while  acqaiesoing  in  the  general  Reasonableness 
of  the  Recommendations  made  in  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commissioners  upon  which  this  Bill  is 
founded,  we  deem  it  inconsistent  with  the  ancient 
Customs  of  this  Church  and  Realm  that  in  a 
Spiritual  Matter  so  nearly  affecting  the  whole 
Body  of  the  Clergy » Canons  enacted  with  the  Assent 
of  the  Crown,  by  the  Bishops  and  Clergy  synodi- 
oally  assembled,  should  be  altered  or  annulled 
without  a  Royal  Licenoe  prenonsly  gi? en  to  them 
to  re-consider  and  alter  those  Canons. 

<'  2.  Because  the  Course  taken  in  the  bringing 
in  and  passing  this  Bill,  which  alters,  without 
the  Concurrence  of  all  the  Bishops  and  Clergy  of 
the  Church  of  England  and  Ireland  synodically 
assembled,  Canons  of  the  Church  respecting 
Clerical  Subscription  as  a  Condition  of  Admission 
into  Holy  Orders,  is  regarded  by  us  as  not  only 
without  adequate  Precedent,  but  without  sufficient 
Ground  of  general  Expediency. 

"  3.  Because  we  think  that  the  passing  of  this 
Bill,  with  the  Concurrence  of  the  English,  but 
witlunU  the  Concurrence  of  the  Irish  Bishops  and 
Clergy  synodically  convened,  may  appear  prejudi- 
cial to  their  undoubted  Right  to  a  full  Participa- 
tion in  the  Common  Privileges  of  the  Spirituality 
of  the  United  Church,  a  Right  declared  by  the 
Parliaments  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  to  be 
an  essential  and  fundamental  Part  of  the  Union 
of  those  Kingdoms." 

I  submit  that  it  would  be  a  rery  difficult 
thing,  e?en  for  a  Gentleman  so  well  in- 
formed as  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to  answer 
satisfactorily  the  reasons  contained  in  that 
Protest.  I  beg  now  to  draw  attention  to 
a  petition  which  I  haye  had  the  honour  to 
present  from  tiie  University  of  DubliD, 
and  which  bears  the  seal  of  the  University. 
It  states  a  legal  difficulty  upon  which  I 
should  like  to  have  the  opinion  of  the  At- 
torney General.  What  is  the  meaning 
and  what  can  be  the  effect  of  this  licence 
to  be  granted  to  the  Convocation  of  Can- 
terbury or  York,  or  both,  to  deal  with  an 
Act  of  Parliament  after  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament has  passed?  It  is  only  giving 
them  license  to  say  **  Amen  *'  to  the  Act 
of  Parliament,  and  that  is  a  thing  the 
advantage  of  which  I  cannot  comprehend. 
To  give  the  Convocation  of  the  Eng- 
lish branch  of  the  Church  by  licenoe  a 
right  to  consider  the  subject  matter  of  a 
canon  was  becoming  ;  but  the  granting  of 
such  a  licence  as  this  is  not  very  respect- 
ful to  Convocation,  and  has  no  sense 
of  significance  in  regard  to  the  canons  of 
the  Church.  The  petition  of  the  provost, 
fellows,  and  scholars  of  the  University  of 
Dublin  states— 
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'*  That  the  Clerioal  Snbsoription  Bill  now  be- 
fore Parliament  affept^  the  interests  of  the  Irish 
branch  of  the'  Obtrrbh  in  the  same  degree  as  it 
afRsots  the  interests  of  the  English  branch,  and 
the  same  reasons  whioh  have  rendered  it  desir- 
able to  give  permission  to  the  provinces  of  Can- 
terbury and  York  to  express  their  opinion  as  to 
any  alteration  of  their  canons  and  obligations 
apply  with  equal  force  to  the  Irish  proTinoes  of 
the  United  Charoh. 

*'  That  your  petitioners  do  not  wish  to  oppose 
the  progress  of  the  aforesaid  Bili,  but  they  pray 
that  your  honourabie  House  would  be  pleased  to 
devise  in  your  wisdom  such  measures  as  will 
hereafter  give  to  the  Irish  clergy  a  power  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinion,  in  conjunction  with  the 
English  clergy,  on  matters  affecting  the  common 
interest  of  the  United  Church,  and  especially  that 
you  will  preserve  in  its  integrity  the  union  of  the 
Churches  of  England  and  Ireland." 

I  wlBh  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
his  authority  for  stating  that  there  is  no- 
body known  to  the  law  in  Ireland  which 
could  express  its  opinion  on  the  question. 
I  would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
of  a  matter  which  occurred  in  the  time  of 
the  Bishop  of  Llandaff,  just  prior  to  the 
union,  when  the  necessity  of  introducing 
certain  securities  for  the  Church  of  Ireland 
was  being  discussed.  In  the  memoirs  of 
the  Bishop  of  Llandaff  there  appears  a 
correspondence  between  him  and  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  as  to  whether  it 
would  be  wise  or  politic  to  introduce  into 
the  Act  of  Union  a  clause  or  two  clauses 
pointing  out  the  manner  in  which,  after 
the  passing  of  the  measure.  Convocation 
should  be  assembled.  ConTocation  in  Ire- 
land had  met  from  time  to  time,  and  Went- 
worth  Lord  Strafford  drew  the  Article 
which  identified  the  doctrine  and  discipline 
of  the  two  Churches  of  England  nnd  Ire- 
land. The  Con?ocation  of  Ireland  lay 
dormant  for  a  time,  as  the  Conyocation  of 
England  had  done  for  eighty  years,  but 
that  was  no  proof  of  its  non-existence. 
The  Act  of  1793  (33  Geo.  III.,  c.  29), 
sn  Act  to  preyent  the  meeting  of  unlawful 
assemblies,  says — 

"  Save  and  except  the  knights,  citizens,  and 
burgesses  elected  to  serve  in  the  Parliament 
thereof,  and  save  and  except  the  Houses  of  Con- 
Tocation duly  summoned  hy  the  King's  writ." 

Now,  what  occurred  prior  to  the  Union  on 
the  subject  ?  It  seems  that  a  communi- 
cation had  been  addressed  to  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury  on  the  subject,  and 
bo,  being  puzzled,  consulted  the  Bishop 
of  Llandaff,  who  thought  himself  an  ill- 
used  Prelate  because  he  was  not  made  an 
archbishop.  He  seemed  to  have  been 
rather  liberal  in  his  yiews.  The  Bishop 
of  Llandaff  says— 

TOL.  GLXXX.  [imBB  seetbs.] 


"  The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  had  asked  my 
opinion  relative  to  the  Church  of  Ireland,  and  I 
sent  to  him  the  following  letter,  dated  5th  March, 
1860  :—'  My  Lord  Archbishop— I  think  the  Act 
of  Parliament  proposed  by  the  Archbishop  of 
Cashel  and  Dr.  Duignan  to  be  wholly  unnecessary, 
but  I  approve  of  the  addition  to  the  5th  Article 
suggestisd  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (an  addition 
relative  to  the  mode  in  whioh  Convocation  was 
to  be  summoned).  I  approve,  however,  of  this 
addition  merely  as  it  may  tend  to  conciliate  those 
who  seem  to  entertain  apprehensions  for  the  se- 
curity of  the  Irish  Church,  and  not  as  thinking 
it  in  any  degree  requisite  for  that  end,  whioh  is  in 
no  degree  endangered  by  the  union.  A  united  Con- 
vocation will  sufficiently  unite  both  the  Churches 
of  England  and  Ireland  at  present  and  as  to 
all  future  changes, -if  it  should  be  ever  thought 
expedient  to  make  any ;  and,  as  to  identification, 
the  Churches  are  at  present  identified,  not  only 
in  the  leading  principles  of  Protestantism  and 
Episcopacy,  but  in  doctrine,  discipline,  and  wor- 
ship. Above  all  things,  I  wish  the  Church  of 
England  to  forbear  affecting  a  superiority  over 
that  of  Ireland,  by  attempting  to  obtain  an  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction  to  the  see  of  Canterbury." 

Now,  that  is  a  recommendation  which  I 
hope  the  English  branch  of  the  United 
Ohurch  of  England  and  Ireland  will  take 
to  heart.  We  in  Ireland  cannot  submit 
to  be  snuffed  out  so  unceremoniously  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  proposes  to  snuff  us 
out.  I  beg  now  to  call  attention  to  some 
correspondence  of  the  late  Primate  of  Ire- 
land, in  order  to  correct  an  observation 
made  in  another  place  by  Earl  Granville, 
who  stated  that  the  late  Primate  of  Ire- 
land was  unfavourable  to  Convocation.  In 
a  certain  sense  Earl  Granville  was  right, 
in  another  sense  he  was  wrong.  The  late 
Primate  was  opposed  to  a  provincial  Con- 
vocation ;  for  he  was  always  of  opinion  that 
the  only  Convocation  which  would  be  of  any 
worth  would  be  the  Convocation  pointed  out 
by  the  Treaty  of  Union,  intended  by  Mr.  Pitt, 
and  following  as  the  necessary  consequence 
from  the  Great  Compact  itself.  But  to 
pass  to  another  matter.  Has  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  been  well  advised  by  his 
lawyers  when  he  said  that  the  Queen  could 
order  prayers  without  the  consent  of  the 
Church  ?  Did  I  understand  him  to  say 
that?  I  believe  that  it  is  a  very  doubtful 
matter,  though  I  have  no  doubt  at  all  that 
no  one  would  be  more  likely  to  make  such 
an  order  in  a  pious  spirit,  or  to  direct  what 
is  right.  But  would  it  be  binding  on  each 
branch  of  the  Church  ?  Who  first  devised 
the  forms  of  prayer  ?  The  Church  is  not 
a  Parliamentary  engine,  to  be  used  or  laid 
aside  by  the  Minister  of  the  day.  In  due 
submission  to  the  Crown,  as  the  supreme 
Governor  of  the  Realm,  it  has  rights  of  its 
own,  and  I  do  not  think  the  House  will  be 
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disposed  to  deprive  it  of  that  ancient 
authoritj.  There  is  another  enestion 
I  should  like  to  pot  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  In  the  case  of  a  general 
canon — I  am  not  speaking  of  a  proTin- 
ctal  regulation — can  thai  general  canon, 
estahltshing  a  general  principle,  and  sanc- 
tioned in  a  general  synod  of  the  Church, 
he  got  rid  of  hy  the  decision  of  one  province 
of  York  or  Canterhurj  ?  A  very  serious 
question  arises  when  you  wish  to  make  im- 
provements and  reforms— and  I  admit  that 
reforms  may  properly  he  made  —  namely, 
what  is  the  authority  hy  which  they  can 
he  carried  out  ?  I  adroit  that  the  laity  are 
not  hound  hy  canons  which  may  hind  the 
clergy,;  but  qw>ad  the  Church  the  canons 
are  binding,  and  can  the  province  of  York 
or  Canterbury  pass  a  canon  binding  on  tlie 
wliole  Church  ?  Clearly  not  I  think. 
Take  the  canon  relating  to  sponsors,  which 
orders  that  parents  ought  not  to  be  spon- 
sors for  their  own  children,  which  is  a 
general  canon  of  the  whole  Church-^does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  that  the 
sanction  of  a  general  synod  would  not  be 
necessary  to  change  the  29ih  canon  ? 
Could  it  be  got  rid  of  by  an  Order  in 
Council,  or  by  a  decision  of  one  branch, 
either  of  York  or  Canterbury  ?  It  is  right 
to  consider  proposals  of  reform  and  im- 
provement, and  I  admit  that  the  canons 
require  reform  and  improvement;  but 
what  is  the  lawful  authority  by  which 
these  improvements  can  be  effected  ? 
When  it  was  proposed  to  alter  the  29ih 
canon,  relating  to  sponsors,  the  Primate 
and  Bishops  of  Ireland  addressed  a  memo- 
rial to  Her  Majesty,  in  which  they  said 
that— 

**  The  Oonvooation  of  the  proviaoe  of  Canter- 
buy  having  applied  §ot  and  obtained  your  Ma. 
jesty's  licence  for  the  purpose,  has  repealed  the 
29th  canon,  and  in  place  thereof  enacted  a  new 
canon,  which  now  awaits  your  Migesty's  sanction." 

And  that  "  the  convocation  of  York  has 
likewise  asked  for  and  received  a  licence 
for  the  same  purpose."  They  added  that 
they  understood  that  steps  were  taken  by 
the  province  of  Canterbury  to  frame  new 
forms  of  prayer  for  thanksgiving  after 
harvest,  and  for  other  occasions,  and  to 
regulate  discipline;  and  they  added — 

''A  new  rule  of  sponsorship,  new  forms  of 
prayer,  and  a  new  law  of  diMipfine,  if  introduced 
in  the  proyince  of  Canterhury  alone,  or  in  the 
provinces  of  Canterhury  and  York,  to  the  ezola- 
sion  of  the  Irish  pro Yinces,  would  disturb  the  uni- 
formity of  the  Ohuroh  and  violate  the  t^irit  of 
the  Act  of  Union.  In  such  grave  matters  we 
conceive  that  the  whole  unit^  Church  is  con- 
Mr.  Whiteiide 
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cemed  and  tlMt»  in  such  matters,  Uie  advice,  not 
of  one  or  two  piwiaeial  aynods  only  should  ha 
taken,  but  of  a  ffeneralsyBaief  As  l^ted  Cterch 
of  England  and  Ireland." 

This  was  in  July,  1861,  and  the  usual 
formal  acknowledgment  of  its  receipt  was 
forwarded,  but  it  appeared  then  to  have 
been  forgotten  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  fact  was,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  answer  it,  and  the  alteration 
of  the  29th  canon  was  not  proceeded  with, 
which  shows  that  the  memorial  was  founded 
in  reason.  In  February,  1862,  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  in  the  name  of  the 
Convocation  of  his  province,  acting  towards 
the  Irish  Church  with  that  kindness  and 
consideration  and  brotherly  feeling  which 
from  such  men  might  be  expected,  wrote 
to  the  Archbishops  of  Armagh  and  Dublin, 
communicating  what  had  been  done  to 
obtain  the  authorization  of  a  special  form 
of  thanksgiving  for  harvest,  and  to^- 

**  Request  their  (kaoes  to  take  such  ateps  as 
to  them  may  seem  expedient  to  obtain  the  advioe 
and  concurrence  of  their  branch  of  the  United 
Church,-" 

forgetful  that  there  was  no  mode  of  ob- 
taining that  concurrence.  In  June,  1862, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  gave  an  answer  to 
the  Primate  as  follows  : — 

•'As  your  Grace  has  ezjNressed  a  desire  to  know 
Her  Migesty's  decision,  Her  Miyesty^s  Gorem- 
ment  hare  not  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  to  adyise 
Her  Majesty  to  conTcne  a  general  synod  of  the 
United  Church  of  England  and  Ireland.  Thej 
believe  that  no  suoh  synod  ever  was  oonveaed, 
and  they  are  not  aware  that,  if  oonvened,  it  would 
have  any  legal  power." 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  Attorney  General 
whether,  if  there  were  sneh  a  synod,  he 
holds  that  it  would  have  no  l^^l  power  ? 
What  power  has  the  Convocation  nesr 
assembled  ?  If  it  be  assembled  by  an  aet 
of  courtesy,  why  not  ask  the  other  branches 
of  the  same  Church  also  to  assemble?  If 
it  be  unlawful,  why  allow  it  to  assemble  at 
all  ?  I  should  like  also  to  ask  the  At- 
torney General  what  rights  he  considers 
the  Irish  Church  has  under  the  Act  of 
Union?  At  that  important  epoch  the 
Irish  House  of  Commons  passed  a  Reso- 
lution— 

**  That  the  Churches  of  England  and  Ireland 
shall  be  united  into  one  Churoh,  and  tiie  aitAi- 
bishops,  priests,  ito.,  of  the  Churches  of  England 
and  Ireland  shall  from  time  to  time  be  summoned 
to  and  entitled  to  sit  in  convocation  of  the  United 
Churoh  in  the  same  manner  as  now  established  in 
the  Churoh  of  England,  and  the  doctrine,  worahipv 
disoifdine,  and  government  of  the  said  United 
Church  shall  be  preserved  as  now  by  law  estab- 
lished for  the  Churoh  of  England." 
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That  wai  the  proposal  of  Lord  Coroitallis, 
and  the  GoTernmenl  referred  to  hj  the 
Bishop  of  Llandaff  and  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury,  as  I  haye  before  mentioned. 
That  was  amended  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
leaving  it  that — 

-  When  his  Maksty  shall  sommon  a  Oonroca- 
tion  of  the  Irish  clergy  they  shall  he  smnnioned  to 
sitin  sach  Confooation  of  the  United  Church." 

That  article  was  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
English  House  of  Commons  bj  Mr.  Pitt 
on  the  2l8t  of  April ;  but  when  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee  Mr.  Pitt  said — 

'*  It  was  jadged  better  to  omit  the  Insertion 
of  any  proyistonal  article  respeotinf  the  Convoca- 
tion until  the  union  aotaallj  took  place,  more 
particnlarlj  as  his  Msjosty,  as  the  head  of  hoth 
Ghorohes,  had  the  power  to  call  such  a  Conroca- 
tion  when  he  pleased." 

And  the  clause  proposed  was  struck  out  on 
thatgronnd  with  tlie  consent  of  the  Irish  Pai^ 
liament ;  but  the  union  of  the  two  Churches 
was  an  essential  part  of  the  Act  of  Union. 
As  a  question  of  law,  then,  I  ask  again,  is 
It  possible  for  any  other  Conyooation  now 
to  sit  for  the  purpose  of  altering  a  general 
eanon  of  the  United  Church  saye  and  ex- 
cept a  Conyooation  in  which  the  whole  of 
that  Church  is  represented  ?  Three  learned 
persons  in  this  country  were  asked  for  their 
opinion  on  this  question.  The  opinion  was 
to  the  effect  that  if  a  Bill  were  to  be  in- 
troduced to  alter  a  canon,  the  approval  of 
the  prelates  and  clergy  of  the  United 
Church  should  be  procured.  If  Conyooa- 
tion be  required  for  the  purpose  of  altering 
or  amending  the  law  of  the  Church,  the 
poliey  and  the  legality  are  equally  clear  of 
allowing  the  Church  authorities  in  Ireland 
an  opportunity  of  joining  in  that  Conyooa- 
tion. Those  authorities  giye  a  hearty  assent 
to  the  wise  and  tolerant  measure  now  re- 
commended to  the  House.  1  would  suggest 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  consider  what 
Conyooation  could  be  assembled  to  pass  a 
eanoa  binding  on  the  whole  Church  except 
the  ConTocation  referred  to  in  the  Act 
of  Union  as  originally  drawn.  For  my 
part,  I  am  always  surprised  to  hear  Qentle- 
man  say  that  they  haye  a  prejudice  against 
Cooyooation,  and  I  do  not  think  that  to  be 
a  Tory  tolerant  feeling.  Eyery  branch  of 
the  Christian  Church  is  allowed  to  assemble 
to  make  regulations  for  the  management 
of  its  own  body,  and  I  do  not  belieye  that, 
if  the  United  Church  of  England  and  Ire- 
land, which  has  a  great  history,  a  magni- 
ficent literature,  and  functions  which  she 
has  discharged  faithfully  and  well,  were 
allowed  in  like  manner  to  assemble,  the 


heads  of  the  Church  would  run  counter  to 
the  sense  of  the  nation  or  to  the  spirit  of 
the  Parliament. 

Mr.  BUXTON  said,  he  certainly  would 
not  yenture  to  touch  on  the  question  as  to 
the  claims   of  the    Conyooation    of   the 
United  Church  to  be  heard  on  this  matter, 
and  he  would    not  haye  risen   at  all  to 
address  the  House  were  it  not  that  he  had 
regretted  to  obsenro  that  the  importance 
of  the  changes  with  regard  to  the  tests 
imposed  on  the  clergy  that  had  been  pro- 
posed by  the  Commission  which  sat  last 
year,  and  which   were  embodied   in  the 
Bill  before  them,  had  been  depreciated  in 
some  quarters,  as  if,  after  all,  those  tests 
would  remain  about  as  stringent  as  they 
had  been  before.     Now,  he  admitted  that 
the  change  did  not  go  so  far  in  the  way 
of  relaxation   as   he  could    himself  haye 
wished  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought 
that  it  was  one  of  great  importance,  and 
he  also  thought  that  the  precedent  now 
established  was  in  itself  fk  great  yalue. 
It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  a  Commis- 
sion,    including    eight    archbishops    and 
bishops,  and  seyeral    other  dignitaries  of 
the    Church,    should    haye    unanimously 
agreed  to  sweep  away  the  whole  of  the 
existing  declarations  required    from    the 
clergy,  and  to  substitute  a  perfectly  new 
form  ;  and   that  this  reform   should  also 
haye  been  acquiesced  in  by  Conyooation  ; 
and   he  confidently  maintained   that  the 
change  thus  unanimously  agreed  to  was 
radical  in  its  kind,  though  it  might  be  too 
moderate  in  degree.     The  distinction  be- 
tween the  proposed  test  and  those  now 
existing  was  this,  that  whereas  at  present 
those  who  took  orders  or  promotion  in  the 
Church  were  obliged  to  declare  that  they 
accepted  all  and  eyerything  contained  either 
in  the  Prayer  Book  or   the   Thirty-nine 
Articles,  in  future  they  would  only  affirm 
their  acceptance  of  the  doctrine   of   the 
Church   contained    in   those  books   as  a 
whole,  without  pledging  themseWes  to  a 
belief  in  eyery  assertion  and  eyery  dogma 
that  the  Church  in  those  books  might  haye 
laid  down.     Haying  been  himself  a  Mem- 
ber of  the   Commission   which  proposed 
this  change,  he  was  in  a  position  to  affirm 
that  it  was  the  express  mtention  of  the 
Commission  to  relax  the  extravagant  strin- 
gency of   the  existing    tests ;   in    other 
words,  to  make  it   possible  for  men  to 
minister  at  the  altars  of  the  Church,  al- 
though they  might  dissent  from  some  part 
of  her  teaching,  proyided,  howeyer,  they 
accepted  it  as  a  whole.    To  that  last  oofr- 
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ditioo  thej  had  undoubtedly  felt  bound  to 
submit ;  m  fact,  it  was  plain  that  if  such 
declarations  "were  to  be  preserred  at  al), 
it  was  essential  that  those  who  took  them 
should  be  called  upon  to  declare  yirtually 
that  they  were  bond  fide  members  of  the 
Church  whose  ministers  they  desired   to 
be.     So    far    they  must    all   be  agreed. 
They  might  differ  on  the  question  whether 
such  tests  should  be  applied  at  all ;  but  if 
they  were  to  be  maintained  it  was  manifest 
that  their  tenour  must  be  of  that  kind. 
But  what  the  Commission  had  aimed  at 
was,  on  the  one  hand,  to  preserve  such  a 
general  concurrence,  but,  on  the  other,  to 
afford   the   clergy  scope   for   some  inde- 
pendence  of   thopght  within    those   wide 
bounds  ;  and  they  certainly  conceiTcd  that 
that  end  had  in  a  cousiderable  degree  been 
attained  in  the  proposal  to  which  they  had 
agreed.     Look  at  the  difference  between 
these  tests  and  the  old  ones.     In  the  latter 
the  intending    clergyman    declared    that 
**  willingly  and  em  animo  "   he  ga?e  his 
unfeigned  assent  and  consent  to  all  and 
everything  contained   and    prescribed   in 
and  by  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,  and 
also  that  he  accepted  *' each  and  every'* 
of   the   Thirty-nine   Articles  of  religion. 
In  these  words,  the  stringency  of  which 
had  been  sedulously  wrought  up   to  the 
highest  possible  point,  and  in  a  Tariety  of 
other  phrases  astonishingly  numerous  and 
complicated,  the  clergyman  was  so  bound 
down,   that  if  it  had    been    possible    for 
restrictions  of  that  kind  to  produce  their 
intended  eff'ect,  there  would  have  been  a 
total  extinction  of  anything  like  indepen- 
dence of  thought  within  the  borders  of^the 
Established  Church.     Now,  it  was  of  the 
greatest    importance   to  observe  that  all 
those   phrases  which   indicated   that    the 
subscriber  declared  his  acceptance  of  every 
dogma  of   the   Church  had    been   swept 
away  ;  and  this  had  been  done  expressly 
and  of   forethought.      As    regarded    the 
Thirty-nine  Articles,  the  Commission  had 
agreed  to  sweep  away  the  words,  "  each 
and  every  of  them  ;"  implying,  therefore, 
that  the  subscriber  was  only  to  take  them 
as  a  whole,  even  though  he  might  disagree 
with  them  here  and  there.     The  omission 
was   of  great  importance.      It   was    ex- 
pressly intended,  in  order  that  the  sub- 
scriber might  feel  that,  provided  he  accept- 
ed the  Articles  as  a  whole,  he  was  not  to 
be  excluded  from  the  ministry  because  he 
might  diff'er  from  certain  portions  of  them. 
As  regarded  the  Prayer  Book  the  change 
was  even  still  more  marked  ;  for,  instead  of 
Mr.  Buxton 
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^  declaring  his  assent  and  consent  to  all  and 
everything  it  contained,  he  only  declared 
his  assent  to  the  Book  of  Prayer — that  is 
to  say,  to  the  book  as  a  whole  ;  and  his 
belief  that    the  doctrine  of  the   Church 
therein    set  forth   was  agreeable   to  the 
word  of  God.     Observe,  that  he  would  not 
declare  that   the  doctrines  in  the  plural 
number,  or  that  each  and  all  of  the  doc- 
trines were  agreeable  to  the  word  of  God, 
but  only  the  doctrine  of  the  Church  in  the 
singular  number.     It  was  expressly  and 
unanimously  agreed   by  the    Commission 
that  the  word  doctrine  should  be  used  in 
the  singular  number  in  order  that  it  might 
be  understood    that  it    was    the  general 
teaching  and  not  every  part  and  parcel  of 
that  teaching  to  which  assent  was  given. 
Having  been  in  communication  with  the 
leaders  of  the  party  iu  the  Church  who 
were  most  anxious  to  relax  the  stringency 
of  the  tests  imposed  on  the  clergy,  he  was 
able  to  say  that  they  regarded  the  proposed 
change  as  one  of  considerable  value.    And 
although  it  did  not  go  as  far  as  he  himself 
and  others  could  have  wished,  still  its  ten- 
dency went  to  this,  that   the  subscriber 
would  no  longer  bind  himself  to  every  par- 
ticular doctrine,  to  every  jot  and  tittle  of 
the  dogmatic  teaching  of  the  Church,  but 
only  to  a  general  acceptance  of  that  teach- 
ing.    As  far  as  this  Bill  tended  to  that 
result  its  value  must  be  great.     The  time 
had  arrived  when  it  had  become  essential 
to    allow    great    scope    for    independent 
thought  to  those  who  were  to  minister  at 
the  altars  of  the  Church.     No  thoughtful 
man  who  watched  the  history  of  his  own 
time  could  have  failed  to  observe  the  mighty 
revolution  that  had  been  silently  going  for- 
ward in  the  national  mind,  and  with  acce- 
lerated rapidity  during  the  last  few  years* 
in  the  growing  resistance  in  men's  minds 
to  dogmatic  religious  teaching.     Whether 
they  regarded  that  movement  with  regret 
or  with  hope  and  satisfaction  the  fact  could 
not  be  denied.     Men  of  education  and  in- 
telligence were  more  and  more  refusing  to 
submit  their  minds  to  traditional  teaching 
merely.     They  had  grown  more  resolute  in 
character  and  were  more  and  more  apply- 
ing their  own  reason  with  force  and  bold- 
ness to  the  doctrines  presented  to  them  by 
their  Church.     This  movement  was  doubt- 
less looked  upon  by  many  with  extrava- 
gant alarm.      For  his  part  he  could  not 
but  believe  that  the  faith   of  the  people 
would  become  only  the  more  high  and  noble 
under  the  invigorating  influence  of  cour- 
ageous thought.   But  whether  that  were  so 
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or  not,  it  wai  in  rain  to  blind  themselves 
to  these  facts ;  and  those  who  wished  to 
see  the  Charch  hold  her  own  in  this  land 
and  spreading  further  and  deeper  her  holy 
and  benign  influence  must  rejoice  if  she 
were  willing'  in  any  degree  to  adapt  her- 
self to  the  necessities  of  the  time,  and  to 
the  progress  of  human  thought,  instead  of 
engaging  in  a  short-sighted  and  futile  re- 
sistance to  the  advancing  tide.  If,  while 
the  intelligent  and  energetic  youth  of  the 
country  was  determined  to  use  its  reason 
freely,  and  to  repudiate  any  attempt  to  en- 
force intellectual  subjection,  the  Church 
should  still  persist  in  demanding  from  her 
ministers  an  absolute  and  uncompromising 
submission  of  mind  to  all  and  every  portion 
of  her  dogmatic  teaching,  the  inevitable 
result  must  be  to  sever  the  Church  from 
the  intellectual  energy  of  the  time,  to  hand 
over  to  feeble  and  narrow  minds  the  high 
function  of  instructing  the  people  in  reli- 
gious truth,  and  thus  to  weaken  her  power 
and  degrade  her  character.  It  was  in  that 
sense  and  with  that  view  that,  two  years 
ago,  he  had  called  the  attention  of  that 
House  to  this  subject  for  the  first  time  ; 
and  he  was  persuaded  that  this  measure 
would  not  only  relieve  many  tender  con- 
Bciences  from  a  cruel  burden,  but  would 
tend  to  maintain  the  connection  between 
the  Established  Church  and  the  stirring 
intellect  of  the  age. 

Mr.  BRISCOE  said,  this  was  a  subject 
of  a  grave  and  important  nature,  and  it 
might  have  been  supposed  that  the  House 
would  have  been  attended  by  a  much 
larger  number  of  Members.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Mr. 
Buxton)  regretted  that  the  alterations 
made  by  the  Bill  bad  not  been  carried  to 
a  greater  extent.  Now  he  (Mr.  Briscoe), 
had  paid  some  attention  to  the  subject, 
and  he  was  not  surprised  to  find  that  the 
Archdeacon  of  Middlesex  considered  that 
this  was  one  of  the  most  important  mea- 
sures a£feoting  the  Church  since  the  time 
of  Henry  YIII.  When  it  was  said  that 
it  had  been  unanimously  approved  by  Con- 
Tocation,  it  seemed  to  be  forgotten  that  the 
Bishop  of  Lincoln  had  expressed  his  ex- 
treme regret  at  seeing  the  words  "  I  do 
willingly  and  ea  animo  "  altered  into  the 
feeble  phrase  "  I  do  solemnly  make  the 
following  declaration."  The  Bishop  of 
Peterborough  entirely  agreed  with  the 
Bishop  of  Lincoln  that  it  would  be  unwise 
to  omit  from  the  declaration  the  words 
**  willingly  and  ex  animo,**  which  afforded 
a  security  for  the  Church.  The  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Maidstone  said  that  the  measure 
would  relieve  tender  consciences;  but  did 
it,  he  asked,  alter  a  single  word  in  any  of 
the  services  of  the  Church  or  in  any  of 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles  ?  Were  the  clergy 
not  still  to  be   solemnly  required  to  use 
those  services  and  teach  those  Articles  ? 
How  could  it  be  said  that  they  were  to 
consent  to  the  whole  of  the  Prayer  Book, 
but  not  to  every  part?     The  whole  was 
made  up  of  the  different  parts,  and  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  understand  how  a  roan  of  can- 
dour could   say  that  his   conscience  was 
relieved  by  that  measure.  As  to  the  words 
*<  assent  and  consent,'*  though  some  had 
contended   that   they   were  synonymous, 
he  found  from  Wehiter^s  Dictionary  that 
*' assent"  was  only  an  agreement  of  the 
understanding  to  an  abstract  proposition, 
but  that  ** consent"  was  an  act  of  the 
will.     For  instance,  **  assent  "  was  given 
by  Her  Majesty  to  all  Acts  of  Partiament; 
but  Her  Majesty  did  not  thereby  consent 
to  all  that  those  Acts  contained.      She 
assented  to  do  that  without  which  all  Acts 
of   Parliament  would   be  null   and    void. 
He  thought  it  was  evident  that  some  dif- 
ference of  opinion  did  prevail  among  the 
members  of  the  Royal  Commission,  and  it 
had  no  doubt  led  to  a  compromise.    He  was 
aware  that  there  were  clergyAien  in  the 
Church  who  entertained  sincere  objections  to 
certain  of  its  services,  such  as  that — of  the 
burial  service—the  visitation  of  the  sick — 
the  baptismal  service,  &c.,  and  he  would 
say  let  their  consciences  be  relieved  ;  but  lei 
it  be  done  by  a  revision  of  the  parts  of  the 
service  to  which  they  objected.  The  clergy 
would  still  be  required  to  use  these  ser- 
vices, and  he  could  not  see  how  their  con- 
sciences would  be  reliered  by  an  altera- 
tion in  the  mode  of  taking  the  oath.  Then 
he  would  ask  whether  the  20,000  clergy- 
men were  to  make  this  new  declaration, 
or  was  it  to  apply  only  to  those  who  should 
be  ordained  after  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 
He  wished  to  know  whether   under  this 
Bill  existing  clergymen  were  to  be  allowed 
to  take  the  new  form  of  subscription,  in 
order  that  their  oonciences  might  be  re- 
lieved, or  whether  its  provisions  would  be 
applied  only  to  a  new  class  of  clergymen. 
Were  they  to  have  two  classes  of  clergy- 
men, one  of  which  would  not  be  relieved 
from  the  conscientious  scruples  they  en- 
tertained, while  the  other  would  be  allowed 
to  put  what  interpretation  they  chose  on 
the  Articles  to  which  they  objected  ?  Grave 
as  he  thought  the  measure,  he  should  no^ 
have  ventured,  as  the  hon.  Member  fr 
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UMditone  had  don«,  to  call  it  a  ''  radieal 
#haDge."    He  supposed  that  a  differeace 
el  opinion  had  existed  in  the  Commission, 
and  that  a  eompromise  had  been  oome  to. 
But  he  had  felt  bound  to  make  these  few 
remarks  on  the  seeond  reading  of  so  im- 
portant a  Bill,  and  he  must  say»  in  oonelu- 
sion.  that  he  would  be  glad  if  some  means 
could  be  found  for  restoring  to  the  deolara- 
iioB  the  words"  willingly  and  ex  animo,^^ 
Mb.    SHAW  LBFBVRB  said,  he  re- 
garded   the   measure  as  an  advance,  al- 
though a  small  one,  in  the  right  direction, 
and  as  such  it  should  have  his  most  cor- 
dial assent.    He  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
upon  what  had  fallen  from   the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Whiteside)  in  reference  to  the  Irish  Coh- 
Tooation.      It  certainly  appeared  to  him 
that  if  it  was  necessary  in  any  way  to 
obtain  the  assent   or  concurrence  of  the 
bishops    and   clergy    of    the    Bstablished 
Church  in  Bngland,  the  like  course  should 
also  have  been  taken   in   regard    to    the 
Irish  Church.      As  long  as  that  strange 
anomaly,  the  Irish  Bstablished  Church,  ex- 
isted,   the  same  course  ought  to  be  pur- 
sued in  respect  to  it  in  such  matters  as 
was  pursued   in  respect  to  the  Bnglish 
Church,  and  therefore  he  quite  agreed  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
ileman  on  that  point.     But  he  would  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  what   purpose 
the  assent  of  Convocation  was  required  ? 
The  9th    Section  of  this  Bill  expressly 
enacted  that  no  subscriptions  or  declara- 
tions  other  than   those  required   by   the 
Bill  should  be  Uken  by  any  of  the  clergy 
after   the  passing  of  that  Act.      It   ap- 
peared to  him,  therefore,  that  it  was  idle 
to  ask  Convocation  to  make  a  new  canon 
on  that  subject,  because  if  the  capon  passed 
by  them  differed  from  the  Act  it  would  be 
Yoid— if  only  in  the  words  of  the  Act  it 
would    be    superfluous  and  unnecessary. 
The  Convocation  had  appeared  to  feel  the 
helplessness  of  their  position,  and  instead 
of  waiting  for  the  Royal  licence  to  make  a 
new  canon,   had  taken  the  discussion  en 
the  new  subscription  on  application  for  a 
licence.      He  wished,  therefore,  to  know 
whether  the  custom  which  had  grown  up 
in   Conrooation  of  discussing  these  mat- 
ters without  waiting  for  the  Royal  licence 
was  a  constitutional  one.  The  usual  course 
had  been  since  the  Act  of   Submission, 
commonly  called  the  "Muzzling  Act,"  to 
wait  till  the  licence  was  given  them  be- 
fore discussing  any  important  matter  con- 
nected with  the  Church.  Perhaps  he  might 
3fr.  BriB*:Qe 


be  allowed  to  quote  on  this  point  a  few 
sentences  from  one  of  the  greatest  autho- 
rities on  this  subject— he  meant  Lathbury 
— who  said— 

«  From  the  preesding  narrative  it  wUl  be  seen 
that  ike  Gonyoeation  is  assembled  by  the  Royal 
writ,  but  that  they  are  not  properly  an  eccksiafr' 
tioal  Brnod  nntil  the  lioeuoe  for  bnsineBS  is  grant- 
ed. It  is  merely  the  licence  for  business  that  is 
now  wanting  to  permit  the  Convocation  to  tran- 
sact any  matters  which  the  Crown  might  recom- 
mend or  the  circumstances  of  the  Chsreh  re- 
quire." 
Again — 

**  The  Convocation  has  not  acted  as  a  provin- 
cial synod  for  many  years,  becanse  the  Royal 
licence  has  not  been  gntnted.  As  soon  as  the 
licence  is  issued  a  power  is  given  to  the  Convoca- 
tion which  it  did  not  previonsly  possess,  though 
assembled  by  Royal  writ.  It  is  then  a  provincial 
synod,  and  oompetent  to  transact  eoelesiastieal 
aflEurs. 

"  They  are  a  Convocation  by  his  writ  of  sum- 
mons ;  but  a  council,  properly  speaking,  they  are 
not,  nor  can  they  legally  act  as  such  till  they 
have  obtained  the  King's  licence  so  to  do." 

He  might  add  to  this  the  authority  of 
Lord  Macaulay — an  authority  on  constitu- 
tional questions  of  this  kind  of  very  great 
eminence.    Lord  Macaulay  said — 

<*  The  Convocation  has,  happily  for  oar  coon- 
try,  been  so  long  utterly  insignificant  that  till  a 
recent  period  none  but  curious  students  cared  to 
inquire  how  it  was  constituted.  The  law,  as  it 
had  been  interpreted  during  a  long  ooorse  of 
years,  prohibited  the  Convocation  from  even  de- 
Uberatiog  on  any  ecclesiastical  ordinance  without 
a  previous  warrant  from  the  Crown." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr* 
Whiteside)  asked  what  objection  that  side 
of  the  House  had  to  the  meeting  of  Con- 
▼ocation.  Now,  for  his  own  part,  he  cer- 
tainly had  no  objection  to  any  meeting  of 
the  clergy  to  discuss  subjects,  whether 
at  Willis's  Rooms,  at  Oxford,  or  in  any 
other  place.  What  he  objected  to  was 
their  meeting  to  discuss  in  ConTocation 
under  colour  of  legal  authority,  when  they 
had  none  whateyer.  He  objected  to  their 
claims  to  be  considered  as  a  necessary  part 
of  the  Constitution,  to  the  extent  of  their 
consent  being  necessary  to  the  legislation 
of  Parliament.  For  a  great  many  years 
Convocation  had  been  entirely  eilent. 
They  had  heard  nothing  of  it,  and  he 
believed  notliing  had  been  done  by  tlie 
Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  recall  it  into 
existence.  It  had  been  called  into  existence 
by  a  curious  process  of  spontaneons  regene- 
ration. He  believed  he  was  right  in  stating 
that  there  had  been  no  authority  given  by 
the  Crown  for  Conrooation  to  meet  and 
discuss  any  such  matteri  and  it  was  there- 
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fore  imporiani  the  House  should  knoir 
why  OoyernmeDi  had  submitted  the  new 
Bubsoription  for  the  assent  of  Conyoca- 
tioD.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked 
what  objection  they  had  to  CoDTocation, 
and  he  could  not  do  better  than  answer 
him  from  the  words  of  the  late  Archbishop 
of  Canterbury.  In  a  debate  on  the  revival 
of  Conyocation  in  the  House  of  Lords  in 
1852  he  said-^ 

"  Between  independent  bodies  of  religioniiti  and 
the  Ohnroh  of  England  no  pandld  oan  be  esta- 
Uisbed.  They  are  not  invoWed  in  the  Oonsti- 
tation  of  the  oountry.  They  may  meet  and  deli- 
berate and  resolye  without  oonstitating  that 
anomaly  in  GrOTornment  an  imperium  in  imperio. 
The  debates  whloh  will  be  oonstantlj  occurring 
will  rather  tend  to  foment  than  to  allay  dissen- 
sions, to  multiply  rather  than  to  prevent  divi- 
sions." 

On  the  same  occasion  the  late  Archbishop 
of  Dublin  said — 

**  He  had  nerer  advocated  the  restoration  of 
the  Convocation  as  the  governing  body  of  the 
Churcl,  because,  besides  other  objections,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  government  of  the  Church  by 
the  clergy  could  not,  and  should  not,  be  tolerated 
in  these  dsys.  The  revival  of  Convocation,  as  it  at 
present  existed,  or,  indeed,  any  attempt  to  govern 
the  Church  by  means  of  the  clergy  exclusively,  he 
should  think  highly  inexpedient  and  not  a  little 
unjust." 

What  he  objected  to,  as  lying  at  the 
foundation  of  all  these  questions,  was  the 
notion  that  the  Church  of  England  con- 
sisted of  the  clergy  only.  The  Church  of 
England  consisted  mainly  of  the  laity,  and 
the  clergy  were  only  a  portion  of  it  [Mr. 
Whitssise  :  And  the  Prelates.]  Well,  the 
Prelates  were  also  a  portion  of  it ;  but  the 
new  doctrine  put  forward  in  Convocation  was 
that  the  clergy  only  were,  in  fact,  the  Church 
of  England.  That  doctrine  had  constantly 
been  put  forward  in  the  debates  which  had 
recently  taken  place  in  Convocation  on 
this  subject.  Considerable  gratification 
had  been  expressed  that  the  Government 
was  ready  to  submit  the  matter  to  them. 
They  did  not,  however,  hear  much  of  the 
Bill  itself;  there  was  little  discussion  on  it ; 
but  there  was  a  strong  expression  of  grati- 
fication that  they  were  permitted  to  meet 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  it.  He  must 
be  allowed  to  quote  a  few  words  from  the 
speeches  of  two  of  the  most  eminent  mem- 
bers of  Conyocation — Archdeacon  Denison 
and  Canon  Wordsworth.  Archdeacon  Deni- 
son said-— 

<*  Convocation  is  the  Church  of  EngUnd  by  re- 
presentation, and  that  Church  is  the  primary 
institution  of  this  country,  around  which  all  the 
others  revolve  and  revert  to  for  precedents  of  au- 
thority.    I  oongratnlate  Convocation  upon  the 


fiu)t  that  oor  rulers  have  awakened  out  of  that 
darkness  which  surrounded  them  with  respect  to 
its  functions  and  position." 

Canon  Wordsworth  said— 

*'  We  can  only  consider  it  as  an  acknowledgment 
from  the  highest  personages  in  the  land  that  the 
Convocation  is  a  co-ordinate  member  and  integral 
part  of  the  English  Constitution." 

For  his  part  he  rather  agreed  with  the 
opinion  of  that  very  high  authority,  Mr. 
Fox,  who,  in  the  debate  on  the  eligibility 
of  Home  Tooke,  said — 

''He  had  trusted  that  this  phantom  of  the 
Convocation  had  disappeared  for  ever,  for  he  had 
long  conceived  all  its  powers  to  have  expired.  He 
could  not  refrain  from  quoting  two  lines  of  an 
English  poet,  where  he  introduced  common 
sense  as  a  queen  governing  the  world  by  her 
sway: — 

'"Fair  Common  sense,  while  thou  dost  reign  on 

earth, 
« <  The  Convocation  will  not  meet  again.' 
He  could  not  suffer  himself  for  a  moment  to  be- 
liere  that  the  national  character  was  so  degraded 
as  ever  to  submit  to  the  revival  of  Convocation  in 
our  land." 

Before  sitting  down  he  could  not  help  ob- 
serving that  it  was  unfortunate  that  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  which 
this  Bill  was  founded  did  not  give  the 
discussion  which  must  have  preceded  their 
Report.  It  would  hare  been  interesting  to 
know  by  what  process  unanimity  had  l^en 
arrived  at  among  so  many  of  the  clergy 
and  others  differing  so  widely  on  the  im- 
portant subjects  discussed.  It  was  unfor- 
tunate that  they  had  not,  in  the  Report  on 
which  the  Bill  was  founded,  some  of  the 
reasons  in  support  of  it.  He  made  these 
observations  because  he  knew  that  in  some 
quarters  considerable  alarm  was  felt  lest 
the  new  subscription  should  alter  the  legal 
status  of  the  clergy,  and  that  by  a  side- 
wind the  Bill  might  be  used  to  set  aside 
some  recent  decisions  of  the  Privy  Council. 
He  did  not  himself  believe  that  it  would 
have  that  effect,  but  he  regretted  that  the 
Report  had  not  been  more  full,  as  it  would 
have  dissipated  these  alarms. 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  was  much 
interested  in  the  discussion,  as  he  consi- 
dered the  Bill  to  be  a  most  extraordinary 
chapter  in  the  history  of  England.  Two 
centuries  ago  an  Act  was  passed — the 
Uniformity  Act— to  make  people  pray  and 
preach  exactly  alike,  when  a  large  number 
of  the  clergy  seceded  and  were  persecuted 
for  so  doing.  The  preamble  of  this  Bill 
declared  that  the  subscriptions,  declara- 
tions, and  oaths,  required  to  be  taken  by 
the  clergy  were,  by  the  enlightened  opinion 
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of   the  countrjy  deemed  to  be  improper. 
Now,  what  would  have  been  the  result  if 
that  had  been  declared  200  years  ago  ? 
How  many  Dissenters  from  the   Church 
would  there  then  hare  been  ?     According 
to  the  census  of  1851  the  attendance  at 
worship  by  Dissenters  exceeded  that  of  the 
members  of  the  Church  by  300,000  per- 
sons.    He  denied  that  they  had   shrunk 
from  inquiry  into  that  point  in  1861.     His 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Baines)  moved  for  tbe 
same  test  as  in  1851,  and  it  was  refused  by 
the  House,  or  a  larger  majority  of  attend- 
ances might   have   been    shown.     As   to 
Convocation,  it  was  a  great  misfortune  it 
was  revived  some  years  ago  ?     He  might 
ask    what    was    Convocation  ?      Was    it 
for  the  province   of   Canterbury,   or  for 
York,   or   for  Ireland,   or  for  all  three  ? 
That  Convocation  was   an    insult   to  the 
community  of  this  country.     The  settle- 
ment  of  Church   affairs  existed,   not  in 
the  Convocation  of  Canterbury,  York,  or 
Ireland,  but  in  that  House.     Therefore  it 
was  that  he  insisted  upon  putting  an  end 
to  that  irresponsible  body.      If  this   Bill 
was  intended  to  relieve  tender  consciences 
why  did  they  not  apply  the  axe  to  the  root 
of  the  tree?     Why  did  they  not  amend 
their   Burial    Service  and  their  Form  of 
Visitation  of  the  Sick  ?      The  fact  was, 
that  they  dared  not  undertake  that  work  of 
revision.      Why  did  they  not  proceed  to 
alter  the  Church  Catechism — a  Catechism 
which  the  majority  of  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England  itself  did  not  embrace, 
and  which  parents  shrank  from  having  their 
children  brought  into   contact  with  ?     It 
was  undoubtedly  true  that  the  doctrinal 
articles  of  the  Church  of  England  were 
more  consistently  held  by  the  great  majo- 
rity of  the  Nonconformists    than  by  the 
Members  of  the  Church  itself.     The  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  differed  more  from  each 
other  than  the  bulk  of  Nonconformists  did 
from  them.     It  was  a  satisfaction  to  him 
that  the  voluntary  system  had  caused   a 
revival  of  spiritual  life  within  the  Church 
of  England  itself.     It  was  not  disadvan- 
tageous  to  the  country  to  have  different 
denominations,  and  he   believed  that  the 
Church    had   within   it  the  power  of    a 
spiritual  life  which  would  be  a  blessing  to 
the  world  if  duly  reformed  and  dissociated 
from  the  State.     The  Nonconformists  re- 
joiced in  that  fact;  and  what  they  opposed 
was  those  things  which  had  a  tendency  to 
destroy  that  power  and  its  usefulness.     He 
would  not  offer  opposition  to  the  Bill.     If 
it  afforded  relief  to  the  tender  oonscienoes 
Mr.  EadJUU  ' 


of  any  part  of  the  clergy,  let  tliem  by  all 
moans  have  it.     He  regretted  that  in  the 
Church  of  England  there  was  among  somo 
of  the  clergy  a  tendency  to  forms  and  cere- 
monies which  might  be  honestly  and  con- 
sistently adopted  by  Roman  Catholics,  but 
which  could  not  be  honestly  and  consis- 
tently entertained  by  those  who  received 
Protestant  pay  from  a  Protestant  Church. 
The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL:  Sir. 
as  several  questions  have  been  addressed 
to  me  in   the  course    of  this  discussion, 
it  would  hare  been    my   duty    to    have 
taken  part  in  this  debate,  if  there  had  been 
no  other  reason  to  induce  my  rising.     Be- 
fore, however,  answering  those  questions 
I  will  venture  to  make  a  few  observations 
upon  the  general  object  and  effect  of  this 
Bill,  and,  in  doiug  so,  I  may  express  my  be- 
lief that  it  would  be  very  easy  either  to  over- 
state or  to  understate  its  value  and  effect. 
If  any  man  thinks  it  would  be  a  good  thing 
to  emancipate  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England  from  the  obligations  which  they 
are  under,  to  adhere  and  conform  loyally 
to  the  principles  and  the  doctrines  of  the 
Church  of  which  they  are  members,  he 
certainly  could  not  regard  this  Bill  as  in 
any  way  applying  the  axe  to  the  root  of 
the  tree.     Nor  does  it  in  any  way  alter 
the  substance  of  the  doctrine,  discipline, 
or  formularies  of  the  Church.     Still  less 
does  it  aim  at  affording  any  encourage- 
ment to  clergymen  to  belong  to  the  Church, 
to  take  part  in  its  ministry,  and  to  share  in 
its  emoluments,  without  at  the  same  time 
being  loyal  and  conscientious  members  of 
that  Church  —  an  encouragement  which, 
if  offered,    I    could    not   but  regard   as 
immoral   and   demoralizing.     What    was 
said    by   my  hon.   Friend   (Mr.   Buxton) 
has  been  misunderstood.     What  my  hon. 
Friend  meant  was,  that  the  end  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  accomplish  was  to  relieve 
scrupulous   consciences    from   a  restraint 
which  seemed  to  them  to  be  imposed  upon 
the  exercise  of  that  reasonable  degree  of 
liberty  which  was  consistent  with  loyal  ad- 
herence to  the  Church,  and  which  there  was 
reason  to  believe  all  wise  legislators  for  the 
Church,  whether  spiritual  or  temporal,  had 
intended  to  permit.     I  cannot  but  think 
that,  in  this  respect,  the  relief  which  this 
measure   is   calculated  to  afford    by   the 
change  in  the  declarations  is  likely  to  be 
attended  with  salutary  effects.     In  truth, 
we  are  reminded  on  this  occasion  of  an 
argument  employed  in   the  discussion  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Oaths  Bill— an  argu- 
ment which,  I  belieTe,  had  a  good  deal 
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of  weight  with  aome  hon.  Members.    In 
that  diBeuBsioD  it  was  not  merely  urged 
that  the  oath — the  abolition  of  which  was 
proposed — would  be  objeetionable  in  prin- 
eiple  if  it  received  this  or  that  interpre- 
tation, but  the  chief  objection  made  against 
it  was  that  no  one  knew  what  the  real 
interpretation  was.     If  I  were  one  of  the 
clergy  I  should  myself  be  disposed  to  place 
upon  it  the  construction  suggested  by  the 
context  of  the  Act  of  Uniformity,  and  to 
hold  that  it  merely  meant  that  the  sub- 
scribers unreserved ly  consented  to  the  use 
of  the  whole  and  every  part  of  the  forms 
in  question  ;  but  I  cannot  deny  that  there 
18  a  tendency  in  its  terms  to  catch  at  ten- 
der and   scrupulous   consciences,    and  to 
exact,  or  seem  to  exact,  a  more  complete 
ooncurrence  of  opinion  and  judgment,  as 
well  as   practice,  than   could  be  reason- 
ably expected  of  any  man  with   respect 
to     formularies    so    extensive  —  a    con- 
currence which*  moreover,  is  not  neces- 
sary for  the   purpose  of  an  honest  and 
practical  submission   and   obedience.     No 
doubt  many  minds  have  been  troubled  by 
it,  because  they  thought  that  it  meant, 
*'  This  is  exactly  the  service  which  I  like 
best ;  there  is  nothing  in  it  that  I  dislike 
or  would  desire  to  see  changed."    I  do 
not  believe  that  that  was  the  meaning  of 
the  declaration;  but  if  any  such  scrupulous 
consciences  can  be  relieved  by  this  measure 
which  has  met  with  such  unanimous  con- 
currence,   I    shall    greatly    rejoice    that 
such  a  conclusion   has   been  arrived   at. 
Besides,  if  there  were  nothing  else  in  the 
Bill,  the  mere  simplification  which  it  will 
introduce  into  the  declaration,  by  getting 
rid  of  the  unnecessary  variety  of  subscrip- 
tions which  now  prevail,  will  be  a  good 
thing  ;  and  I  do  not  think  that  it  will  prove 
what  an  hon.  Member  seemed  to  think 
it  might — a  sort  of  banner  of  revolution  to 
the  Church.     The  substituted  form  of  the 
declaration  affords,  I  think,  sufficient  safe- 
guard to  the  Church,  and  is  not  in  any 
way  inconsistent  with   the   firmest  adhe- 
rence to  the  principle  of  holding  its  minis- 
ters bound  to  render  strict  obedience  to 
its  doctrines  and  discipline.     If  the  altera- 
tion, while  doing  this,  is  calculated  at  the 
same  time  to  relieve  the  difficulties  which 
affect  the  consciences  of  some  clergymen, 
the  result  is  one  with  which  we  have  every 
reason  to  feel  satisfied;  and  this  I  believe, 
is  the  riew  in  which  the  Church  generally 
will  regard  the  measure.    I  will  now  leave 
the  general  subject  of  the  Bill,  and  come  to 
those  questions  which  hare  been  put  to  me 


by  some  hon.  Members.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  Whiteside)  made  a 
speech  in  which  I  understood  him  not  so 
much  to  object  to  the  Government  consent- 
ing to  the  request  of  the  English  Convoca- 
tion that  they  may  be  permitted  to  take 
their  part  in  this  alteration  with  a  view  to 
the  consistency  of  their  own  canons,  but  to 
urge  upon  the  Government,  in  case  that 
request  were  granted,  that  it  would  be 
inconsistent  and  wrong  not  to  do  the  same 
thing  with  regard  to  the  Irish  Convocation. 
It  would,  perhaps,  seem  to  be  a  somewhat 
technical  answer  to  say  that,  in  the  case  of 
the  Irish  Church,  there  is  no  existing  Convo- 
cation or  synod  by  whom  a  similar  applica- 
tion could  have  been  made.  If  there  were 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  general  sense  of 
the  Irish  Church  might  refuse  to  accept  the 
proposal  contained  in  this  Bill  as  a  desir- 
able and  salutary  change,  then  there  would 
be  more  force  in  the  objection  that  they 
should  be  consulted.  There  is,  however, 
this  substantial  difficulty  in  the  way,  that 
you  have  at  this  moment  no  Irish  Convoca- 
tion or  synod  in  existence.  In  order  to 
consult  it  you  would  in  short  have  to  create 
a  Convocation  in  Ireland.  It  is  not  said 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  legislation,  it  is 
necessary  to  ask  the  advice  of  Convoca- 
tion ;  for  everybody  admits  that  if  this  Act 
of  Parliament  passes  it  must  be  obeyed. 
Neither  is  there  any  doubt  as  to  whether 
the  Irish  Church  regards  the  proposed 
change  as  desirable  and  salutary.  The 
only  question,  therefore,  is,  whether  the 
Crown  should,  in  fact,  create  an  Irish  Con- 
vocation in  order  that  it  might  show  it  the 
courtesy  of  asking  its  opinion.  In  England 
such  is  not  the  case.  In  this  country, 
even  when  Convocation  had  nothing  to 
do  but  to  address  the  Crown,  it  was 
regularly  elected  and  always  met.  That 
being  so,  and  the  Convocation,  now  sit- 
ting, having  signified  their  desire  to 
co-operate  as  far  as  lay  in  their  power 
in  the  change  recommended  by  the  Royal 
Commissioners  by  adapting  certain  of 
their  canons  to  that  change,  there  is,  I 
consider,  good  reason  why  the  Government 
should  accede  to  their  application.  But  sure- 
ly this  cannot  be  an  equally  good  reason  for 
calling  into  existence  and  electing  solely 
for  this  purpose  an  Irish  Convocation  which 
has  never  been  in  the  habit  of  meeting 
under  similar  circumstances.  No  disrespect, 
I  may  add,  to  the  Irish  Church  was  ever 
intended  by  the  Government.  The  simple 
truth  is  that  a  practical  difficulty  was  involved 
in  the  matter^  arising  out  of  the  non-existence 
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«f  siioh  an  orgMiiz^d  body  ai  Ooiiroeation 
in  Ibal  eoantrj,  actnallT  holdiog  settion 
and  ready  to  dtseoss  the  aubjaot.  The 
GoTarntdeiii  did  net  think  it  indispenaable 
ibat  tbia  foim  aboald  be  gone  through, 
and  not  deeBiinc  it  to  be  indispensablj 
neeesMury  they  did  not  look  upon  it  as  ex- 
fiedient.  With  respeet  to  the  English 
Gonfooation,  I  oamiot  help  thinking  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Reading  (Mr.  Shair 
Lefevre)  has  sboiri  in  the  obserrations 
whieh  he  made  this  evening  less  liberality 
than  belongs  to  his  oharaoter  and  the 
genera]  tenour  of  his  speeches ;  nor  does  he 
appear  to  me  to  be  very  well  read  in  the 
history  of  our  laws  upon  this  subject. 
What  was  it  that  the  Bngtish  Conyocation 
wanted  to  do  ?  It  might  really  be  a  mat- 
ter of  secondary  importance,  but  from  their 
point  of  yiew  no  alteration  of  ecclesias- 
tical discipline  can  be  considered  as  unim- 
portant. There  were  several  of  their  canons 
dealing  with  this  particular  question,  em- 
bodying on  the  face  of  one  of  them  the  form 
of  declaration  you  propose  to  alteri  and  then 
referring  to  that  in  others,  so  that  if  an  Act 
of  Parliament  were  passed,  prohibiting 
the  use  of  that  form  of  declaration,  there 
would  be  certain  canons,  not  inoperative, 
which  would  be  on  the  face  of  them  in 
verbal  conflict,  and,  to  some  extent,  sub- 
stantially in  conflict  with  the  law  of  the 
land.  They  ask,  therefore,  for  permission 
to  adapt  all  these  canons  to  the  changes 
which  there  is  reason  to  believe  Parlia- 
ment is  likely  to  sanction.  And  is  it 
not,  I  would  appeal'  to  the  House,  better, 
in  dealing  with  Convocation,  or  with  any 
other  body  possessing  authority  in  the 
Established  Church,  to  have  their  cordial 
co-operation  and  goodwill  in  accepting 
and  carrying  out  any  changes  which  you 
may  introduce,  than  to  show  disrespect 
for  them  by  declining  their  assistance, 
not  when  seeking  to  do  anything  con- 
trary to  the  inclination  of  Parliament 
or  anything  illiberal  or  against  the  spirit 
of  the  tiroes,  but  when  concurring  with 
Parliament  in  a  measure  which  points  in 
a  liberal  direction,  and  which  their  concur- 
rence will  cause  to  work  more  harmoniously 
and  more  for  the  good  of  the  Church  than 
if  it  seemed  to  be  forced  en  them  by  pres- 
sure from  without  ?  It  would,  in  my  opi- 
nion, be  a  deliberate  affront  and  outrage 
to  the  Church,  if,  when  so  reasonable  a 
request  as  this  was  made  for  a  purpose 
so  liberal  and  so  laudable,  you,  for  the 
mere  purpose  of  giving  them  a  slap  in  the 
face,  told  them  you  would  not  allow  that  I 
The  Attorney  General  ^ 
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which  they  asked.  This  leads  me  to  some 
more  general  remarks  on  what  fell  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Reading  on  the 
subject  of  Convocation.  I  do  not  think 
that  on  that  subject  he  has  read  history 
aright.  He  doubts  the  authority  of  Con- 
vocation to  enter  into  the  oonsideratioD  of 
a  question  of  this  kind,  even  for  the 
purpose  of  applying  for  a  licence  to  the 
Crown ;  but  he  seems  to  forget  that  Con- 
vocation, whether  regarded  as  an  unim- 
portant or  an  important  and  respeotable 
body,  is  as  much  a  part  of  the  institu- 
tions of  this  country  as  Parliament  itself. 
It  forms,  and  has  formed  from  very 
ancient  times,  the  particular  mode  by  which 
the  clergy  of  the  Church  of  England  have 
met  together  as  a  representative  body, 
acting  under  the  control  of  the  State 
and  subject  to  the  authority  of  the  Crown, 
to  do  that  whieh,  according  to  the  law 
of  the  Church  and  State,  they  were  en- 
titled to  do.  Convocation  is  summoned  by 
the  Queen's  writ  as  often  as  Parliament 
is  called  together  and  meets  to  deliberate 
on  important  matters.  It  is  in  the  power 
of  the  Crown  to  put  a  stop  to  its  delibera- 
tions by  simply  proroguing  it.  It  is  well 
known  that,  from  the  time  of  Bishop  Hoad- 
ley  to  within  a  recent  period,  it  was  the 
regular  practice  to  stop  their  deliberations 
by  prorogation,  though  of  late  years  it 
has  not  been  thought  expedient  to  ex- 
ercise the  undoubted  power  of  the  Crown 
in  that  respect.  The  hon.  Member  fmr 
Reading  went  on  to  speak  of  the  Act  of 
Henry  VIII.  as  tlie  *'Muziling  Act,**  and 
seemed  to  think  it  would  be  advisable  sUU 
to  apply  the  gagging  principle  to  the  clergy. 
Now,  a  policy  more  unwise  or  more  incon- 
sistent with  the  maintenance  of  the  Eatab- 
lished  Church  and  of  the  due  control  of  the 
State  over  it  I  cannot  conceive.  Supposing 
the  clergy  sought  to  do  anything  sgainat, 
or  without,  the  authority  of  Parliament  it 
would  be  necessary  to  put  down  such  usur- 
pation and  assumption;  but  when  they  pro- 
pose to  do  nothing  of  the  kind — when  they 
confine  themselves  to  such  functiona  as  it 
is  permitted  to  them  to  discharge — when, 
being  excluded  fromParliament,  they  have 
no  power  to  be  heard  in  this  assembly, 
whieh  is  unfitted  for  the  discussion  of  re« 
ligious  and  ecclesiastical  questions,  and  ia 
always  reluctant  to  enter  upon  thmn— ~I 
cannot  deem  it  wise  to  refuse  to  them  the 
opportunity  of  giving  expression  to  thekr 
views  in  a  body  which  is,  after  all,  as  modi 
as  any  other  one  of  the  institutions  of  tbe 
country.    The  hon.  Member  for  Reading 
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tolkB  of  their  meeting  at  Willift's  Rooms 
or  at  Oxford,  but  Buch  meetingt  woold 
not  organieallj  represent  the  clergy  of  the 
Ohnreh  of  England  ;  and  the  moment  you 
attempt  to  put,  as  has  been  suggested,  a 
padlock  on  the  clergy,  and  refuse  to  them 
that  freedom  of  speech  which  is  accorded 
to  the  General  Astemblj  in  Scotland, 
without  being  objected  to  by  anjbody,  and 
to  the  Yolontary  assemblies  of  every  other 
religious  body,  with  the  approbation  of 
the  whole  nation,  you  will  be,  in  my 
opinion,  pnr8uin$f  a  course  at  once  impolitic 
and  illiberal.  What  you  wsnt  is  to  keep 
the  Established  Church  in  harmony  with 
the  general  feeling  of  the  people,  and  also 
that  due  confidence  should  be  felt  by  the 
people  in  the  ministers  of  that  Church. 
Uow,  I  would  ask,  can  you  better  secure 
that  barmonj  than  by  ha?ing  a  place  where, 
within  safe  limits,  they  may  give  free  ex- 
pression to  their  opinions?  Do  we  find 
that  such  a  privilege  has  prevented  those 
who  may  hold  whether  extreme  or  mo- 
derate views  from  concurring  as  a  body 
in  support  of  a  liberal  measure  such  as 
this  under  discussion  ?  My  own  opinion 
is  that  the  policy  which  allows  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  to  meet  in 
Convocation,  and  to  give  utterance  to  their 
sentiments,  has  been  a  wise  policy,  as  tend- 
ing to  produce  greater  moderation  of  opi- 
nion, to  soften  asperities,  and  upon  the 
whole  to  bring  the  Church  more  into  har- 
mony with  public  feeling.  And,  after  all, 
it  cannot  be  said  that  the  Oovemment  has 
given  Convocation  much  power.  I  believe 
that  all  it  has  asked  for  has  been  permis- 
sion to  alter  the  canon  relating  to  sponsors, 
which  has  not  yet  proved  successful ;  and 
now  they  only  request  leave  to  express  their 
concurrence  in  a  measure  which  the  House 
will  think  both  a  liberal  and  a  wise  one. 
While  their  powers  are  practically  re- 
strained within  such  narrow  limits  nobody 
need,  I  think,  fear  that  any  great  mischief 
can  be  done  to  the  State.  I  beg  my  right 
bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Whiteside's)  pardon  for 
omitting  one  part  of  the  subject.  There  is 
no  doubt  of  the  legality  of  these  provincial 
councils  in  England  with  the  permission 
of  the  Crown,  but  their  authority  is  con- 
ilned  to  their  own  jurisdiction.  Nothing 
that  can  be  done  by  the  sjnods  of  York 
or  Canterbury  can  have  the  least  authority 
in  Ireland.  But  I  entertain  no  doubt  that 
the  action  of  the  provincial  Convocations 
in  England  has  been,  in  all  respects,  as 
legal  since,  as,  with  the  allowance  of  the 
CrowDi  before  the  Act  of  Union. 


Sib  WILLIAM  HEATHCOTB  said, 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  Qeneral  had  so  well  put  to 
the  House  the  arguments  on  which  the 
Bill  was  founded,  Aiat  he  should  not  think 
it  necessary  to  prolong  the  discnssion  if 
it  were  not  that  he  desired  to  say  a  few 
words  in  confirmation  of  what  had  fallen 
from  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretarr 
of  State.  He  had  been  present  at  all 
the  deliberations  of  the  Commission  down 
to  the  time  when  the  preparation  of  the 
Report  was  entered  on;  he  had  been  a 
party  to  the  Resolutions  on  which  that 
Report  was  founded,  and  he  certainly  should 
have  appended  his  name  to  it  but  for  the 
circumstance  that  when  the  Report  was 
ready  for  signature  he  was  in  the  midst  of 
a  serious  illness  at  Rome,  which  incapaci- 
tated him  from  attending  to  anything  in  the 
way  of  business,  or  from  having  papers 
submitted  to  him ;  and  it  was  not  till  the 
present  week  that  he  had  been  able  to 
resume  his  duties  in  that  House.  He  was 
quite  ready  to  accept  his  share  of  re- 
sponsibility for  the  Report  on  which  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  was  founded, 
and  if  it  had  been  desirable  to  prolong  the 
discussion  to  have  stated  the  grounds  of 
his  approval. 

Mb.  LEFROY  said,  he  wished  to  ex- 
press his  satisfaction  at  the  spirit  and  tone 
in  which  the  Bill  had  been  introduced. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  George  Grey) 
had  so  clearly  shown  that,  without  remov- 
ing any  one  of  the  protections  which  the 
Church  was  fairly  entitled  to  claim,  consi- 
deration would  be  extended  by  this  mea- 
sure to  the  views  and  feelings  of  scrupulous 
and  conscientious  clergymen  that  it  was 
impossible  to  resist  the  impression  created 
by  his  arguments.  He  had  never  heard  a 
more  full,  clear,  or  satisfactory  exposition 
than  that  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Into  the  question  connected  with 
Convocation  raised  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
and  Colleague  (Mr.  Whiteside)  he  would 
not  enter.  Accepting  the  statement  of 
the  Attorney  General,  that  no  insult  or 
slight  had  been  intended  towards  the  Irish 
branch  of  the  Established  Church,  he  would 
only  express  a  hope  that  on  future  occa- 
sions whenever  consultations  or  delibera- 
tions were  thought  desirable  in  Convoca- 
tion, measures  would  be  taken  to  secure 
a  representation  of  the  Irish  branch  of  the 
Church,  the  necessity  for  whose  consent 
was  not  denied.  This  Bill,  he  hoped,  would 
have  the  effect  of  settling  questions  which 
had  long  been  debated,  and  thereny  of 
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oontribating  to  the  •trengib  and  usefal- 
nesB  of  that  Ohurob  whioh  of  late  years 
had  made  such  gratifjing  advances  in  the 
affecliona  of  the  people. 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  measure  or  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  had  not  dealt  effectuallj 
with  a  question  so  distressing  and  discre- 
ditable to  the  Church  as  that  of  simony. 
The  spirit  of  the  declaration  against  prac- 
tices of  this  kind  was  violated  every  day 
in  the  most  businesslike  manner,  and  every 
auctioneer  could  put  a  client  in  the  way  of 
obtaining  half-a-dozen  livings,  if  necessary, 
on  the  shortest  possible  notice.  The  Com- 
missioners had  not  been  content  to  pass 
the  question  by,  for  they  had  altered  the 
phraseology  of  the  declaration,  and,  with- 
out in  any  way  remedying  the  evil,  had, 
he  feared,  laid  a  new  trap  for  the  con- 
sciences of  the  clergy. 

Question,  '<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2^,  and  committed  for  Monday 
next. 

COLONIAL  GOVERNORS  (RETIRING 

PENSIONS)  BILL— [Bill  183.] 

OOMMITTEE. 

BiU  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  I  to  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (When  full  Rate  may  be 
granted.) 

Mb.  cave  said,  that  he  had  received 
a  communication  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Honiton  (Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane),  stating 
that,  owing  to  a  death  in  his  family,  he 
should  be  unable  to  move  certain  Amend- 
ments of  which  he  bad  given  notice,  and 
begging  him  to  take  charge  of  them.  He 
would,  therefore,  with  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  say  a  few  words  in  expla- 
nation of  the  Amendments  taken  together, 
and  then  state  the  course  which,  with  the 
full  concurrence  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
proposed  taking  with  respect  to  them.  The 
first  related  to  the  age  at  which  a  Governor 
sliould  be  entitled  to  a  pension  ;  and  he 
certainly  thought  that  when  the  barrassiug 
nature  of  the  service  and  the  variety  of 
climates  to  which  he  was  exposed  were 
considered,  sixty  was  a  very  advanced  age 
for  the  commencement  of  a  pension.  It 
was  besides  a  premium  on  age  instead  of 
on  work,  and  could  not  be  defended  by  re- 
ference to  the  superannuations  under  the 
Civif  Service  Act,  where  the  employment 
Mr,  Ze/roy 


was  continuous.    The  next  Amendment 
was  the  alteration  of  the  term  of  years 
from  eighteen  to  fifteen.     The  explana- 
tion of  the  eighteen  was  that  three  separate 
governments  of  six  years  each  were  to  be 
fulfilled  before  a  claim  could  be  preferred; 
but  it  frequently  happened  that,  from  ill- 
health  or  some  accident,  or  possibly  even 
from  some  exigency  requiring  the  presence 
of  an  able  man  in  another  settlement— 
as  in  the  ease  of  Sir  George  Grey,  for 
example,  who  left  the  Cape  for  New  Zea- 
land when  the  war  broke  out — a  man  might 
lose  a  year  or  two,  or  even  a  few  months, 
a  deficiency,  be  it  remembered,  which  could 
not  be  made  up  but  by  an  appointment  to 
another  full  term  of  six  years,  so  that  to 
make  up  eighteen  years  a  man  might  have 
to  serve  twenty -three.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  while  maintaining  the  principle 
of  the  three  Governments  a  year's  grace 
might  well  be  conceded  to  each.  The  third 
and  last  Amendment  was,  he  thought*  the 
fairest  of  all.     Its  object  was  to  provide 
that  colonial  service  should  count  for  pen- 
sion as  well  as  that  in  the  permanent  Civil 
Service  at  home.      These  colonial   posts 
were  really  filled  up  by  appointments  from 
home,  or  when  appointments  were   made 
by  the  Governors  of  the  colonies  they  were 
made  with  the  sanction  and  subject  to  the 
approval  of  the  Colonial  Office.    That  such 
service  was  considered  excellent  prepara- 
tion for  higher  offices  was  proved  by  the 
selection  of  Governors    being  frequently 
made  from  this  source;  and  hard  work  in 
a  bad  climate  certainly  gave  a  better  claim 
upon  the   country   than   a   comparatively 
easy  and  healthy  life  in  Downing  Street. 
These  were  the  Amendments  of  which  he 
had  charge.     He  had  often  thought  that 
a  more  careful  distribution  of  the  honours 
in  the  gift  of  the  Sovereign  might  have  the 
effect  of  drawing  into  the  colonial  service 
men  to  whom  the  pecuniary  question  waa 
of  less  importance;  but  so  long  as  it  waa 
the  custom  to  confer  baronetcies  on  Lord 
Mayors  on  account  of  events  with  which 
they  had  nothing  to  do,  and  knighthood 
on  almost  any  one  who  would  submit  to  it, 
so  long  must  they  expect  to  pay  liberally 
for  good  men.  He  had,  he  thought,  abown 
sufficient  justification   for   these  Amend- 
ments ;  at  the  same  time  he  would  rather 
have  the  Bill  as  it  stood  than  none  at  aU. 
and  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session  he 
was  unwilling  to  do  anything  which  might 
impede  or  endanger  it.     It  was,  therefore, 
in  no  hostile  spirit  that  he  pot  it,  and  ho 
did  so  most  earnestly,  to  the  Secretary  of 
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State,  whether  he  would  not  assent  to 
proposals  which  appeared  to  him  only 
moderate  and  just.  He  mored  in  line  3, 
to  leave  out  *'8iztj/'  and  insert  '*  fifty;" 
in  line  5,  to  leave  out  "eighteen/'  and 
insert  "  fifteen ;"  in  line  9,  to  Jeave  out 
**  permanent." 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Card  well) 
would  at  all  events  assent  to  the  first  of 
these  Amendments,  which  would  reduce 
the  age  at  which  the  full  rate  of  pension 
might  be  granted  from  sixty  to  fifty  years. 
On  the  former  occasion  when  the  Bill  was 
discussed,  when  he  (Sir  John  Pakington) 
had  expressed  an  opinion  that  very  few 
Colonial  Governors  were  to  be  found  to 
whom  the  Bill  would  apply,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (the  Secretary  of  the  Colonies) 
corrected  him,  and  said  that  eighteen  gen- 
tlemen would  derive  benefits  from  this  Bill. 
But,  in  private  conversation,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  admitted  that,  although  there 
were  twenty-eight  gentlemen  who  by  their 
services  would  be  entitled  to  pensions, 
only  three  or  four  of  them  had  attained 
the  age  at  which  those  pensions  would 
accrue.  It  was  clear  that  many  cases  of 
hardship  might  arise  under  the  Bill  as  it 
now  stood.  It  would  be  very  hard,  for 
instance,  that  a  man  who  had  served  in  a 
bad  climate  and  returned  to  this  country 
in  bad  health  at  the  age  of  fifty  should 
have  to  wait  for  ten  years  in  comparative 
poverty  before  he  could  receive  a  pension, 
difficulties  might  also  arise  out  of  the 
provision  in  the  fifth  clause,  which  required 
a  service  of  twelve  years  before  a  pension 
eould  be  granted  even  at  the  reduced  rate. 
He  himself  was  acquainted  with  an  instance 
of  a  gentleman  who,  having  served  as 
Colonial  Secretary  in  two  colonies,  was 
in  consequence  of  his  meritorious  conduct 
promoted  to  a  Governorship  in  the  West 
Indies.  There,  too,  his  service  was  so 
distinguished  that  long  before  the  expiry 
of  his  government  he  was  transferrea  to 
the  Mauritius.  The  consequence  was  that 
his  term  of  service  amounted  to  only  eleven 
years,  and  he  was,  therefore,  disqualified 
from  receiving  a  pension,  while,  if  he  had 
been  less  meritorious,  be  would  have  re- 
mained longer  in  the  West  Indies,  and 
would  have  acquired  the  right. 

Mn.  CARD  WELL  said,  that  it  was  a 
most  ungracious  task  for  one  in  his  posi- 
tion to  argue  against  extending  the  benefits 
to  be  given  to  Colonial  Governors  under  this 
Bill ;  but  he  must  at  once  lay  down  the 


principle  that  the  only  ground  upon  which 
the  Bill  could  be  justified  to  the  House  of 
Commons  was  that  its  operation  was  to  be 
prospective^  Its  object  was  not  to  give 
advantages  to  gentlemen  who  had  already 
discharged  their  duty  and  received  the 
stipulated  reward.  Of  course  the  House 
would  include  such  gentlemen  in  the  provi- 
sions of  any  Act  which  might  be  passed 
when  they  met  their  cases  ;  but  it  was  his 
duty  to  defend  the  Bill  and  its  arrange- 
ments upon  prospective  grounds.  The  case 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  sug- 
gested with  reference  to  the  operation  of 
the  limit  of  sixty  years  would  be  met  by 
a  provision  contained  in  this  clause,  that 
when  a  gentleman  was  incapacitated  by 
ill-health  contracted  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duties  be  might  be  allowed  to  retire  at 
once  upon  a  full  pension.  The  Bill  had 
been  framed  in  entire  conformity  with  the 
general  principle  of  the  Superannuation 
Acts,  the  limit  of  age  in  which  bad  only 
recently  been  reduced  from  sixty-five  to 
sixty  years.  As  to  the  proposal  to  substi- 
tute fifteen  years  service  for  eighteen,  ho 
must  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
next  clause  of  the  Bill  provided  that  any 
one  who  had  served  twelve  years  might 
receive  a  pension  amounting  to  two-thirds 
of  the  full  rate.  With  respect  to  the  omis- 
sion of  the  word  *'  permanent,"  the  clause 
would  then  include  not  only  those  who  bad 
served  in  this  country,  but  also  those  who 
had  served  in  North  America  or  any  other 
of  the  colonies  of  the  Crown.  Hon.  Members 
must  remember  that  they  were  now  deal* 
ing  with  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  he 
had  already  had  to  contend  with  those  who 
maintained  that  Colonial  Governors  ought 
not  to  be  pensioned  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund.  The  subject  was  not  free  from 
difficulty.  It  bad  been  considered  by 
several  former  Governments,  as  well  as  by 
the  present— no  measure  had  ever  yet 
been  carried — and  he  believed  that  the 
arrangement  now  proposed  was  consistent 
with  justice  and  precedent.  Ho  trusted 
that  hon.  Members  would  not  press  for 
further  concessions.  Whatever  rule  might 
be  laid  down,  there  would  be  persons  out- 
side of  it  whom  it  would  be  desirable  to 
include.  The  Bill,  however,  was  an  im* 
portant  step  in  the  right  direction,  and  he 
hoped  that  hon.  Members  would  allow  it 
to  pass  in  its  present  shape. 

Sm  FITZROY  KELLY  said,  he 
regretted  that  the  Government  had  con- 
fined themselves  to  so  limited  a  view  in 
reference  to  these  pensions,  his  own  opi* 
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nion  bebg  that  there  should  be  tome  re- 
laxatioii  as  to  the  rule  for  granting  pen- 
nons only  after  sixty  years  of  age.  It 
was  an  age  that  most  persons  who  had 
passed  the  best  pert  of  their  lifes  in  the 
colonies  were  not  permitted  to  attain.  He 
thought,  however,  he  should  best  serve  the 
oaose  of  those  in  whom  he  was  interested 
by  inviting  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cave)  to 
aeoede  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Colo- 
nial Secretary.  He  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  take  into  his  con- 
sideration the  peculiar  circumstances  con- 
nected with  colonial  service  and  the  office 
of  Governor,  and  if  he  could  on  some 
fSoture  ocession  relax  a  little  the  conditions 
of  age  or  length  of  service  he  would 
benefit  a  meritorions  class  of  officers.  He 
recommended  his  hon.  Friend  not  to  divide^ 
but  to  leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  cave  said,  that  after  the  appeal 
made  to  him  be  would  not  press  his  Amend- 
ments. He  had  already  stated  that  he  would 
do  nothing  to  endanger  the  bill,  of  which 
he  approved,  as  an  instalment,  as  far  as  it 
went.  Thanking,  therefore,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  such  measure  of  justice  as 
he  had  been  able  to  propose,  he  begged  to 
withdraw  his  Amendments. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  5  to  11,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Secretary  of  State  to  deter- 
mine when  an  Officer  is  in  Administration 
of  Government). 

Mb.  moor  moved  at  end  to  add — 

'*  And  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act  the  Com- 
mission issued  under  the  Great  Seal  of  the  Tern- 
torj  of  New  South  Wales  for  the  Government  of 
the  distriot  of  Port  Phillip  shall  be  taken  to  have 
constituted  the  District  a  Golonj." 

He  said,  that  his  object  was  to  entitle  Mr. 
Latrobe,  who  had  served  three  years  more 
than  the  time  stipulated  to  the  pension  of  a 
Lieutenant  Governor,  that  gentleman  hav 
ing  served  under  the  title  of  Superintendent, 
and  having  administered  a  territory  called, 
not  a  colony,  but  a  district.  He  thought 
if  he  could  show  that  Mr.  Latrobe  exer- 
cised the  same  powers  that  were  exercised 
by  a  Lieutenant  Governor,  and  that  the 
territory  over  which  he  was  placed  was  vir- 
tually a  colony,  that  he  might  appeal  with 
confidence  to  the  Committee  to  accept  his 
Amendment.  » About  thirty  years  ago  the 
territory  was  occupied  by  a  number  of  per- 
sons for  their  flocks  and  herds,  and  held  as 
their  individual  property.  The  Governor 
of  Sydney,  however,  hearing  of  this,  sent 
down  a  small  military  and  civil  force  to 
Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly 


take  possession  of  the  settlement,  but 
finding  it  impossible  to  administer  affaire 
there  through  the  medium  of  a  magistrate, 
he  applied  to  the  authorities  at  home  to 
send  out  some  person  to  take  charge  of 
the  government.  In  1839  Mr.  Latrobe 
was  appointed  by  the  Colonial  Offiee  as 
Superintendent  of  what  was  called  the 
''  Settlement  of  Port  Phillip,  in  the  colonj 
of  New  South  Wales,'*  and  received  in- 
structions to  proceed  to  Sydney  in  the  first 
instance,  to  receive  his  commission,  for  the 
reason  probably  that  Port  Phillip  was  then 
a  terraineognita  to  the  Colonial  Oflice,  and 
that  they  had  not  the  means  of  describing 
its  boundaries.  •  Mr.  Latrobe's  commission 
under  the  great  seal  of  the  colony  gave 
him  the  title  of  Superintendent,  and  set 
out  the  boundaries  of  the  district  over 
which  he  was  to  preside ;  and  he  after- 
wards received  a  letter  to  the  effect  that 
he  was  to  administer  the  government  with 
all  tlie  powers  of  a  Lieutenant  Governor. 
On  the  11th  of  September,  1839,  was  re- 
ceived  the  Colonial  Oovemment  Gasfette 
for  New  South  Wales,  eontaining  a  pro- 
clamation with  reference  to  Mr.  Latrobe*s 
appointment,  in  which  occurred  these 
words : — 

**  Mr.  Latrobe  will  exercise  the  powers  of  Lieu- 
tenant Governor,  and  all  officers  of  the  Qovarn- 
ment  and  others  are  herebj  required  to  render 
him  obedience  and  respect  accordingly." 

In  1842,  an  act  having  passed  in  this 
country,  giving  electoral  authority  to  New 
South  Wales,  and  also  to  the  district  of 
Port  Phillip,  it  became  necessary  to  alter 
the  boundaries  of  the  latter  territory,  and 
a  new  commission  was  issued  to  Mr. 
Latrobe,  in  which  it  was  expressly  stated 
that  he  had  the  power  of  a  Lieotenant 
Governor.  This  was  also  confirmed  in 
1 856,  in  a  memorandum  emanating  from 
the  Colonial  Office,  which  professed  to  give 
a  resume  of  the  proceedings  of  the  different 
Australian  colonies  from  their  commence- 
ment. That  the  territory  itself  was  vir- 
tually a  colony  was  proved  by  the  boun- 
daries set  out  in  the  commission  and  the 
proclamation,  and  by  the  fact  that  the 
Supreme  Court  established  for  Port  Phillip 
bad  a  jurisdiction  of  its  own.  As  he  had 
this  moment  been  informed  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  willing  to  accept  his  Amend- 
ment he  would  not  of  course  trouble  the 
House  with  any  further  observations. 

Mr.  card  WELL  said,  he  agreed  with 
much  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  truth,  however,  was  that 
the  colony  of  Victoria  was  for  a  long  time 
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a'distrbi  voder  the  eolony  of  New  Soutk 
Wales.  It  began  with  small  proportioDS, 
but  grew  rapidly  great.  Mr.  Latrobe  was 
not»  howerer,  in  the  position  of  a  Governor, 
inasmuch  as  there  was  no  Legislature  and 
DO  Council  in  the  district.  The  ease  was 
one  in  which  it  was  not  possible  to  make 
any  general  rule,  and  the  Committee,  if  it 
agreed  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, must  do  so  on  the  understanding 
that  it  was  to  apply  to  Mr.  Latrobe *s  case 
alone.  He  was  in  the  position  of  Qoremor 
for  roost  purposes,  and  he  was  a  most 
meritorious  man.  If  the  Committee  took 
a  liberal  view  of  the  case  he  should  be 
Lappy  to  accede  to  it. 

Sir  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  he 
wished  to  express  his  great  satisfaction  at 
the  course  taken  by  the  Gorernment. 
Though  Mr.  Latrobe  only  held  the  posi- 
tion of  superintendent,  yet  in  his  latter 
time  he  had  discharged  the  most  difficult 
duties  that  could  fall  upon  a  Governor. 
He  was  practically  Governor  of  Victoria 
during  that  period  when  the  advance  of 
the  colony  exoeeded  anything  in  the  his- 
tory of  the  world  ;  he  alluded  to  the  pro- 
gress caused  by  the  gold  diseovery.  He 
(Sir  John  Pakington)  held  the  seals  of  the 
Colonial  Office  at  the  time,  and  he  could 
bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  La- 
trobe discharged  his  duties  with  great 
judgment  and  was  well  entitled  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House. 

Mr.  CHBETHAM  said,  that  Mr.  La- 
trobe entered  upon  the  duties  of  his  office 
in  1839,  with  a  salary  of  £800  per  an- 
num, which  was  raised  in  1846  to  £1,500, 
and  further  increased  in  1851,  when  the 
gold  discoveries  took  place,  to  £2,000, 
and  in  1852  to  £5,000.  In  1854  he  re- 
signed. Mr.  Latrobe's  successor  entered 
open  his  duties  with  a  solary  of  £10,000, 
with  house,  and  £5,000  for  table  money. 

Mr.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  he 
thooghl  a  proper  reward  for  this  gentle- 
man 8  meritorious  service  would  be  to  giro 
bim  a  higher  office. 

Mb.  CABDWELL  said,  he  was  afraid 
Mr.  Latrobe's  age  unfitted  him  for  the 
public  service. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Mr.  LYALL  moved  the  following 
clause : — 

"  No  person  shall  be  incapable  of  sitting  and 
voting  in  Parliament  or  be  liable  to  any  penalty 
for  80  doing  in  ooosequenoe  of  the  reoeipt  of  a 
pension  under  this  Act." 


He  said,  that  according  to  the  6th  of  Anne 
any  person  receiving  a  pension  from  the 
Crown  during  pleasure  was  liable  to  a  fine 
of  £500  for  sitting  in  Parliament,  and  was 
disqualified  for  so  doing  ;  and  by  an  Act 
in  a  subsequent  reign  he  was  made  liable 
to  further  penalties.  Those  Acts  were 
passed  in  periods  of  great  corruption,  and 
the  reasons  for  them  had  passed  away.  It 
was  not  fit  that  persons  should  be  excluded 
from  Parliament  in  consequence  of  re- 
ceiving a  pension  from  the  Crown.  Colo- 
nial Governors  would  be  very  useful  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  he  did  not  see  why, 
when  officers  of  the  army  and  navy  were 
admitted  to  seats  in  that  House,  civil  ser- 
vants should  be  excluded.  He  begged, 
therefore,  to  move  the  clause. 

Mb.  ATRTON  said,  he  opposed  the 
clause,  on  the  ground  that  this  was  not 
the  time  or  the  occasion  for  considering 
this  question,  which  was  a  very  wide  one 
— namely,  what  ought  to  be  a  disqualifi- 
cation for  Members  of  Parliament.  At 
some  future  time  it  should  come  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  In  his  opinion 
it  would  be  necessary  rather  to  restrict 
than  give  increased  facilities  for  repeated 
onslaughts  on  the  Treasury.  He  was  sorry 
to  see  such  a  disposition  ou  the  other  side 
to  urge  Government  on  every  occasion  to 
dilapidate  and  to  waste  the  resources  of 
the  country. 

Mn.  CAEDWELL  said,  the  question, 
as  (he  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Ham- 
lets had  observed,  was  a  very  wide  one — 
namely,  whether  pensioners  should  sit  in 
the  House,  and  when  considered  by  the 
House  ought  to  be  taken  upon  its  own 
merits.  He  saw  no  reason  why  a  special 
exemption  should  be  made  with  respect  to 
those  affected  by  this  Bill.  It  was  a  fair 
subject  for  consideration  at  a  future  time, 
but  it  was  not  desirable  to  consider  it  Vfi 
connection  with  this  Bill. 

Clause  negaJHwedL, 

House  reeumed. 

Bill  r^orted ;  as  amended,  to  be*  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 

CONSOLIDATED    FUND 

(APPROPRIATION)  BILL. 

SBOOND  KBADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
••That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 
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Mr.  HENNESST  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  inadequate  salaries 
and  superannuations  of  the  outdoor  officers 
of  Customs.  It  would  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  not  along  ago 
tliis  subject  had  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House,  and  the  narrow  ma- 
jority by  which  the  Goyernment  was  sayed 
on  that  occasion  was  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  held  out  hopes  of 
redressing  the  grierances  complained  of. 
He  now  rose  to  ask  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  to  remedy  those 
grieyances,  to  the  existence  of  which  so 
many  Members  of  that  House  had  testified  ? 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  case  of  the  outdoor  officers  of 
Customs.  Those  persons,  who  were  en- 
gaged in  the  discharge  of  most  important 
and  responsible  duties,  were  the  only  ciyil 
seryants  who  did  not  receiye  an  annual 
increase  in  their  salaries,  which  were  most 
paltry  and  inadequate.  The  merchants  of 
Liyerpool  had  again  and  again  complained 
that  they  ran  great  risk  through  the  small- 
ness  of  the  salaries  of  these  officers,  who 
were  exposed  to  temptation  in  yarious 
ways,  haying  the  employment  of  charging, 
checking,  and  making  an  estimate  of  the 
duty  on  goods  of  enormous  ynlue.  In 
fact  many  officers  of  Customs  were  quietly 
dismissed  for  taking  perquisites  and  for 
not  enforcing  the  Customs  regulations,  al- 
though the  officials  did  not  bring  them  to 
trial,  as  they  did  not  wish  to  make  the 
matters  public.  In  illustration  of  his  con- 
tention that  the  outdoor  officers  of  Customs 
were  the  most  ill-paid  of  all  civil  seryants, 
he  would  refer  to  the  superannuation 
allowances  to  some  of  them,  as  set  forth 
in  the  Return  headed  "  Superannuation, 
Public  Offices,"  which  was  laid  upon  the 
table  in  March  last  by  the  Goyernment. 
He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  not  think  he  was  making  an  inyi- 
dious  selection  when  he  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  in  the  first  place,  to  the 
case  of  John  Winter,  described  in  the  Re- 
turn as  «  Messenger  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Excheouer,*'  who,  haying  served  the 

?ublic  for  27i  years,  retired,  at  the  age  of 
0,  with  a  superannuation  allowance  of 
£63  per  annum.  He  would  ask  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  contrast 
the  case  of  his  messenger  with  those  of 
two  outdoor  officers  of  Customs— the  first 
of  whom,  named  Bailey,  of  Newcastle, 
after  twenty-four  years'  senrice  retired,  at 
the  age  of  seyenty-one,  with  a  superannua- 


tion allowance  of  £14  4f. ;  and  the  second, 
named   Booth,  of  Liverpool,   an   outdoor 
porter,   after    twenty-six   years   and    ten 
months'  senrice,  retired  at  the  age  of  forty- 
nine,  in  consequence  of  chronic  rheuma- 
tism, with  a  superannuation  allowance  of 
£28  18«.  2(2.     It  must  strike  the  House 
with  surprise  that  men  upon  whom  so  much 
responsibility  lay  should  receive  superan- 
nuation allowances  so  much  inferior  to  that 
received  by  the  messenger  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.     The  superannuation 
allowance  was  the  measure  of  the  salary  ; 
and  if  the  salaries  were  freely  adjusted, 
the  superannuation  allowances  would  also 
be  freely  adjusted.     A  man  named  Free- 
man,   of    Sunderland,    another    outdoor 
Customs  officer,  after  twenty-four  years* 
service,  retired  from  a  concussion  of  the 
spine  upon  £23  a  year  superannuation,  and 
upon  inquiry  he  (Mr.  Hennessy)  had  learnt 
that  the  injury  was  received  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties.     At  Cardiff,  a  man 
named  Evans,  a  tide  waiter,  was  superan- 
nuated upon  £15  a  year;  at  Harwich,  a 
man  named  Bannochs,  upon  £8;  at  London, 
a  man  named  Emmet,  upon  an  allowance 
of    £10   13f.  ;   and  at   Belfast,   a  man 
named    Roberts,   upon    an    allowance  of 
£4  2f .   He  should  not  ask  the  Government 
to  do  anything  further  for  these'poor  men, 
for  as  they  h^  found  it  impossible  to  liye 
upon  their  superannuation  allowances,  they 
had  died  upon  it.     The  fact  was  that  the 
men  had  been  literally  starved  by  the  Go- 
yernment.    These  Customs  officers  did  not 
receive  an  annual  increase  to  their  salaries 
like  other  members  of  the  Civil  Service.  Ho 
would   contrast   with   the   case  of   these 
outdoor  officers  that  of  the  sorters  in  the 
Post  Office,  whose  salaries  (those  of  the 
first  class)  rose  gradually  from  £104  to 
£130 ;    and   of    the   messengers,   whose 
salaries  rose  from  £55  to  £104,  at  the 
rate  of  £2  12f .  a  year.     The  Report  re- 
commended  that   an   annual   increase   in 
allowance    in  their  salaries  should   take 
place,  and  he  therefore  begged  to  express 
a  hope — though  from  what  fell  on  a  former 
occasion   from    the  right  hon.  Gentleoian 
not  a  very  confident  hope — ^that  he  would 
be  prepared  to  do  them  that  justice  which 
was  done  to  other  branches  of  the   Civil 
Seryice.      Another    grievance    was    that 
these  men  were  subject  to  a  oompetitiye 
examination  before  promotion,  so  that  a 
man   after  twenty  years'   service,   fouod 
himself    placed  in   competition,   perhaps, 
with  a  man  of  three  years*  serrice,  who 
was  younger  and  better  up  in  the  subjeota 
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of  examination.  Now,  high  anthorities 
had  declared  that  this  was  highly  improper. 
A  test  examination  in  the  duties  which  a 
man  had  heen  discharging  was  a  different 
thing  ;  and  he  also  approred  of  a  com- 
petitive examination  on  entering  the  ser- 
vice. Bat  a  competitive  examination  he- 
fore  promotion  was  highly  unjust  to  the 
older  officers  of  the  department,  and  he 
hoped  that  that  system  would  he  aholished. 
The  nohle  Lord  the  Member  for  King's 
Lynn  (Lord  Stanley)  hod  already  pointed 
out  the  injustice  of  this  arrangement, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  continued 
by  the  Government.  He  sat  for  an  inland 
county  in  Ireland,  and  did  not  represent 
a  single  outdoor  officer  of  customs.  These 
grievances  had  not  only  been  put  forward  by 
the  officers  themselves,  but  by  a  large 
number  of  merchants  on  their  behalf. 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  that 
of  late  years  there  had  been  a  transposition 
of  duties  in  this  House.  Formerly  the 
House  watched  over  expenditure,  and  were 
careful  to  check  extravagance  on  the  part 
of  the  Government.  But  now  Members 
rarely  objected  to  expenditure  ;  and  this 
Session  members  had  got  up  more  fre- 
quently than  he  ever  remembered  to  ask 
why  the  officers  of  this  or  that  department 
were  not  better  paid.  Last  year  it  was 
the  Post  Office,  but  the  Government  then 
showed  that  the  men  were  well  paid  ;  and 
this  year  it  was  the  out-door  Department 
of  the  Customs,  and  he  had  no  doubt  there 
was  a  fallacy  behind  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
arguments  on  its  behalf.  When  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  complained  of  low  pen- 
sions being  given  to  certain  officers,  the 
question  was  how  long  they  had  served, 
and  whether  they  were  not  able  to  maintain 
themselves  in  other  ways.  Of  late  years 
our  Civil  Service  establishments  had  be- 
come so  large,  the  number  of  persons  in- 
terested in  their  maintenance  and  exten- 
sion was  so  great,  that  he  began  to  fear 
that  the  virtue  of  Parliament  would  suffer. 
There  was  a  spirit  of  combination  among 
the  civil  servants  and  their  friends  to  keep 
up  the  system.  The  Civil  Service  now 
had  a  gazette  of  its  own,  which  trumped  up 
the  merits  of  departments,  and  complained 
of  inadequate  pay.  Some  time  since  he 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  staff 
of  the  Department  of  the  Poor  Law  was 
more  than  sufficient,  and  that  the  secretary 
to  the  office  might  be  dispensed  with  ;  but 
the  sense  of  the  House  was  opposed  to  any 
change.  Some  ten  days  ago  there  had 
appeared  an  article  in  the  Cimil  Service 
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Gojifette^  which,  after  trumpeting  forth  the 
services  and  the  grievances  of  the  depart- 
ment, proceeded  to  make  a  personal  attack 
upon  himself,  to  which  he  would  not  fur- 
ther allude.  But  the  writer  of  that  article, 
whilst  he  admitted  there  was  room  for 
judicious  reforms  which  would  save  expense 
to  tho  country,  and  raise  the  service  to  a 
better  position,  seemed  to  be  of  opinion 
that  it  was  only  the  members  of  the  de- 
partment themselves  who  ought  to  deter- 
mine what  changes  should  be  made.  It 
almost  appeared  as  though  the  civil  ser- 
vants of  the  Crown  were  acting  upon 
Swift's  advice  to  servants,  and  were  claim- 
iug  to  settle  the  amount  of  their  own  sala- 
ries. He  felt  convinced  that  if  such  pro- 
positions as  those  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy)  were 
adopted,  the  public  would  protest  and  de- 
mand a  total  change  in  the  system  of  pay- 
ing public  servants.  He  believed  that  the. 
pay  given  to  persons  in  the  public  service 
was  ample.  Indeed  he  was  disposed  to 
think  it  was  rather  liberal,  and  that  the 
effect  of  this  was  to  bring  forward  candi- 
dates of  a  higher  grade  in  society  than 
those  whom  it  had  been  intended  to  ap- 
point. The  Government  would  be  neglect- 
ing their  duty  if  they  did  not  set  their 
face  against  this  extravagance  ;  for  one 
of  the  conditions  on  which  they  had 
accceded  to  office  was,  that  they  should 
look  after,  examine,  and  carry  reform  into 
the  different  executive  departments  of  the 
public  service.  He  hoped  the  new  Parlia- 
ment, instead  of  bothering  itself  about  its 
own  reconstruction,  would  be  elected  upon 
the  condition  of  looking  after  and  carrying 
reforms  in  the  different  departments  of  the 
executive. 

Mr.  NE  ate  said,  it  might  be  that  though 
at  one  time  it  had  been  necessary  to  urge  the 
Government  to  keep  down  all  profuse  ex- 
penditure, it  was  now  necessary  to  protest 
against  what  might  be  called  the  extrava- 
gant economy  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Post  Office,  he  did  not  think 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Truro  (Mr.  Augustus  Smith)  were  appli- 
cable ;  because  the  result  had  proved  that 
it  was  rather  a  case  for  proper  interference, 
and  was  a  precedent  for  carrying  out  the 
same  principle  in  other  departments.  With 
regard  to  the  Custom  House,  he  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hull  (Mr. 
Clay)  bad,  by  means  of  representations 
made  more  than  once  in  that  House,  in- 
duced the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
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reconsider  the  case  of  the  oiBcers  employed 
in  timt  departmcDt,  and  somewhat  improve 
their  condition.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Go?ernment  went  a  little  too  far  in 
looking  only  to  the  principle  of  the  pay 
men  would  take,  hecause,  though  persons 
might  accept  office  at  a  low  figure,  if  after 
a  time  they  began  to  compare  what  they 
were  receiving  with  the  salaries  paid  to 
persons  employed  by  private  firms,  they 
might  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  they 
had  made  a  mistake,  and  become  discon- 
tentfid 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  could  not  agree  with  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  in  re- 
spect of  what  he  had  described  as  the 
extravagant  economy  of  the  executive 
Government.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Truro  had  called  attention  to  a  very 
serious  consideration,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say,  even  speaking  in  the  presence  of  his 
bon.  Friend,  that  though  being  frequently 
in  contest  with  him  (Mr.  Augustus  Smith), 
and  having  frequently  to  contest  his  argu- 
ments, whatever  might  be  the  responsibility 
which  attached  to  others,  with  regard  to 
want  of  economy  in  the  public  expenditure, 
his  hon.  Friend  was  not  open  to  the  charge 
of  having  swum  with  the  stream.  He  had 
been  no  party  to  having  put  forward  such 
demands  as  that  which  was  now  before  the 
House.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Truro,  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Ayrton),  and  other  hon.  Members  whom 
he  might  name,  had  done  their  duty  faith- 
fully as  representatives  of  the  people  in 
endeavouring  to  check  and  control  the 
public  expenditure  ;  and  however  it  might 
have  been  his  duty  to  oppose  proposals 
made  by  those  hon.  Gentlemen  he  rendered 
them  only  justice  when  he  said  thus  much 
AS  to  their  nersonal  conduct  and  the  prin- 
ciples which  they  laid  down.  Coming  to 
the  question  before  the  House,  he  must 
say  there  was  something  novel  in  the  use 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  King's 
County  (Mr.  Hennessy)  was  making  of  the 
Appropriation  Bill.  It  was  rightly  intended 
that  in  discussing  it  the  representatives  of 
the  people  should  have  every  opportunity 
of  checking,  narrowing,  and  controlling 
the  expenditure  proposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  that  the  House  should 
have  every  opportunity  of  questioning  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  reference 
to  that  expenditure;  but,  as  far  as  his 
experience  went,  it  was  a  complete  novelty 
to  make  use  of  the  Appropriation  Bill— 
Mr,  NeaU 


the  great  taxing  Act  of  the  Session — for 
the  purpose  of  contending  that  the  people 
were  not  taxed  enough.  The  House  were 
indebted  to  the  hon.  Member  for  this  new 
application  of  the  Appropriation  Bill.  He 
begged,  however,  to  deny  that  in  chal- 
lenging the  conduct  of  the  hon.  Member 
in  questions  of  this  kind  he  had  ever  ac- 
cused him  of  bringing  it  forward  for  the 
purpose  of  gratifying  his  constituents  or 
with  a  personal  object  out  of  a  sordid  re- 
gard for  his  own  political  interests.  He 
had  never  imputed  to  him  anything  so  un- 
worthy. He  thought,  however,  that  the 
course  which  the  hon.  Member  pursued  was 
most  mischievous  ;  and  he  concurred  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Truro  in 
thinking  that  if  proceedings  of  this  sort 
should  reach  a  certain  point,  they  would 
end  in  important  constitutional  changes. 
The  hon.  Member's  main  argument  in 
favour  of  those  outdoor  officers  was  founded 
on  the  custom  of  annual  increment  which 
he  (Mr.  Hennessy)  held  to  be  the  rule  in 
the  civil  service.  It  was  not  true,  as  far 
as  he  knew,  that  as  a  rule  persons  em- 
ployed in  that  service  were  sure  of  an 
annual  increment  to  their  salaries  ;  but  it 
was  a  rule  that  certain  salaries  were  pro- 
gressive until  the  persons  who  received 
them  got  out  of  a  certain  class,  from  which 
time  their  salaries  remained  stationary. 
He  thought  that  an  annual  increment  might 
be  advisable  in  certain  cases  ;  but  he  was 
far  from  thinking  it  was  so  wise  an  ar- 
rangement that  it  was  to  be  assumed  to 
carry  an  authority,  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  say  it  was  the  right 
plan  in  all  cases.  In  the  higher  appoint- 
ments of  the  Civil  Service  it  was  entirely 
unknown.  Neither  did  it  prevail  in  the 
lowest  grade,  and  the  outdoor  officers  of 
Customs  were  among  the  lower  ranks.  [Mr. 
Hennessy  :  No ;  the  messengers.]  He 
begged  pardon.  The  outdoor  officers  per- 
formed duties  lower  than  those  discharged 
by  the  messengers — duties  less  confidential. 
But,  however  that  might  be,  in  those  lower 
appointments  the  principle  of  annual  in- 
crement was  very  little  known.  Letter 
carriers,  in  some  instances,  were  taken 
into  the  Post  Office  at  a  very  eorly  age 
— as  early,  he  believed  as  eighteen,  and 
there  might  be  other  cases  in  which  an 
annual  increment  was  a  fair  principle  in 
consequence  of  the  capacity  for  duty  in- 
creasing year  by  year  ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  shown  that  the  out- 
door officers  were  persons  whose  knowledge 
of  duty  increased  each  year.     The  hon. 
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Gentleman  formed  a  wrong  idea  of  the 
public  serTice  if  he  thought  that  the  Go- 
yernment  were  not  entitled,  like  all  other 
employers,  to  go  into  the  market  and  pur- 
chase labour  at  the  cheapest  rate.  He 
took  the  case  of  a  man  who  had  been 
superannuated  on  £4  a  year,  and  of  another 
who  had  been  superannuated  on  £8,  and 
he  said,  **  A  man  cannot  live  on  £8  a  year 
— what  a  scandal ! "  The  hon.  Gentleman 
wanted  any  man  who  had  been  employed 
in  the  dignified  appointment  of  outdoor 
officer  of  the  Customs-*no  matter  how  long 
or  how  short  might  haro  been  his  time  in 
the  ser?ice — to  be  endowed  for  ever  with 
the  means  of  supporting  himself  on  his  re- 
tirement from  the  office.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man endeayoured  to  create  an  impression 
that  some  harsh  rule  was  applied  against 
the  gentleman  whom  he  had  chosen  to  take 
under  his  protection.  On  the  contrary,  one 
single  impartial  rule,  inflexibly  applied,  ran 
through  the  administration  of  the  Super- 
annuation Act,  and  it  was  contrary  to  the 
fact  to  say  that  one  rule  was  applied,  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  attempted  to  in- 
sinuate, to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Kxohe- 
quer's  messenger,  for  instance,  and  another 
to  the  outdoor  officers  of  the  Customs  and 
letter-carriers.  Then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
complained  that  competitiye  examination 
was  applied  to  men  who  had  been  for  a 
length  of  time  in  the  seryice.  But  the 
justification  of  that  was,  that  the  duties  to 
which  these  men  were  to  be  transferred 
were  essentially  different  from  those  which 
they  had  hitherto  performed.  It  would 
haye  been  fairer,  too,  if  he  had  mentioned 
*  that  competitiye  examination  was  not  the 
only  means  of  passing  from  the  position  of 
outdoor  officers  to  that  of  examining  offi- 
cers, but  that  half  the  promotions  were 
giyen  by  merit  on  the  selection  of  the 
Board  of  Customs.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
next  asked  what  he  had  done  to  carry  out 
the  promise  which  ho  had  giyen  on  a  pre- 
yions  occasion,  although  when  he  made 
that  promise  the  hon.  Gentleman,  confi- 
dent in  the  interest  which  had  been  used 
to  enlist  the  feelings  of  Members  in  support 
of  his  cause,  did  not  attach  much  yalue  to 
that  promise  ?  But  he  was  bound  to  say 
that,  although  he  was  most  happy  to  re* 
ceiye  from  Members — like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hull  (Mr.  Clay)  for  instance— such 
information  as  their  superior  knowledge 
enabled  them  to  give  of  the  feelings  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  places  they  repre- 
sented, yet  on  matters  of  this  kind  to 
yield  to  Parliamentary  pressure  as  long 


as  he  held  his  present  jiosition  he  should 
think  an  abandonment  of  his  duty.  The 
principle  he  laid  down  any  hon.  Member 
might  challenge,  and  he  would  defend  it, 
and  if  the  House  chose  to  censure  it,  it 
could  do  so.  The  promise  which  he  had 
made  was,  that  in  the  peculiar  casea 
which  had  arisen  out  of  the  almost  re- 
construction of  the  Customs  Department 
which  followed  the  important  changes  in 
the  Tariff  of  1860,  any  injury  that  might 
accrue  to  officers  in  respect  of  the  chances 
of  promotion  ought  to  be  looked  into,  and 
when  they  assumed  a  definite  and  tangible 
form  ought  to  be  made  the  subject  of 
arrangement.  In  yarious  instances  per- 
sonal allowances  had  been  made  to  officers 
who  had  been  able  to  show  that  they  had 
suffered  a  tangible  injury  of  that  kind.  li 
was  impossible,  howeyer,  to  lay  down  a 
general  principle  that  in  any  case,  how- 
eyer shadowy,  where  a  possible  or  pre- 
sumed injury  had  been  suffered,  that  it 
should  be  made  the  subject  of  a  fixed 
compensation.  The  case  of  1860  was 
a  peculiar  case.  As  regarded  outdoor 
officers,  they  had  endeayoured  to  meet  it 
partly  by  attempting  to  fill  up  the  body 
of  examining  officers  from  them,  and  in 
special  cases  they  had  endeayoured  to 
ascertain  whether  anything  like  a  fair 
claim  to  compensation  could  be  established 
for  injury  to  the  chance  of  promotion. 
It  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  because 
the  services  of  a  person  in  a  higher  class 
had  been  dispensed  with,  that  all  below 
in  that  class  were  to  be  compensated. 
In  1860,  when  a  special  case  arose,  it 
wss  met  by  the  promotion  of  some  of 
the  outdoor  officers  in  the  Customs. 
The  subject  was  not  to  be  dealt  with  in 
the  manner  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man would  wish.  The  Customs,  from  its 
Aggregation  of  separate  establishments 
into  one  Board,  was  a  peculiar  organisa- 
tion. Each  part  had  more  or  less  rules 
adapted  to  its  own  particular  circum- 
stances, which  would  not  bear  comparison, 
and  the  principle  of  local  promotion  was 
recognised  to  a  great  extent.  And, 
therefore,  it  was  only  by  inquiry,  as  the 
cases  arose,  that  they  could  be  dealt  with. 
On  that  principle  the  Goyernment  had 
acted,  and  on  that  principle  they  intended 
to  continue  to  act.  With  regard  to  the 
extra  work  performed  by  landing  waiters, 
inquiry  had  been  made,  but  nothing  had 
as  yet  occurred  to  cause  him  to  belieye 
that  anything  of  a  serious  nature  had 
existed  which  he  could  be  called  upon  to 
Z2 

Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


679        County  CourU  Equitable      {COMMONS! 


Jurisdiction  Bill. 


680 


liotiee ;  but  lie  did  not  close  the  door 
against  it.  The  pay  of  the  different  de- 
partments, as  compared  one  trith  another, 
had  for  some  time  engaged  the  careful 
attention  of  the  Government,  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  was  doubtful  whether 
they  could  be  brought  to  a  standard  of 
comparison.  There  was  no  test  so  good 
and  safe  as  the  willingness  of  competent 
persons  to  accept  places  under  Gorern- 
ment,  but  he  did  not  exclude  himself  from 
recognising  the  duty  of  Go?emment  to 
take  measures,  from  time  to  time  according 
to  circumstances  and  the  state  of  the  labour 
market,  for  improving  all  the  Government 
offices;  but  as  yet  no  case  had  been  brought 
before  them  for  laying  down  any  general 
rule  of  guidance.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
drew  a  comparison  between  the  Customs 
and  the  other  departments,  and  contended 
that  the  Customs  were  worse  paid  than  the 
others.  That  was  a  matter  into  which  they 
were  inquiring  carefully,  but  he  was  doubt- 
ful whether  the  allegation  could  be  made 
good.  It  was  very  difficult  to  draw  any 
comparison  between  the  Customs  and  the 
other  departments,  but  as  far  as  the  test 
of  the  willingness  of  competent  candidates 
to  accept  places  in  the  Customs  went,  no- 
thing had  come  before  him  to  show  that 
there  was  any  foundation  for  a  general  al- 
legation that  there  was  a  difference  in  the 
rate  of  remuneration  given  in  the  Customs 
Department  and  in  the  other  departments 
of  the  public  service. 

Question,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,"  put  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  2®,  and  committed  for  To- 
mOi-row,  at  Twelve  of  the  clock. 

COUNTY  COURTS  EQUITABLE  JURISDIC- 
TION BILL  {Lords,)— {Bill  150.] 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  AYRTON  moved.  That  it  be  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  assimilate 
the  Sheriffs'  Court  of  the  City  of  London 
in  all  respects  to  a  County  Court.  He  said, 
that  as  the  title  of  the  Bill  was  the  County 
Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  Bill,  and 
the  Sheriffs'  Court  was  not  a  County  Court, 
he  could  not  make  the  Motion  in  Commit- 
tee. The  Sheriffs'  Court  was  a  very  pe- 
culiar Court.  While  there  were  County 
Courts  for  every  other  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  there  waa  one  spot  that  was 
exempt  from  this  most  beneficent  legisla- 
tion, and  that  spot  was  the  City  of  Lon- 
don. When  the  affairs  of  the  Corporation  I 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ' 


were  examined  by  a  Royal  Commission 
they  reported  unanimously  against  the 
maintenance  of  this  Court.  Again,  in 
1859,  when  a  Private  Bill  was  brought  in 
for  the  purpose  of  reforming  this  Court, 
the  feeling  of  the  House  was  so  strong 
that  it^was  abandoned.  The  Committee 
appointed  in  1861  to  inquire  into  the  local 
government  of  the  metropolis  also  unani- 
mously reported  in  favour  of  the  abolition 
of  this  Court.  But,  in  spite  of  this  unani- 
mity of  opinion,  the  Court  continued  to 
exist.  While  the  country  was  paying 
£250,000  a  year  for  the  administration  of 
justice  in  the  County  Courts,  this  Court 
wns  allowed  to  levy  fees  to  the  amount  of 
£5,000  a  year  and  upwards.  The  salary 
of  the  Judge  was  only  £900  a  year — a 
sum  far  below  that  paid  to  the  County 
Court  Judges — and  there  was  an  accumu- 
lation of  the  fund  arising  from  fees  of 
£8,000.  The  ultimate  destination  of  this 
was  unknown,  though  probably  it  would  be 
made  available  for  some  of  those  festivities 
of  which  the  Corporation  delighted  to  par- 
take, and  which  they  valued  as  one  of  their 
most  desirable  franchises.  The  Bill  pro- 
posed to  give  this  anomaly  a  still  further 
recognition.  He  thought  it  would  be  dis- 
creditable to  the  House  to  go  on  sanction- 
ing this  system.  The  Bill  extended  the 
equitable  jurisdiction  to  the  Sheriffs' Court, 
and  he  contended  that  they  either  ought 
not  to  do  this,  or  that,  if  they  did,  the 
other  County  Court  Acts  should  extend  to 
that  Court. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  it  be  an  Instruotion  to  the  Committee 
to  assimilate  the  Sherifb'  Goort  of  the  City  of 
London  in  all  respects  to  a  Count/  Court.  "--<Afr. 
A^lon,) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said,  he 
could  not  agree  to  the  proposed  Instruc- 
tion. If  the  Government  were  to  propose 
to  overturn  the  constitution  of  the  Sheriffs' 
Court  and  to  displace  the  Corporation  of 
London  in  reference  to  it,  he  feared  that 
they  would  be  making  the  Bill  the  occasion 
for  a  contest  between  the  Government  and 
the  City  of  London,  which  would  preclude 
the  hope  of  passing  the  measure  in  the 
present  Session.  The  Bill  actually  went 
to  some  extent  in  the  direction  which  the 
hon.  Member  desired.  The  Sheriffs'  Court 
was  under  a  somewhat  different  form  and 
a  somewhat  different  jurisdiction,  doin^  the 
work  of  the  County  Court ;  and  this  Bill 
would  give  to  it  the  same  equitable  juria- 
diction  that  it  gave  to  the  County  Courts. 
Another  year  the  assimilation   would    be 
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carried  still  further.  He  hoped  that  the 
hoQ.  Gentleman  would  not  press  the  In- 
struction. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  not  wishing  to 
endanger  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  hj  leare,  vAthdrawn, 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Jurisdiction  in  Equity  to  he 
exercised  in  County  Courts  in  certain  Suits 
and  Matters). 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  he 
entertained  great  douhts  whether  the  juris- 
diction proposed  to  he  given  to  County 
Court  Judges  was  not  far  too  great,  and 
whether  it  would  not  tend  to  clog  the 
working  of  their  Courts,  thereby  injuring 
rather  than  benefiting  the  public  interests. 
Were  it  not  so  near  the  close  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  should  ha?e  felt  disposed  to  move 
that  the  maximum  of  «£500  should  be  re- 
duced to  £200. 

Mr.  CHEETHAM  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  clause  as  it  stood,  and  indeed 
thought  the  limit  might  have  been  safely 
fixed  at  £1,000.  Small  tradesmen  resorted 
to  the  County  Courts  with  great  confidence, 
and  he  thought  the  jurisdiction  ought  to  be 
extended  to  a  larger  sum. 

Sir  MINTO  FARQUHAR  said,  he  ap. 
proved  the  clause,  belieying  that  the  County 
Courts  had  gif  en  general  satisfaction,  and 
that  the  public  were  anxious  to  have  these 
equitable  suits  rapidly  and  economically 
decided  by  them. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
that  the  extent  of  the  jurisdiction  proposed 
to  be  confenried  by  the  Bill  had  been  care- 
fully considered,  and  he  belieyed  it  might 
safely  be  intrusted  to  the  Judges  of  these 
Courts.  He  thought  that  £500  would  be 
a  proper  medium. 

Mr.  MURRAY  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
limit  would  not  be  fixeid  below  £500.  If 
they  placed  it  at  a  lower  amount  than  that 
the  utility  of  the  measure  would  be  greatly 
impaired. 

Sir  COLMAN  O'LOGHLEN  said,  that 
he  did  not  question  the  competency  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  to  exercise  such  a 
jurisdiction,  but  feared  that  the  imposition 
of  these  new  duties  upon  them  would  in- 
terfere with  the  small  cause  business  which 
they  now  dispatched  with  so  much  advan- 
tage to  the  public. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  2  and  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  mthdrawn, 

Cl^pes  5  to  12  agreed  to. 
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Clause  IS  (Certain  Fees  to  be  taken, 
out  of  which  Judges  shall  have  their  Sala« 
ries  increased  to  such  an  Amount  as  the 
Fees  received  will  be  6u£Soient  to  pay  to 
each  Judge  not  exceeding  £1,600). 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  moved, 
in  line  20,  to  leave  out  from  "  carried  "  to 
end  of  clause,  and  insert — 

"  Paid  oyer  to  the  credit  of  the  Gonflolidated 
FuDd  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  and  the  salaries  paid  cat  of  such 
Fund  to  the  Judges  of  the  County  Courts  shall  be 
increased  bj  three  hundred  pounds  a  year :  Pro- 
vided always,  That  the  salary  of  the  successor  to 
any  Judge  who  under  this  Act  shall  reoeire  a  larger 
salary  in  the  whole  than  one  thousand  five  hun- 
dred pounds,  shall  not  exceed  one  thousand  five 
hundred  pounds  :  Provided  also.  That  if  any  Judge 
heretofore  appointed  shall  resign  his  office  by  rea- 
son of  any  permanent  infirmity  before  he  shall 
have  received  or  become  entitled  to  receive  the 
increased  amount  of  salary  payable  to  him  under 
this  Act  for  the  full  period  of  five  years,  any  an- 
nuity which  the  Lord  Chancellor  may  recommend 
to  be  paid  to  him  upon  such  retirement  shall  be 
calculated  with  reference  to  the  average  amount 
of  salary  received  or  receivable  by  him  for  the  five 
years  next  preceding  the  date  of  such  retirement, 
and  not  with  reference  to  the  yearly  salary  which 
he  shall  be  entitled  to  as  a  J  udge  of  County  Court 
at  the  time  of  presenting  his  petition  for  the  grant 
of  an  annuity:" 

In  margin  of  clause,  substitute  for  pre- 
sent note — 

"  Certain  fees  to  be  taken  and  to  be  |>aid  over 
to  the  Consolidated  Fund,  and  the  salaries  of  the 
Judges  to  be  increased  by  £800  a  year:" 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  li  (Judge  not  obliged  to  bold 
Courts  in  September). 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  moved 
an  Amendment  to  allow  tbe  County  Court 
Judges,  witb  the  sanction  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  to  select  anj  other  month  than 
that  of  September  for  their  annual  vacation. 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  thought  the 
Judges  should  be  required  to  take  their 
holidays  during  the  period  of  the  long 
vacation. 

Mr.  MURRAY  said,  if  a  County  Court 
Judge  wished  to  take  his  holyday  at  any 
other  time  than  the  long  vacation  he  ought 
to  provide  a  substitute. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
he  thought  the  clause  might  safely  be  left 
as  he  proposed. 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  moved  a 
clause  to  follow  Clause  18 — 

[Appeal  to  be  made  either  to  the  High  Court 
of  Chancery  or  a  Vice  Chancellor.] 

**  In  any  case  which  may  be  the  subject  of  an 
appeal  under  this  Act  in  causes  arisiog  within  the 
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Coanty  PakUae  of  Lanoottor,  the  appeal  may,  at 
the  option  of  the  party  appealing,  \i  made  either 
to  the  High  Court  of  Chancery  or  a  Vice  Chan- 
cellor thereof,  or  to  the  Court  of  Chancery  of  the 
County  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  or  the  Vice  Chan- 
eellor  thereof;  and  that  in  ease  of  an  appeal  to 
the  Court  of  Chaooeryifor  the  said  County  Palatine 
or  the  Vice  Chancellor  thereof,  the  order  on  such 
appeal  shall  hare  the  same  effect  as  if  it  had 
heen  made  hy  a  Vice  Chancellor  of  the  High  Court 
bf  Chancery." 

He  said,  that  this  was  the  first  time  the 
Courts  of  Chancery  of  the  County  Palatine 
of  Lancaster  had  been  treated  otherwise 
than  the  Superior  Courts  of  Westminster 
Hall.  The  object  of  his  clause  was  to 
preserye  to  the  former  the  rights  which 
they  had  hitherto  enjoyed. 

Mb.  potter  said,  that  there  was  an 
exemption  clause  already  by  which  all  the 
rights  of  the  Courts  of  Stannaries  in  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  were  reseryed.  If  that 
were  done  in  Cornwall  why  should  it  not 
be  done  also  for  the  Chancery  Courts  of  the 
CountT  Palatine  of  Lancaster,  the  business 
of  which  was  a  hundred-fold  greater  than 
that  of  all  the  Courts  of  Stannaries  ? 

Thb  attorney  general  said, 
that  the  Bill  gare  no  new  jurisdiction  to 
the  Courts  of  Stannaries  or  took  any- 
thing away.  At  present  there  was  an  ap- 
peal from  the  decision  of  the  Vice  Chan* 
eellor  of  ^e  County  Palatine  of  Lancaster 
to  the  High  Court  of  Chancery.  If  the 
clause  were  agreed  to  the  effect  would  be 
to  deprive  the  mercantile  community  of 
Liverpool  and  Manchester  of  the  rights  of 
ultimate  appeal  which  they  now  possessed^ 
inasmuch  as  the  decision  of  the  vice  Chan- 
cellor would,  under  the  Act,  be  final.  This 
clause  gave  the  Court  of  Chancery  of  the 
County  Palatine  official  jdrisdiction ;  and 
he  did  not  see  any  reason  why  the  suitors 
there  should  be  compelled  to  put  up  with 
an  inferior  equitable  jurisdiction. 

Mb.  C.  turner  said,  the  Attorney 
General  was  entirely  wrong  in  thinking 
that  the  people  of  Lancashire  would  not 
be  satisfied  without  going  to  the  High 
Court  of  Chancery.  The  truth  was,  tliey 
did  not  want  any  power  to  appeal  to  the 
Courts  in  London,  but  to  have  appeals  de* 
cided  in  the  cheapest  Court,  and  in  the 
speediest  manner.  He  believed  the  mer- 
cantile interests  both  of  Liverpool  and 
Manchester  were  quite  satisfied  with  the 
decisions  of  the  gentleman  who  presided 
over  the  Chancery  Court  at  Liverpool. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  said, 
that  this  was  but  a  repetition  of  the  at- 
tempts so  often  made  to  annihilate  these 
Courts.  Their  defenders  had  the  disad- 
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vantage  of  having  to  meet  the  lawyers  of 
Westminster  Hall,  who  were  always  trying 
to  bring  the  Courts  of  the  Palatine  up  to 
London.  These  attempts  had  hitherto 
always  been  suocessfullv  resisted  ;  and  he 
trusted  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  agree  to  the  clause. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  wished  to  sog- 
gest  that  the  words  '*  at  the  option  of  the 
party  appealing'*  should  be  altered  so  as  to 
give  both  parties  the  option. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  that 
he  would  assent  to  this  Amendment. 

Mb.  CHEETHAM  said,  the  Attorney 
General  need  not  fear  the  Courts  here  be- 
ing disturbed  with  many  appeals  by  Lanca- 
shire men  to  the  prejudice  of  their  own 
just,  epuitable,  and  economical  Courts. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  said, 
he  thought  it  possible  to  carry  theoretical 
objections  too  far,  and  he  therefore  would 
consent  to  the  insertion  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  C.  TURNER  said,  that  on  behalf 
of  the  people  of  Manchester,  who  would 
naturally  wish  to  have  recourse  to  the  local 
court,  be  must  oppose  the  Amendment 
proposed  on  the  ground  that  it  would  render 
the  clause  valueless,  inasmuch  as  one  of 
the  parties  would  be  sure  to  object. 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  (o. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported,  with  Amendments ;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  on  Monday 
next,  and  to  be  printed.  [Bill  236.  J 

INDEMNITY  BILL— [Bill  234.] 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time.' ' 
{Mr.  Peel) 

Mr.  HADFIELD  moved  that  it  be  read 
a  second  time  that  day  three  months.  He 
said  it  had  been  declared  by  a  noble  Lord 
for  whom  hon.  Members  at  the  other  side 
of  the  House  had  great  respect  (Earl  Derby), 
that  the  particular  declaration  pointed  at 
by  this  Bill,  as  a  protection  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  was  not  worth  the  paper  on 
which  it  was  written  so  far  as  it  professed 
to  accomplish  that  object.  It  was  kept  up 
merely  as  a  badge  of  predominance,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  insulting  and  marking 
off  millions  of  Englishmen  as  serfs.  The 
indemnity  was  sought  upon  the  assump- 
tion that  persons  were  ignorant  of  the  law 
requiring  them  to  take  it,  were  absent  from 
the  country,  or  for  other  reasona  of  that 
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Bort.  Among  the  persons,  howeTer,  sup- 
posed  to  be  ignorant  of  the  law  were  officials 
no  less  exalted  than  the  Attorney  General 
and  Commander  of  the  Forces.  He  had 
introdnced  a  Bill  to  obyiate  the  necessity  of 
taking  the  oath  to  which  this  Bill  referred, 
and  that  Bill  had  been  agreed  to  by  that 
House  six  tiroes  ;  and  after  all  that,  to  his 
great  surprise  the  Bill  had  been  rejected 
by  the  other  House.  The  great  Conser- 
Tati?e  leader  in  the  other  House  had  sum- 
moned the  Peers  to  reject  the  measure.  By 
this  Indemnity  Bill  the  Ministers  passed  a 
measure  for  themseWes  which  they  refused 
to  theu*  fellow-subjects.  That  was  a  miser- 
able exhibition  of  legislatioir.  It  was  quite 
time  to  put  an  end  to  this  system  of  things. 
If  the  other  House  would  not  repeal  the 
Oath's  Act  they  ought  to  insist  on  the  oath 
being  taken  by  all  to  whom  the  Act  applied, 
and  the  House  ought  to  reject  this  Indem- 
nity Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  out  the 
word  *^  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day 
three  months.'*— (Jfr.JSTo^/feW.) 

Question  proposed,    "That  the   word 
*  now'  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
Mr.  peel  said,  that  if  the  Bill  pro- 

fiosed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
Mr.  Hadfield)  had  become  law — as  he 
wished  it  had— it  would  still  haye  been 
necessary  to  pass  the  annual  Indemnity 
Bill,  which  was  applicable  not  only  to  the 
declaration  substituted  for  the  old  sacra- 
mental test,  but  also  to  the  consolidated 
oath  which  had  taken  the  place  of  the  oaths 
of  allegiance,  abjuration,  and  supremacy. 
The  only  difference,  if  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  had  passed,  would  haye  been  that 
there  would  haye  been  no  reference  in  the 
Indemnity  Bill  to  the  subject  of  the  de- 
claration referred  to.  If  they  could  not 
repeal  the  law  as  the  hon.  Member  wished, 
the  next  best  thing  was  to  suspend  its 
operation.  He  therefore  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  the  Bill  to  pass  into  law. 
With  regard  to  the  clauses  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  had  giyen  notice, 
he  could  offer  no  opinion  till  he  had  an 
opportunity  of  seeing  them. 

Mb.  HENNBSSY  said,  he  thonght  the 
House  instead  of  passing  an  Indemnity 
Bill  ought  honestly  to  repeal  some  of  the 
Acts  to  which  the  Indemnity  Bill  related, 
and  which  rendered  it  necessary.  One,  in 
particnlar,  an  extraordinary  one,  the  2nd 
of  Anne,  c.  6,  was  entitled  **  An  Act  to 
preyent  the  further  growth  of  Popery;" 
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and  stated  that  "  some  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects  in  extreme  sickness  and  decay  of 
their  reason  and  senses  are  persuaded  and 
peryer ted  from  the  Protestant  religion ; ' '  and 
it  proyided,  that  all  persons  so  persuaded 
should  suffer  yery  seyere  penalties  unless 
they  made  declarations  in  accordance  with 
that  Act.  Without  doing  anything  in- 
yidious,  he  might  say  that  there  were  hon. 
Gentlemen  in  the  House  who  would  be  ex- 
posed to  all  the  penalties  of  that  Act,  the 
seyerest  of  which,  no  doubt,  would  be  the 
taking  of  the  declaration.  Another  clause 
of  the  Act  proyided,  that  no  ''Popish" 
tenant  should  hold  land,  except  at  a  certain 
exceptionally  high  rental.  As  he  did  not 
believe  that  any  one  would  yenture  to  en- 
force that  Act,  if  this  Bill  was  not  passed 
he  should  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  said,  that  the  effect 
of  the  clanses,  of  which  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  HadOeld)  had  giyen  notice,  would 
be  to  render  an  annual  Indemnity  Bill 
unnecessary,  by  abolishing  the  declara- 
tion which  the  law  now  required  to  be 
made.  If  the  Goyernment  would  take 
charge  of  a  measure  containing  such  clauses 
perhaps  certain  people  in  another  place 
would  allow  it  to  pass.  There  was  a  great 
terror  in  that  place  of  giving  a  triumph  to 
the  Dissenters  represented  by  his  hon. 
Friend.  Whether  that  feeling  was  worthy 
of  a  great  House,  or  was  a  yery  mean  one, 
he  would  leave  the  public  to  determine ; 
but  if  the  Government  would  take  up  the 
measure  it  would  go  into  the  other  House 
under  auspices  which  would  render  it  in 
the  eyes  of  some  people  more  resnectable, 
and  possibly  it  might  pass.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  Peel)  would  give  a  pledge  that 
the  Government  would  adopt  that  course — 
and  probably  he  would  do  so,  as  many 
things  could  be  done  just  before  a  general 
election<^hi8  hon.  Fnend  would  not  think 
it  necessary  to  divide  the  House.  As  it 
was,  he  was  anxious  to  carry  a^  reform, 
which  he  said  was  desired  by  millions  of 
his  fellow-countrymen,  and  he  was,  there- 
fore, fairly  at  liberty  to  take  every  oppor- 
tunity of  insisting  upon  that  being  done  in 
favour  of  which  they  decided  in  six  suc- 
cessive Sessions. 

Question  put,  "  That  the  word  '  now ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided  .—Ayes  32  ;  Noes 
18 :  Majority  14. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Billread  2%  and  committed  for  To-morrow » 
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TURNPIKE  ACTS  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
[bill  227.]       GOMMITTBE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

On  Motion  that  the  Preamble  be  post- 
poned, 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  moyed  that 
the  Chairman  report  Progress. 

Sm  MICHAEL  BEACH  said,  he  would 
not  oppose  the  Bill,  but  he  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  next  Session  introduce 
a  more  general  and  comprehensiTe  measure 
on  this  subject.  Many  roads  were  unjustly 
and  inequitably  dealt  with  by  this  Bill. 
The  principle  upon  which  it  was  based  was 
that  of  putting  the  charges  of  the  turnpike 
roads  upon  the  parishes  through  which 
they  ran,  according  to  the  mileage  of  the 
roads.  He  trusted  that  the  Government 
would  next  Session  bring  in  a  Bill  to  place 
the  maintenance  of  these  roads  either  upon 
the  highway  district  or  upon  the  county, 
so  as  to  make  the  inhabitants  of  the  towns 
pay  their  proportion  of  the  expense. 

Colonel  PENNANT  said,  the  House 
was  aware  that  there  were  a  great  many 
turnpike  trusts  the  local  Acts  with  respect 
to  which  had  expired.  These  trusts  varied 
in  almost  every  case  with  regard  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  they  were  con- 
tinued— the  debt,  the  manner  in  which  it 
had  been  incurred,  the  income,  and  the 
liabilities  of  tho  parishes  through  which  the 
roads  passed.  Each  year  a  Bill  was  intro- 
duced to  continue  the  trusts,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  those  which  were  placed  in  tho 
schedules.  It  was  much  better  to  leave 
the  selection  of  the  road  trusts  which  were 
to  be  placed  in  the  Continuance  Act  to  the 
Home  Office  than  that  an  individual  Mem- 
ber, pressed  perhaps  by  his  constituents, 
should  move  to  insert  any  particular  trust 
in  the  schedule. 

Mr.  T.  G.  BARING  said,  it  would,  no 
doubt,  be  exceedingly  desirable  if  the 
House  could  see  its  way  to  some  general 
legislation  for  the  abolition  of  these  trusts, 
but  it  was  perfectly  impossible  to  do  so  at 
the  present  time.  In  every  case  which 
came  before  the  Home  Office  great  care 
was  taken  to  inquire  as  to  whether  the 
trusts  ought  to  be  abolished,  so  as  not  to 
throw  any  extraordinary  liability  on  par- 
ticular parishes. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  be  be- 
lieved  that  every  Motion  made  was  re« 
corded  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Committee.  He 
should  be  glad  to  know  what  record  was 
made  of  the  Motion  that  these  three  Bills 
be  referred  to  the  same  Committee. 


The  chairman  said,  that  the  Order 
of  the  House  was  that  the  three  next  Or- 
dors  should  be  referred  to  the  same  Com- 
mi  t tee 

Mr.* DARBY  GRIFFITH:  Who  is  re- 
corded as  the  Mover  of  the  Motion  ? 

The  chairman  :  That  is  not  given. 

Motion  withdrawn* 

Clause  1  (Continuance  of  Acts,  except 
7  G.  4.  c.  Ixxxv.,  7  G.  4.  c.  exxv.,  7  &  8 
G.  4.  c.  vii.,  9  G.  4.  c.  cviii.,  1  W.  4. 
c.  viii.,  3  W.  4.  c.  liii.,  3  W.  4.  c.  Ixi.,  3  &  4 
W.  4.  c.  c,  2  Vict.  c.  xiv.,  5  Vict,  c.  xlv., 
6  &  7  Vict.  c.  cviii.,  13  &  14  Vict, 
c.  Ixxxv). 

Mr.  LOCKE  said,  he  had  to  move  an 
Amendment,  the  object  of  which  he  stated 
to  be  to  introduce  the  Lower  Road  from 
Greenwich  to  Woolwich  into  the  Bill,  con- 
trary to  a  promise  made  in  the  last  Session 
by  the  right  hou.  Gentleman  (Sir  George 
Grey),  that  the  trust  should,  in  the  present 
Session,  be  decided  upon  by  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, along  with  the  New  Cross  Road, 
the  Bermondsey,  Rotherhithe,  and  Dept- 
ford  Road,  and  the    Surrey  and    Sussex 
Road.     It  had  been  introduced  into   the 
Bill  for  tho  purpose  of  continuing  it.     That 
was  a  course  directly  contrary  to  the  ar- 
rangement made,  and  he  was  fully  justified, 
therefore,  in  taking  the  sense  of  the  House 
upon  the  subject.     The  Bermondsey  and 
Rotherhithe  Road  Trust  having  been  given 
up,  and  a  rate  levied  for  the  support  of  the 
road,  complaint  was  necessarily  made  of 
the  invidious  distinction.   It  was  no  answer 
to  the  claim  that  a  toll  shouRl  be  taken 
off  that  there  was  a  small  debt  existing. 
A  proposal  was  made  by  the  deputation  to 
the  Home  Office  for  paying  off  this  debt, 
but  nothing  had  been  done.     The  inhabi- 
tants  of   Bermondsey   and    Rotherhithe, 
where  the  trusts  had  been  abolished,  com- 
plained of  having  to  pay  eightpenoe  in  the 
pound  to  maintain  their  roads  while  a  turn- 
pike was  kept  up  which  interfered  with 
their  trade  in  supplying   Woolwich  with 
goods.     The  debt  upon  the  trust  was  only 
£2,000.    At  the  north  side  of  the  river  a 
debt  of  £20,000  had  not  stood  in  the  way 
of  a  trust  being  put  in  the  schedule.   If  the 
House  had  come  to  a  resolution,  that  within 
a  certain  metropolitan    area   road   trusts 
should  be  abolished,  that  resolution  should 
be  adhered  to. 
Amendment  proposed, 
In  page  8,  line  4,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  tbo 
Clause,  the  words,  <<also  an  Act  fifth  George  tbo 
Fourth,  ohapter  flfty-aix,  for  repAiring  the  Lower 
Road  from  Greenwich  to  Woolwich,  in  tho  count  v 
of  Kent."— <  Jfi-.  Xoc*». ) 
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Mr.  T.  G.  baring  was  not  aware 
that  the  House  had  decided  that  there 
should  he  no  turnpike  trusts  in  the  metro- 
polis jregardless  of  ejisting  interests.  The 
roads  on  the  north  of  the  Thames  had  only 
been  thrown  on  the  rates  when  the  dehts 
had  been  paid  ofF.  No  doubt,  the  Archway 
and  Kentish  Town  Trust  was  abolished, 
notwithstanding  the  existence  of  a  long 
debt,  but  in  that  way  a  proprietory  road 
could  not  be  quoted  as  a  precedent  in 
this  case.  The  trust  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  referred  had  a  bond  fide  debt 
of  between  £2,000  and  £3,000,  the  in- 
terest had  been  revised  by  the  Hooie 
Office  within  a  short  time,  and  the  debt 
was  being  paid  off  at  the  rate  of  £500  per 
annum,  so  that  it  would  be  liquidated  in 
about  four  years.  To  abolish  this  trust 
now  would  be  a  confiscation  of  the  pro- 
perty of  those  who  had  lent  their  money 
upon  its  security.  The  Home  Office  were 
anxious  to  relieve  the  metropolis  from  road 
tolls,  and  the  south  side  of  London  had 
been  so  relieved  to  a  great  extent.  The 
three  trusts  had  been  put  on  the  schedule 
which  were  free  from  debt ;  the  other  trust 
was  not.  The  gate  between  Greenwich  and 
Woolwich  could  not  be  said  to  he  a  tax  on 
the  inhabitants  of  Camberwell. 

Mb.  la  yard  said,  that  as  representing 
the  borough  of  Southwark,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  G.  Baring)  would 
re-consider  his  decision.  He  had  certainly 
understood,  od  the  occasion  of  the  deputa- 
tion to  the  Home  Office,  that  the  toll  should 
be  abolished.  There  had  been  a  promise 
that  the  Bill  should  this  Session  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee.  The  inhabitants 
of  Southwark  and  the  inhabitants  of  Wool- 
wich had  petitioned  against  the  Bill.  The 
toll  wos  a  source  of  great  inconvenience  to 
his  constituents. 

Mb.  COX  said,  that  there  was  no  good 
case  for  maintaining  these  tolls  any  more 
than  there  had  been  for  maintaining  those 
upon  the  north  side  of  the  Thames.  Then 
private  interests  were  concerned,  and  yet 
the  tolls  were  abolished. 

Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  it  had 
been  conceded  that  one  of  the  greatest  im- 
pediments to  traffic  in  the  metropolis  was 
the  existence  of  these  tolls.  If  persons 
lent  their  money  on  the  security  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament  the  term  of  which  had  ex- 
pired he  thought  then  the  public  interest 
should  be  paramount  to  that  of  creditors. 

Question  put,  "That  those  words  be 
there  added. '^ 


The  ^Committee  divided : — Ayes  18  ; 
Noes  14 :  Majority  4, 

And  it  appearing  that  40  Members  were 
not  present : 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair: — 
House  counted,  and  40  Members  not  being 
present, 

Eoose  adjoomed  at  Twelve  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Friday,  June  2Zy  1865. 

MINUTES.]— Public  Bills  — Ftr««  Reading-^ 
Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment  *  (211) ; 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public 
Audit •  (212);  Rochdale  Vicarage*  (213); 
Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment*  (214) ; 
Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks*  (195). 

Second  Beading — Constabulary  Force  (Ireland) 
Act  Amendment*  (168);  Navy  and  Marines 
(Wills)*  (169);  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  2)  •  (188);  Pier  and  Har- 
bour Orders  Confirmation  (No.  8)  *  (184)  ; 
Naval  and  Marine  Pay  and  Tensions  *  (177) ; 
Naval  and  Marines  (Property  of  Deceased)  • 
(176);  National  Gallery  (Dublin)*  (196); 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment  •  (199). 

Select  Committee — Report  —  Local  Government 
Supplemental  (No.  4)*  (144). 

CommitUe  —  Fortifications  (Provision  for  Ex- 
penses)* (180)  ;  Malt  Duty*  (181)  ;  Har- 
bours Transfer  *  ( 1 82) ;  Kingstown  Harbour  * 
(188);  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Superan- 
nuation Allowances)  *  (189). 

ij^^por*  —  Partnership  Amendment  (162);  For- 
tifications (Provision  for  Expenses)  •  (180) ; 
Malt  Duty*  (181);  Kingstown  Harbour* 
(188);  General  Post  Oflace( Additional  Site)* 
(124);  Small  Benefices  (Ireland)  Act  (1860) 
Amendment  *  (205) :  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion (Superannuation  Allowances) *  (189). 

Third  Reading— huntkiioABylnm  Act(1863),  &o. 
Amendment*  (160) ;  Railway  Debentures,  Ac. 
Registry*  (191 ) ;  Admiralty,  4o.  Acts  Repeal  * 
(165) ;  Admiralty  Powers,  Ac.*  (166)  ;  Dock- 
yard Ports  Regulation*  (167)  ;  Mortgage 
Debentures*  (206);  Prisons  (Scotland)  Act 
Amendment*  (106) ;  Smoke  Nuisances  (Scot- 
land)  Acts  Amendment*  (186)  ;  Procurators 
(Scotland)  •(207). 

THE  CONSUL  AT  SARAWAK. 
QUESTION. 

Viscount  STRATFORD  DE  RED- 
CLIFFB  asked  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affaira,  Whe- 
ther, in  sanctioning  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Richardson  as  Consul  at  Sarawak, 
under  the  exequatur  of  Sir  James  Brooke, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intended  to 
recognize  Sir  James  Brooke  as  an  inde- 
pendent Sovereign  in  Borneo  ? 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  that  application 
having  been  made  for  the  appointment  of 
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A  Consul  by  th«  Bajfth  of  Sftrawak,  he  felt 
it  bii  duty  to  ascerU'm  first  whether  Sir 
James  Brooke  had  been  placed  in  an  in- 
dependent position  by  the  Sultan  of  Bor- 
neo ;  and,  secondly,  whether,  if  he  had, 
there  was  any  objection  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Consul  in  his  dominions.  It  appeared 
to  be  clear  from  the  papers  which  were 
snbmitted  to  him  that  an  independent  posi- 
tion bad  been  granted  by  the  Sultan  of 
Borneo  to  Sir  James  Brooke;  and  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  upon  being  con- 
sulted, gave  their  opinion  that  there  was 
no  objection  to  the  appointment  of  a  Con* 
sul  at  Sarawak.  He  therefore  adfised  Her 
Majesty  to  appoint  Mr.  Richardson  to  be 
Consul  at  that  place. 

STATE  OF  PUBUO  AND  PRIVATE 
BUSINESS. 

Lord  STANLET  of  ALDERLET 
said|  there  was  a  subject  of  considerable 
importance  which  he  wished  to  bring  be- 
fore their  Lordships — he  referred  to  the 
state  of  Public  and  PriTate  business  be- 
fore Parliament.  In  respect  to  the  Public 
business,  it  was  pretty  nearly  concluded. 
In  the  other  House  the  Appropriation  Bill 
had  been  read  a  second  time  last  evening, 
and  there  was  no  need  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  Parliament  should  be  protracted 
much  longer  in  regard  to  Public  business. 
With  regard  to  Private  business,  it  was 
desirable  that  some  mode  should  be 
adopted  bv  which  parties  interested  in 
Private  Bills  might  not  be  put  to  incon- 
venience. It  was  obvious  that  if  any  of 
those  Bills  met  with  any  determined  oppo- 
sition they  would  occupy  a  considerable 
length  of  time,  and  Parliament  in  that 
case  would  be  obliged  to  sit  without  hav- 
ing any  Public  business  before  it.  He 
thought,  however,  that  if  the  Session  were 
prolonged  to  suit  the  convenience  of  these 
parties  the  country,  which  was  expecting 
an  immediate  dissolution,  would  think 
itself  hardly  dealt  with.  He  had  ascer- 
tained that  at  that  moment  there  were 
sixty-four  Private  Bills  which  had  not  re- 
ceived a  second  reading.  How  many  of 
those  were  opposed  or  were  not  it  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  say.  But  what  he 
wished  now  to  do  was  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  the 
state  of  Private  business,  in  order  that  he 
might  make  himself  master  of  the  facts 
some  day  next  week,  and  be  able  to  in- 
form their  Lordships  in  how  short  a  time 
the  House  might  be  able  to  dispose  of 
Iktrl  Buswtt 


them.  It  would  be  for  their  Lordships' 
consideration  whether  they  should,  under 
the  circumstances,  follow  the  same  course  as 
that  on  a  former  occasion — in  1857  and 
1859 — ^namely,  to  pass  a  Resolution  by 
which  parties  having  Private  Bills  might 
be  enabled  to  take  them  up  in  the  ensuing 
Session  of  Parliament  at  the  stage  at 
which  they  were  left  now,  or  whe^er  it 
would  be  desirable  to  adopt  any  other 
course  with  respect  to  the  Private  business 
before  the  House.  He  thought  it  right 
to  say  at  the  same  time  that  their  Lord- 
ships were  not  to  blame  for  'anything 
that  miffht  have  occurred  in  respect  to 
Private  business.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  that  their  Lordships  had  disposed 
of  all  the  Private  Bills  that  had  been  aent 
up  as  expeditiously  as  could  be  reaaonabl j 
expected. 

LORD  REDBSDALE  said,  he  hoped  he 
should  be  in  a  position,  probably  on  Mon- 
day, certainly  on  Tuesday,  to  speak  pretty 
confidently  as  to  the  number  of  Private 
Bills  that  would  be  opposed  in  Committee. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  were  quite  so 
many  as  might  be  expected.  He  had  seen 
some  of  the  agents  that  day,  and  they  all 
desired  very  much  to  proceed  with  their 
Bills.  He  had  certainly  a  great  objection 
to  the  plan  of  suspending  Bilk.  It  had 
been  done  on  three  occasions  ;  but  two  of 
these — in  the  instances  of  1857  and  1859*- 
afforded  no  precedent  for  the  adoption  of  a 
similar  course  in  the  present  case;  in  1857 
the  Resolution  was  adopted  by  the  House 
on  the  20th  March,  and  the  dissolution 
took  place  on  the  21st.  Therefore,  in 
that  Session,  it  would  be  observed,  that  all 
the  Bills  came  to  the  New  Parliament  pre- 
cisely in  the  same  state  as  they  would  have 
done  if  the  Session  had  begun  in  February; 
and  the  only  change  was  that  whatever 
had  been  done  before  that  period  was  done 
as  if  Parliament  had  just  met.  In  1859 
the  dissolution  took  place  just  a  month 
later— namely,  on  the  23rd  of  April ;  bat 
still  in  that  case  the  Bills  all  stood  on  the 
Notices  for  the  year.  Therefore  there  was 
no  objection  in  that  case,  and  very  little 
inconvenience  would  have  arisen  even  if 
the  House  had  decided  that  the  Bills  should 
commence  de  nat>o.  In  1847  the  business 
before  the  House  was  extremely  heavy, 
and  as  early  as  the  3rd  June  a  Select 
Committee  was  appointed  by  that  House 
to  consider  the  subject.  The  Committee 
recommended  that  an  option  should  be 
given  to  the  parties  to  suspend  any  Bills 
they  might  have  before  Parliament  if  they 
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thought  proper.  That  Resolution  hariDg 
been  adopted  by  the  House  of  Commons 
on  the  10th  June,  the  parties  were  required 
to  give  notice  on  the  18th  June  whether 
they  wished  their  Bills  to  be  suspended  or 
not.  Now  the  option  was  rery  different 
on  the  present  oceasion.  On  the  occasion 
of  1847  ho  entered  a  protest  against  pro- 
ceeding at  all  with  the  Resolution,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  very  objectionable  that 
one  Parliament  should  bind  another.  He 
thought  that  the  principle  was  a  bad  one. 
And  there  was  this  objection  to  it,  that 
whereas  in  some  instances  competing 
schemes  mi^ht  have  been  rejected,  and  one 
Bill  adopted  in  preference  to  another,  it 
was  in  the  power  of  those  persons  who  had 
promoted  those  schemes  to  bring  in  im- 
prored  schemes  of  the  same  character  in 
the  next  Parliament,  and  the  parties  to 
them  might  demand  to  have  their  schemes 
heard  in  connection  with  the  others.  At 
the  same  time  the  House  was  placed  in 
a  great  difficulty,  the  public  business  being 
nearly  at  an  end,  to  finish  the  private 
business  as  soon  as  it  was  desired,  although 
he  did  not  think  it  would  take  very  long 
to  dispose  of  the  private  business  in  the 
ordinary  way.  Under  these  circumstances 
he  must  leaye  the  matter  in  the  hands  of 
the  House  for  their  decision.  The  House 
would  sit  to-morrow,  and  he  should  then 
Bdore  the  following  notice  on  Standing  Or- 
der 179,  sec.  1 :~ 

"  That  this  d&j  iball  be  considered  as  a  sitting 
day  with  respect  to  any  petition  praying  to  be 
heard  upon  the  merits  against  any  Bill  mentioned 
in  either  of  the  two  classes  of  Prirate  Bills,  ex- 
cept to  any  snoh  Bill  which  was  read  a  first  time 
on  Friday  last." 

The  effect  of  that  Order  would  be,  that  all 
petitions  to  be  heard  against  Private  Bills 
must  be  presented  on  Monday  next. 

The  Eabl  of  DERBY  said,  he  thought 
it  unfortunate,  when  a  course  of  so  unusual 
a  character  was  proposed,  that  some  notice 
should  not  have  been  given  to  their  Lord- 
ships of  the  intention  to  submit  a  Resolu- 
tion of  this  kind  in  order  that  the  parties 
immediately  interested  in  the  Bills  to  be 
affeeted  by  it  might  have  an  opportunity 
giyen  them  of  stating  their  objections  to 
such  a  proceeding  if  they  thought  fit  to 
do  so. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLBY 
said,  that  he  had  not  proposed  any  Reso- 
lution— he  had  merely  made  an  inquiry  of 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  as  to  the 
state  <^  private  business,  and  suggested 
whether  it  might  not  be  expedient  to  fol- 


low the  same  eonrse  as  that  adopted  under 
similar  circumstances. 

Thb  Eabl  of  derby  repeated,  that 
the  House  ought  not  to  be  called  upon  to 
pronounce  an  opinion  upon  a  question  so 
important  without  previous  notice.  The 
proposition,  or  rather  the  suggestion,  of 
the  noble  Lord  was,  that  the  House  should 
allow  all  Private  Bills  not  disposed  of  by 
Committees  of  their  Lordships'  House  to 
stand  over  until  next  Session,  and  then  to 
be  taken  up  from  the  stage  in  which  they 
now  were.  The  noble  Lord  had  cited  cer- 
tain instances  in  which  he  said  that  course 
had  been  adopted.  But  he  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  doubted  that  these  cases  were  ana- 
logous to  the  present  position  of  Parlia- 
ment. One  of  the  cases  was  that  of  1859, 
when  it  had  become  indispensable  that  a 
dissolution  should  take  place  in  the  spring 
of  the  year,  owing  to  the  then  state  of 
parties,  and  it  was  therefore  desirable  that 
some  provision  should  be  made  in  order  to 
prevent  the  private  business  then  before 
Parliament  being  unnecessarily  affected ; 
but,  in  the  present  case»  there  was  no  rea- 
son why  Parliament  should  be  dissolved  or 
prorogued  before  the  business  was  gone 
through  in  the  ordinary  way.  It  might  be 
very  convenient  to  the  Government,  and  to 
the  Members  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  they  should  not  be  kept  a  long 
time  in  suspense,  and  that  the  elections 
should  take  place  without  delay  ;  but  that 
was  not  a  sufficient  reason  for  the  adoption 
of  such  a  course  as  that  suggested — a  course 
that  would  necessarily  expose  the  parties 
immediately  interested  in  those  Bills  to 
much  inconvenience.  He  did  not  know 
what  the  state  of  the  private  business  was; 
but  he  had  not  heard  any  reason  assigned 
for  the  adoption  of  so  unusual  a  course  as 
the  prorogation  of  Parliament,  without  any 
apparent  cause,  at  the  end  of  June  or  tho 
beginning  of  July,  and  to  call  upon  the  par- 
ties promoting  those  Private  Bills  to  sus- 
pend their  proceedings  in  respect  to  them 
now,  and  to  resume  them  in  the  next  Ses- 
sion, when  a  new  Parliament  would  be  as- 
sembled. With  regard  to  the  suggostion 
made  by  his  noble  Friend,  he  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  wished  to  know  whether  he  was  to 
understand  by  the  notice  which  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  had  given  that  he  in- 
tended that  their  Lordships  should  meet  to- 
morrow to  consider  the  subject. 

Lord  REDE SD ALB  answered  in  the 
affirmatiye. 

Thb  Earl  of  DERBY  said,  all  he 
wished  to  know  from  Her  Majesty's  Oo< 
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Ternment  was,  whether  they  meant  to  pro- 
pose to-morrow  any  specific  course  of  pro- 
ceeding founded  upon  any  specific  grounds, 
and  if  such  was  their  intention  he  was 
anxious  to  know  what  those  grounds  were? 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  the 
nohle  Lord  opposite  stated  that  the  puhlic 
husiness  would  prohahly  be  soon  disposed  of, 
and  that  the  public  would  become  impatient 
if  the  House  should  continue  sitting  after 
that  time,  and  he  suggested  a  mode  of  dis- 
posing of  the  remaining  private  business. 
But  he  must  remind  their  Lordships 
there  was  still  some  public  business  of 
much  importance  to  be  transacted  in  the 
shape  of  a  great  number  of  appeals  that 
were  yet  to  be  heard.  Now,  it  would  be  a 
great  hardship  to  the  parties  concerned  in 
tiiose  appeals  if  Parliament,  in  considera- 
tion of  what  it  called  the  public  business 
being  disposed  of,  were  to  be  prorogued 
before  there  was  any  absolute  necessity 
for  such  a  course.  He,  therefore,  entered 
his  protest,  on  behalf  of  the  parties  whose 
cases  were  ready  to  be  heard^  against  the 
proposed  unnecessary  prorogation  of  the 
House  before  the  proper  time. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  had  merely  made  the  suggestion 
to  his  noble  Friend  for  the  purpose  of  ob« 
taining  information  as  to  the  position  of 
the  private  business  before  their  Lordships' 
House ;  and  he  mentioned  the  course 
adopted  by  Parliament  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances on  former  occasions,  and  left  it 
to  their  Lordships  to  consider  what  would 
be  the  most  desirable  means  to  take  for 
meeting  the  difficulty  in  which  Parliament 
was  placed. 

The  Duke  of  MONTROSE  said,  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  stated  that,  seeing  that 
the  private  business  would  occupy  a  long 
time  if  they  proceeded  to  dispose  of  it  in 
the  ordinary  way,  he  thought  it  was  ex- 
tremely desirable  to  close  the  Session  at 
once.  He  (the  Duke  of  Montrose)  could 
not  assent  to  so  unusual  a  course  being 
adopted  without  some  strong  reason  being 
shown  for  its  necessity.  Why,  he  would 
ask,  was  there  this  great  hurry?  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  spoke  of  the  natural 
end  of  the  Session,  but  that  natural  end 
was  usually  the  middle  of  August,  and  not 
the  end  of  June.  There  could  be  no  good 
reason  for  imposing  upon  parties  who  had 
had  their  Bills  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons for  six  weeks  or  two  months  the 
hardship  and  inconvenience  of  having  fur- 
ther proceedings  suspended  until  next  year. 
The  proposition  of  the  Government  was  a 
The  EqtI  of  D^i}l 


monstrous  one,  and  was  not  justified  by 
any  absolute  necessity. 

Earl  RUSSELL  thought  that,  accord- 
ing to  precedent,  after  the  Appropriation 
Bill  had  been  introduced,  after  all  the 
Votes  in  Supply  had  been  taken,  and  after 
all  public  business  had  been  disposed  of,  it 
was  not  usual  to  delay  the  prorogation 
simply  for  the  sake  of  private  business  and 
appeals.  Such  was  not  the  case  in  1859. 
The  public  knew  that  the  present  Parlia- 
ment had  been  in  existence  for  six  years, 
and  that  it  was  not  usual  to  continue 
seven  years,  and  therefore  the  general  ex- 
pectation was  that  there  would  be  a  speedy 
dissolution.  The  promoters  of  Private 
Bills  were,  therefore,  quite  aware  of  the 
chance  to  which  they  were  exposed. 

The  EiLRL  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
that  the  delay  suggested  was  not  one  of 
weeks  but  of  days.  The  case  of  1859  was 
not  applicable  here,  because  then  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  to  know  at  once  what 
was  the  opinion  of  the  country,  and  then 
very  little  inconvenience  was  produced  to 
the  promoters  of  Private  Bills,  because 
they  knew  that,  as  the  dissolution  must 
necessarily  be  followed  by  the  meeting  of 
the  new  Parliament,  within  forty  days  their 
business  might  be  resumed.  But  now  they 
were  told  by  an  authoritative  journal,  The 
Times,  that  Parliament  would  not  meet 
until  February  ;  so  that  there  would  be  a 
recess  of  seven  months,  during  which  time 
all  those  interested  in  private  business  and 
appeals  would  be  left  in  a  state  of  anxiety 
and  suspense. 

INCREASE  OF  THE  EPISCOPATE. 
PETITION. 

Lord  LYTTELTON,  in  presenting  a 
Petition  of  Clergy  and  Laity  of  the 
Church  of  England  for  the  increase  of  the 
Episcopate,  said,  the  petition  was  so  re- 
spectably and  numerously  signed  by  about 
1,500  persons,  clergy  and  laity  in  about 
equal  proportions,  that  he  had  felt  bound 
to  give  notice  of  his  intention,  in  order 
that  in  presenting  the  Petition  ho  might 
draw  the  attention  of  their  Lordships  to 
the  subject  of  its  prayer.  He  had  not 
intended  to  say  more  than  a  few  words 
upon  the  subject;  but,  as  the  most  reverend 
Primate  had  requested  him  to  delay  the 
presentation  until  he  and  some  of  his  right 
rev.  Brethren  could  be  in  their  places  that 
there  might  be  the  opportunity  for  a  fuU 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  subject,  he 
thought  it  would   be  expected   that  he 
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should  do  a  little  more.  He  would, 
therefore,  briefly  adyert  to  the  few 
events  of  importance  which  had  oc- 
curred since  last  he  alluded  to  the  sub- 
ject. One  of  those  eyents  was  the  fact 
that  both  Houses  of  Conrocation  had  con- 
curred in  opinion  that  an  increase  of  the 
Episcopate  was  desirable,  and  the  Upper 
House  bad  gone  so  far  as  to  specify  a  cer- 
tain number  of  new  sees  which  it  was  de- 
sirable should  be  created,  and  addressed 
the  Grown  to  that  effect.  Thus  the  opinion 
of  both  Houses  of  Convocation  had  been 
in  accordance  with  the  views  which  he  had 
expressed  on  a  former  occasion.  Some 
time  since  a  journal,  highly  distinguished 
for  its  zeal  in  the  cause  of  the  Church,  had 
said  that  Convocation  ought  to  be  sup- 
pressed, because  it  did  nothing,  but  con- 
fined itself  to  discussion,  and  the  public 
cared  nothing  for  what  was  said  in  Con- 
vocation. The  first  objection  was  natural, 
hut  not,  therefore,  reasonable.  They  first 
debarred  Convocation  from  going  further 
than  discussion,  and  then  sneered  at  it  be- 
cause it  did  nothing  but  discuss.  Whether 
any  one  cared  for  what  Convocation  said 
was,  no  doubt,  a  question  of  opinion  and 
observation.  His  own  belief  was  that 
people  did  care,  and  much  more  than 
formerly,  for  the  expression  of  the  opi- 
nions of  Convocation,  and  that  it  was 
precisely  for  that  reason  that  those  who 
desired  that  there  should  be  no  action 
by  the  Church  of  England,  except  as  a 
branch  of  the  State,  were  jealous  of 
the  degree  of  influence  which  Convoca- 
tion had  obtained.  The  Upper  House  had 
recommended  the  formation  of  three  addi- 
tional sees.  One  was  to  be  the  division 
of  the  see  of  Exeter  by  the  severance 
from  it  of  the  county  of  Cornwall.  So 
far,  it  was  connected  with  the  other  main 
event  to  which  he  had  alluded — the  pre- 
sentation of  an  address  from  the  county 
of  Cornwall  to  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Mini- 
sters, in  favour  of  a  bishop  for  that  county 
being  appointed.  He  believed  that  neither 
the  f^dress  of  Convocation  nor  the  memo- 
rial from  Cornwall  went  into  the  question 
of  how  the  object  should  be  attained.  He 
did  not  complain  of  any  Government  for 
declining  to  undertake  to  bring  in  such  a 
measure  of  its  own  motion.  He  himself  had 
presented  a  petition  from  the  diocese  of 
Winchester  in  favour  of  a  subdivision  of 
that  diocese;  but  he  then  expressed  his 
opinion,  which  he  still  retained,  that  it 
was  for  those  who  desired  to  see  such  a 
measure  carried  into  effect  in  their  own 


district  to  indicate  the  means  to  be 
provided,  and  to  lay  the  details  speci- 
fically before  Oovemment  and  Parliament. 
All  these  addresses  had  suggested  that  one 
great  means  of  endowment  for  the  new 
sees  should  be  looked  for  in  the  fund  in 
the  hands  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, which  used  to  be  called  the  Epis- 
copal Fund,  but  which  was  now  merged  in 
the  general  funds  of  that  body.  That  was 
certainly  a  reasonable  suggestion  in  itself, 
but  yet  he  did  not  advocate  its  adoption 
in  the  present  state  of  public  feeling.  The 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were  now  be- 
coming for  the  first  time  in  their  existence 
a  popular  body,  because  they  seemed  likely 
to  be  able  really  to  deal  with  the  spiritual 
destitution  of  the  country,  by  increasing 
out  of  their  general  funds  a  large  num- 
ber of  small  endowments  to  a  fair  and 
reasonable  amount ;  and  he  did  not  main- 
tain that  that  process  could  now  be  in- 
terrupted. He  certainly  could  not  agree 
in  the  answer  which  had  been  given 
by  the  Home  Secretary,  or  by  some 
clerk  in  his  OflBce,  to  these  addresses,  that 
railways  and  the  penny  post  had  greatly 
diminished  whatever  necessity  might  have 
existed  for  an  increase  of  the  Episcopate. 
It  was  a  wonder  he  had  not  added  tele- 
graphs, elastic  bands,  and  envelopes.  He 
was  ashamed  to  answer  such  an  argu- 
ment. Railways  of  course  had  increased 
the  facilities  of  getting  about  for  bishops 
as  well  as  for  everybody  else ;  it  did 
not  take  so  long  to  get  from  Exeter  to 
the  Land's  End  as  it  used  to  do ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  they  brought  more  people 
to  see  and  consult  with  the  Bishops,  and 
thus  increased  their  work.  Had  any  noble 
Lord  found  that  the  penny  post  had  dimi- 
nished the  labonr  of  correspondence  P  It 
made  it  easier  and  cheaper,  but  it  multi- 
plied it  tenfold.  Such  an  answer  was 
totally  unworthy  of  the  subject.  Some 
time  ago  the  late  Sir  James  Graham,  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  had  given 
a  description  of  a  bishop.  He  said  he 
had  to  preside  at  certain  committees  and 
to  answer  certain  letters,  and  that  was  all. 
This  Grahamic  model  of  what  a  dignitary 
of  the  Church  of  England  ought  to  be 
had  excited  a  good  deal  of  remark.  But 
the  true  theory  of  a  bishop's  duties  was 
that  he  had  the  cure  of  souls  of  the  whole 
of  his  diocese.  There  were  Bishops  who 
had  a  personal  and  accurate  knowledge  of 
every  parish  in  their  diocess,  who  had  been 
in  them  all,  could  tell  what  was  going  on 
in  them,  and  knew  many  of  the  leading 
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people  in  them.  Some  time  ago  be  had 
seen  a  oomplaint  from  a  lajman  in 
the  diooese  of  Oxford,  in  a  pamphlet,  that 
he  could  not  go  anywhere  in  the  diooese 
but  that  the  Bishop  bad  been  before  him; 
he  could  not  get  anywhere  out  of  the 
reach  of  eccleBiastical  actifity.  No  amount 
of  railways  or  other  accommodation  of 
that  kind  could  increase  the  powers  of  the 
hnman  mind  or  facilitate  the  work  of  a 
Bishop  in  dealing  with  the  souls  of  his 
diocese.  In  a  diocese  like  London,  where 
the  population  was  increasing  at  the  rate 
of  40,000  or  50,000  souls  a  year,  facilities 
of  this  kind  were  not  of  the  slightest  ad- 
Tantage  and  no  one  could  suppose  that  it 
was  possible  for  one  man  to  perform  the 
duties  of  such  a  diocese  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  On  the  general  question  he  had 
really  nothing  to  add  to  what  he  had  said 
formerly.  He  was  not  about  to  attempt 
again  to  legislate  on  the  subject,  certainly 
not  without  receiving  assurances  of  greater 
support,  whether  from  open  enemies  or 
professed  supporters,  than  he  had  received 
before.  He  considered  that  nobody  could 
legislate  on  the  subject  but  the  Govern- 
ment;  but  he  hoped  that  serious  considera* 
tion  would  bo  given  to  the  subject,  and 
that  the  result  would  be  some  practical 
move  in  the  direction  pointed  at  in  this 
petition. 

The  Archbishop  op  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  felt  yery  much  indebted  to  the 
noble  Lord  for  having  brought  forward  this 
subject,  and  was  only  sorry  that  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  propose  to  submit  a  legisla- 
tive measure  to  their  Lordships.  When 
he  had  requested  the  noble  Lord  to  post- 
pone the  presentation  of  the  Petition  until 
his  Episcopal  Brethren  could  be  present, 
it  was  not  in  the  hope  of  being  able  to 
bring  forward  any  additional  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  increase  of  the  Episcopate, 
for,  in  truth,  the  arguments  had  been 
used  so  frequently  that  they  would  not 
bear  repeating,  but  because  he  thought 
the  subject  was  one  deserving  of  the 
fullest  discussion.  It  seemed  to  him  very 
hard  that  while  the  population  of  Eng- 
land had  increased  four-fold  since  the 
time  of  Henry  VIII.,  every  attempt  to 
increase  the  number  of  bishops  should 
meet  with  such  opposition.  Though  it 
was.  his  earnest  wish  that  the  most  per- 
fect harmony  should  exist  between  the 
clergy  and  the  Government,  of  whatever 
party  it  might  be  composed,  he  could  not 
refrain  from  saying  that  the  discourage- 
ment which  had  been  giyen  by  the  Go- 
Lord  Lyttelton 
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vemment  to  these  efforts  had  created  the 
greatest  disappointment  and  dissatisfac- 
tion. He  wished  to  express  the  opinion, 
most  emphatically,  that  in  places  where 
the  population  had  multiplied  in  an  extra- 
ordinary degree  enlarged  episcopal  super- 
vision should  be  supplied.  As  to  finding 
endowments,  undoubtedly  there  were  some 
difficulties  to  be  encountered.  He  was  far, 
however,  from  thinking  that  by  devoting  a 
certain  proportion  of  the  ecclesiastical  re- 
venues under  the  management  of  the  Ec- 
clesiastical Commissioners  to  the  endow- 
ment of  new  sees  they  would  be  withdraw- 
ing from  the  effectiveness  of  the  funds 
applied  to  the  relief  of  spiritual  destitution. 
On  the  contrary,  they  found  that  where  a 
large  diocese  was  divided  there  followed  a 
large  increase  in  the  means  provided  for 
supplying  spiritual  need.  If  he  wished  to 
employ  a  still  more  striking  exemplification 
of  this  truth  he  should  find  it  in  the  case  of 
the  colonial  dioceses.  Let  their  Lordships 
endeavour  to  realize  what  were  the  duties 
cast  upon  the  Bishop  of  Calcutta  when  the 
see  was  first  founded,  and  when  his  autho- 
rity extended  over  the  whole  of  the  penin- 
sula of  India,  Ceylon,  and  the  whole  of 
Australia.  Was  it  possible  to  suppose 
that  there  would  have  been  the  increase 
of  churches,  of  clergy,  and  of  souls  ga- 
thered into  the  fold  of  Christ's  Church 
which  they  had  witnessed,  unless  there 
had  been  successive  divisions  of  a  diocese 
formerly  so  vast  ?  The  Address  presented 
by  Convocation  prayed  for  the  erection  of 
only  three  new  dioceses — Bodmin  or  Truro, 
Southwark  and  St.  Albans — a  plan  of  most 
moderate  dimensions  when  the  great  spi- 
ritual necessities  of  the  country  were  taken 
into  consideration.  A  great  anxiety  on 
the  subject  existed  in  the  districts  them- 
selves, and  the  document  which  had  been 
entrusted  to  the  noble  Lord  was  signed  by 
persons  varying  very  much  in  some  of 
their  theological  views,  and  comprised  re- 
presentatives of  almost  every  shade  of  po- 
litical opinion,  and  he  should  be  very  glad 
to  see  legislative  provisions  introduced  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  prayer  of  the 
Petition. 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  that  as  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  had  made  an  allusion  to  the 
conduct  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
that  matter,  he  wished  to  observe  that 
they  had  not  shown  themselves  indifferent 
to  the  wants  of  the  Church  in  respect  to 
episcopal  supervision.  He  might  refer  to 
the  creation  of  the  Bishoprics  of  Ripon 
and  Manchester  in  support  of  his  assertion. 
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There  were  diffioulties  in  the  matter  which ' 
coald  not  be  OTerlooked,  and  which  it  wna 
impossible  for  them  altogether  to  control. 

Thb  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  consider  the  question 
fbr  a  few  mmutes  before  they  gave  their 
assent  to  the  prayer  of  the  petition.  With 
erery  respect  for  the  episcopal  bench,  there 
waa  a  higher  and  a  holier  interest  to  be 
considered — the  high  and  holy  interest  of 
the  mass  of  the  people.  If  there  was  one 
thing  more  than  another  which  the  people 
of  England  belioTed  they  had  a  right  to, 
it  was  the  full  deyelopment  of  the  paro- 
chial system  ;  and  yet,  except  in  the  rural 
parishes,  that  system  was  at  present  a  de- 
lusion. As  far  as  the  great  towns  were 
concerned,  certainly  it  was  not  carried  into 
effect.  Their  Lordships  knew  that  the 
parochial  system  was  not  carried  into  efifeot 
owing  to  the  want  of  funds,  and  the  most 
strenuous  efforts  of  the  friends  of  the 
Church  ought  in  the  first  instance  to  be 
deroted  to  supplying  that  great  deficiency. 
The  Committoe  of  1858  moved  for  by  the 
Bishop  of  Exeter,  speaking  in  their  Report 
of  church  accommodation,  and  referring  to 
the  statement  in  the  Census  that  58  per 
cent  was  sufficient  for  the  entire  commu- 
nity, said — 

«  Looking  at  the  actual  pro?iiion  made  in 
London,  considered  in  the  large  and  popular  sense 
as  the  metropolis,  it  appears  that  the  population 
beinff  2,862,236,  and  the  sittings  actually  pro- 
Tided  for  by  all  denominations  being  only  713,561, 
or  30*7  per  cent,  no  fewer  than  669,514,  or  not 
muoh  le^  than  half  of  the  whole  number,  are 
required  to  raise  the  sittings  to  58  per  cent  of  the 
population." 

Their  Lordships  knew  what  was  being 
done  in  London  to  extend  the  parochial 
system,  and  there  was  scarcely  a  diocess 
in  the  kingdom  in  which  some  such 
efforts  were  not  made.  For  instance,  in 
the  diocese  of  Rochester,  it  is  so  stated  in 
an  appeal  now  in  circulation,  out  of  601 
benefices,  128  were  without  a  residence 
for  the  pastor,  and  181  yielded  an  income 
of  less  than  £200.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  deprecated  any  proposal  for 
taking  from  the  Episcopal  Fund  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners  money  for 
the  proposed  new  bishoprics. 

Lord  LYTTELTON  explained  that  he 
bad  not  adyocated  practically  the  taking 
of  the  necessary  money  from  the  fund  al- 
luded to  by  the  noble  Earl,  though  it  might 
be  his  own  private  opinion  that  the  money 
onght  to  come  from  that  source. 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBURY  said, 
he  had  a  right  to  comment  on  the  proposi- 


tion, OTon  though  the  noble  Lord  had  not 
actually  called  upon  the  House  to  adopt  it. 
He  would  ask  their  Lordships  to  bear  in 
mind  the  private  efforts  which  were  beinff 
made  for  the  extension  of  the  parochial 
system.  There  was  the  Church  Pastoral 
Aid  Society,  for  the  appointment  and  pay- 
ment of  additional  curates  in  populous 
parishes,  which  Society  raised  with  diffi- 
culty £40,000  a  year.  There  was  the 
Curates'  Aid  Society,  having  the  same 
object  in  view,  and  raising  about  the  same 
amount  annually.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  there  was  scarcely  a  day  on  which 
each  of  their  Lordships  did  not  receive 
one  or  more  letters  applying  for  assistance 
to  Churches.  Their  Lorp^ips  were  aware 
of  the  judicious  exertions  being  made  by 
the  Bishop  of  London  and  the  Bishop  of 
Winchester  to  meet  the  spiritual  destitu- 
tion of  their  respective  diocesses.  Other 
right  rev.  Prelates  were  working  in  the 
same  direction  ;  but  he  believed  that  it 
would  be  with  difficulty,  if  at  all,  they 
would  succeed  in  raising  the  necessary 
amount  from  private  bounty.  He  remem- 
bered Bishop  Blomfield  saving  that  he 
wanted  for  London  alone  250  additional 
clergy,  which,  at  £200  a  year  for  each, 
would  require  an  outlay  of  £50,000  an- 
nually. And  surely  1,000  additional  clergy 
would  be  wanted  for  the  Provinces,  a  de- 
mand which,  at  the  same  rate,  would 
amount  in  the  whole  to  £250,000  a  year- 
He  would  direct  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  a  passage  in  the  fourth  Report 
of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  It 
was  in  these  words — 

"That  the  property  and  revenues  to  bo  rested 
in  and  paid  to  the  said  Commissioners,  under  these 
propositions,  be  (after  a  due  consideration  of  the 
wants  and  ciroumstanoes  of  the  place  in  which 
they  accrue)  applied,  except  as  herein  specified, 
to  the  purpose  of  making  additional  provision 
fbr  the  cure  of  souls  in  parishes  where  such  as- 
sistance is  most  required." 

He  would  admit,  but  only  for  sake  of  argu- 
ment, that  the  episcopal  service  was  in- 
sufficient. Better  it  should  be  so  than 
that  the  parochial  service  should  bo  in- 
sufficient. If  they  could  not  have  an  in- 
creased episcopacy  without  spiritual  desti- 
tution, let  them  not  have  it.  The  late 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  had  said  that 
he  should  not  be  satisfied  till  he  had  a  fold 
for  every  sheep,  and  a  shepherd  for  every 
fold.  He  thought  his  Grace  was  right ; 
and  he  now  protested  against  this  petitio  n 
for  an  extension  of  the  Episcopacy  at  the 
expense  of  the  parochial  system. 
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The  Bishop  op  OXFORD  gave  th« 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down  (the 
Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  credit  for  the  purest 
motives  in  the  conclusion  to  which  he  had 
come  on  this  subject,  and  he  agreed  with 
him  that  this  question  was  to  be  considered 
with  reference  to  what  was  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  of  the  people.  The  noble 
Barl  seemed  to  represent  that  the  petition 
had  been  brought  forward  in  the  interest 
of  the  episcopal  order ;  but  that  order  ex- 
isted only  for  the  benefit  of  the  mass  of 
the  people,  and  consequently  it  might  be 
that,  in  consenting  to  the  increase  of  the 
episcopacy,  their  Lordships  would  be  pro* 
moting  the  interests  of  the  poor  and  of 
the  mass  of  the  people.  Therefore  an 
assertion  that  their  Lordships  ought  to 
have  regard  to  the  wants  of  the  people 
was  no  argument,  because  the  noble  Earl 
must  go  one  step  further,  and  show  that 
by  concurring  in  the  prayer  of  the  petition 
they  would  not  be  promoting  the  interests 
of  the  mass  of  the  people,  in  the  most 
efficient  way  of  doing  so.  Taking  the 
main  question  on  the  lowest  ground — for 
he  thought  that,  in  a  great  country  like 
this,  the  ground  on  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  argued  it  was  the  lowest — so  far  from 
thinking  that  the  establishment  of  these 
three  new  episcopates  would  draw  away 
one  farthing  from  parochial  purposes,  it 
was  his  opinion  that  nothing  would  do  so 
much  to  stimulate  exertion  in  that  direc- 
tion as  this  moderate  increase  in  the 
episcopal  order.  The  experience  of  our 
colonies  and  our  experience  at  home  sup- 
ported his  view.  The  Bishop  having  charge 
of  an  entire  diocess  could  bring  the  wants 
of  the  parishes  home  to  the  holders  of 
property  and  capital  in  a  way  which  the 
clergyman  of  a  particular  parish  could  not. 
If  there  had  not  been  a  Bishop  of  London, 
they  would  not  have  had  the  Bishop  of 
London's  Fund.  The  same  might  be  said 
in  respect  of  the  Bishop  of  Winchester  and 
other  members  of  the  Episcopal  body. 
Where  would  these  funds  have  been  if 
there  had  been  no  Bishop  to  urge  and 
superintend  the  collection  of  the  money  ? 
That,  however,  was,  as  he  had  already 
observed,  arguing  the  question  on  the 
lowest  ground  ;  but  if  they  could  show  that 
there  were  large  districts  of  the  country 
which  were  not  sufficiently  supplied  with 
Episcopal  overlooking,  they  might  say  they 
wanted,  by  increasing  the  Bishops,  to  in- 
crease the  shepherds  under  them,  and  the 
folds  under  the  shepherds.  The  efficiency 
of  diocesan  management  did  not  depend 
The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury 


merely  on  the  multiplication  of  clergy  or 
of  ohnrches,  important  as  were  these  ele- 
ments of  success.  It  depended  more  on 
the  spirit  in  which  the  parishes  were 
worked,  in  which  the  pulpits  were  filled, 
in  which  the  cottages  were  visited  ;  and  it 
is  the  Bishop  who  must  be  the  main  in- 
strument in  encouraging  the  zealous,  in 
stirring  up  the  faint-hearted,  in  animating 
the  despondent — he  must  be  to  his  clergy 
the  example  and  the  mainspring  of  holy 
living  and  dying  for  the  people  committed 
to  their  care.  He  believed,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  good  and  not  bad  economy  if 
they  diverted,  not  publio  bounty,  but  some 
of  the  money  derived  from  the  Episcopal 
estates,  and  founded  with  it  the  mother 
centre  of  future  parishes,  instead  of  de- 
voting it  to  the  parishes  themselves.  But 
he  W0UI4  argue  the  matter  upon  another 
ground.  When  he  beheld  the  constantly 
growing  wealth  of  Great  Britain,  when  he 
heard  the  increase,  as  he  recently  had 
done,  reckoned  by  millions  by  an  eminent 
capitalist,  and  when  he  added  thereto  his 
conviction  that  deep  in  the  hearts  of  this 
mighty  and  wealthy  people  was  the  love 
of  their  God  and  their  religion,  he  could 
not  believe  that  if  an  appeal  were  rightly 
made  the  necessary  funds  would  be  want- 
ing. If  he  understood  his  remarks  aright 
his  most  rev.  Brother  stated  that  he  would 
be  satisfied  if  the  GoTernment  would  give 
an  assurance  that  if  private  beneficence 
removed  any  difficulty  with  regard  to  the 
funds  no  opposition  with  respect  to  the 
erection  of  those  sees  should  be  encountered 
in  other  quarters.  He  would  remind  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  in 
respect  to  the  cases  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred that  the  aspect  of  things  had  greatly 
changed  of  late  years,  and  that  if  the 
offer  were  repeated  he  believed  it  would  now 
be  received  in  a  different  spirit.  He  could 
not  help  referring,  before  he  sat  down,  to  an 
allusion  which  fell  from  his  noble  Friend 
who  presented  the  petition  with  reference 
to  the  pamphlet  published  in  his  diooesa 
many  years  ago,  and  in  a  moment  of  haste. 
If  he  did  not  refer  to  that  allusion  it 
might  possibly  convey  to  the  public  a  false 
impression,  and  give  pain  to  a  most  ex- 
cellent man.  He  might  safely  say  that 
he  had  not  in  the  whole  of  his  diocess  a 
layman  who  worked  with  him  more  heartily 
or  more  cordially  than  the  writer  of  the 
pamphlet,  nor  any  one  who  interested 
himself  more  sincerely  in  the  lay  machinery 
of  the  diocess.  He  must,  in  conclusion, 
express  a  hope  that  the  Government  would 
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haying  been  considerably  angmented  of 
late  years.  The  Reports  also  stated 
that  the  matter  was  one  which  would  de« 
senre  at  no  distant  period  the  interposition 
of  the  LegislaturOi  that  the  application  of 
these  funds  might  be  regulated.  The 
document  to  which  the  Commissioners 
referred  entered  very  minutely  into  all  the 
charities  of  the  City  of  London ;  and  a 
short  analysis  of  it  was  given  in  the 
Appendix  to  the  Report.  It  appeared 
that  the  parochial  charities  of  the  City  of 
London  amounted  altogether  to  £66,000 
a  year,  of  which  £26,000  was  a?ailable 
for  the  repair  and  general  purposes  of  the 
churches  in  the  City  of  Loudon.  These 
churches  now  occupied  a  very  different 
position  from  that  in  which  thej  were  a  short 
time  ago.  The  population  of  the  City  of 
London  had  greatly  decreased;  at  the  same 
time,  the  funds  available  for  parochial  pur- 
poses had  very  greatly  increased.  This 
was  so  strongly  felt  by  the  gentlemen  who 
were  interested  in  various  parishes  as  to 
the  distribution  of  these  funds,  that  in  one 
instance  they  had  even  gone  the  length 
of  preparing  a  scheme  with  the  intention 
of  submitting  it  to  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, whereby  large  parochial  funds 
which  they  believed  to  be  at  present 
wasted,  should  be  applied  to  middle  class 
education.  The  powers  of  the  Charity 
Commissioners,  however,  even  under  the 
Act  of  1860,  were  extremely  limited.  No 
movement,  as  he  understooll,  could  be 
made  with  reference  to  any  charity  which 
was  above  £50  per  annum,  unless  a  ma- 
jority of  the  local  trustees  themselves  ap- 
plied to  the  Charity  Commissioners  for  an 
alteration  of  their  trust.  Even  in  the  case 
of  charities  of  small  amount  there  was  a 
great  practical  difficulty  arising  from  the 
power  of  appeal  vested  in  any  person  who 
might  consider  himself  interested  in  the 
matter  ;  and  as  the  expenses  of  these  ap- 
peals were  generally  paid  out  of  the  charity 
funds,  it  was  obvious  that  appeals  were 
likely  to  be  very  numerous,  even  when 
there  was  no  very  great  cause  for  them. 
What,  therefore,  had  been  suggested  was 
that,  at  some  future  time,  the  area  through- 
out which  these  charities  are  dispersed, 
might  be  extended  so  as  to  include  not 
only  the  City,  but  the  actual  London  of 
the  present  day.  Certainly  the  present 
state  of  things  was  anomalous,  and  the 
impression  that  there  were  these  large 
funds  which  were  not  made  useful,  was 
extremely  detrimental  in  all  efforts  to 
improve  the  diocese  with  reference  to  the 
2  A 


receive  with  sympathy  and  give  their  con- 
sideration to  any  proposal  which  might 
be  made  with  reference  to  this  subject. 

The  Earl  op  CHICHESTER  expressed 
his  belief  that  a  moderate  extension  of 
the  episcopate  would  be  in  eyery  way  de- 
sirable. 

Thb  Earl  op  HARROWBY  also  be- 
lieved that  a  strong  case  had  been  made 
out  for  a  moderate  increase  of  the  episco- 
pate. It  should  be  remembered  that  the 
powers  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  had  been 
much  curtailed  by  law,  and  that  it  was 
chiefly  by  their  personal  influence  that  its 
members  exercised  authority.  He  thought 
it  would  even  be  advantageous  if  their  legal 
powers  were  somewhat  increased,  because 
according  to  the  present  state  of  the  law 
a  parochial  clergyman  could,  if  he  wished, 
act  in  conformity  with  doctrines  not  war- 
ranted by  the  Church  of  England,  without 
the  bishop  of  his  diocese  being  able  to  in- 
terfere. The  enormous  increase  which 
had  of  late  years  taken  place  in  the  work 
imposed  upon  bishops  naturally  called  for 
an  increase  of  their  number.  It  was  only 
by  personal  communication  with  his  clergy 
and  the  people  of  his  diocese  generally 
that  a  bishop  could  make  his  influence 
fully  felt ;  and  that  communication  would 
be  impossible  if  his  jurisdiction  extended 
over  vast  and  densely  populated  districts. 
It  was  therefore  desirable  that  the  personal 
influence  of  the  members  of  the  Episcopal 
Bench  should  be  increased  by  the  area  of 
their  dioceses  being  curtailed.  He  could 
not  but  hope,  therefore,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  give  their  best  and 
most  favourable  consideration  to  any  pro- 
posal which  might  be  made  in  this  direc- 
tion ;  believing  as  he  did  that  a  moderate 
extension  of  the  episcopate  would  tend  to 
promote  the  welfare  of  the  Church. 

Petition  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

CHARITIES  OF  THE  CITIES  OF  LONDON 
AND  WESTMINSTER. 

MOTION  FOB  A  PAPER. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON,  in  moving 

'*  That  the  Digest  of  the  Parochial  Charities  of 
tho  Cities  of  London  and  Westminster,  referred 
to  in  the  Eleventh  and  Twelfth  Reports  of  tho 
Charity  Commissioners,  be  laid  before  the 
House," 

said,  that  the  income  of  these  charities 
throughout  the  kingdom  was  stated  in 
these  Reports  to  be  somewhat  more  than 
jC150,000  a  year,  their  productiveness 
YOL.  CLXXX,    [third  bebies.] 
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piirooliiAl  •jstem ;  beoaiue  it  naiorftllj 
ooeurred  to  every  one  that,  before  going 
to  other  pubUo  funds,  or  appealing  Tery 
earnestly  to  prirate  benevolesce,  they 
ought  to  see  that  the  funds  aotnally  pos- 
sessed were  thoroughly  well  used. 

Motion  agned  to. 
[Pari  Paper,  No.  3461.] 

THE  BURIAL  SERVICE. 
iiirjBsnoir. 

Lord  EBURT,  in  rising,  aoeording  to 
notice, 

"To  inqairewhat  steps  bare  been  taken  in 
order  to  remove  the  Grieranoe  which  exists  in 
the  present  indiscriminate  Use  of  the  Burial 
Semoe,  and  to  obtain  a  Revision  of  the  Lec- 
tionarj  of  the  Established  Church  ;  also,  if  any 
measores  are  in  contemplation  to  remedy  certain 
Practices  in  the  Perfonnanoe  of  Divine  Service 
of  which  Complaint  is  made," 
said,  their  Lordships  would  probably  re- 
member that  two  years  ago  he  proposed 
a  Motion  for  an  Address  for  a  Royal  Com- 
mission in  order  to  consider  the  best  me- 
thod of  obviating  evils  arising  from  (he 
almost  indiscriminate  use  of  the  Burial 
Service  by  law  established.  Ou  that  occa- 
sion the  gravity  of  the  case  was  admitted 
by  all  who  took  part  in  the  debate  which 
ensued,  and  specially  by  the  roost  rev. 
the  Primate,  and  three  or  four  other  right 
rev.  Prelates  who  spoke  on  the  subject. 
He  did  not,  however,  press  the  Motion, 
because  he  was  glad  to  leave  the  matter 
in  tho  hands  of  the  most  rev.  Primate, 
who  undertook  to  consult  the  clergy  and 
see  whether  he  could  not  bring  forward 
some  measure  to  remedy  the  evil.  Last 
year  he  inquired  whether  it  was  his  Grace's 
intention  to  propose  anything  to  remove 
the  grievance  ?  and  his  Grace's  reply  was 
that  he  had  taken  means  of  consulting 
the  clergy,  and  finding  that  on  overwhelm- 
ing majority  of  them  objected  to  any  change 
whatever,  he  had  nothing  to  propose.  Upon 
this  he  (Lord  Ebury)  gave  notice  of  his 
intention  again  to  bring  the  Service  be- 
fore the  House,  and  was  about  to  do  so 
when  he  received  an  intimation  that  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  thought  he  saw  a  way 
of  dealing  with  the  question  without  alter- 
ing the  Service.  He  was  sure  his  most 
rev.  Friend  would  bear  him  witness  that 
he  neyer  concurred  in  his  opinion  that  this 
proposed  mode  of  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject was  practicable;  but,  so  anxious  was 
he  to  leate  the  matter  in  his  hands  that 
he  at  once  withdrew  his  Motion.  They 
were  now  approaching  the  terminationt  not 
27i4  JBishop  0/ London 


only  of  another  Session,  but  of  a  Parlia- 
ment; nothing,  that  he  was  aware  of,  had 
been  done  in  this  direction,  and  he  was  sure 
he  would  not  think  it  impertinent  if  he 
asked  his  most  rev.  Friend  the  question 
in  relation  to  the  Burial  Service  of  which 
he  had  given  notice  ?  He  wished  also  te 
include  in  his  question  the  Leetionary  of 
the  Church,  the  Table  of  Lessons,  which 
his  most  rev.  Friend  also  underto<^  to 
deal  with ;  and  after  what  passed  in  this 
House  on  Friday  last  with  referenoe  to 
the  statements  made  by  a  noble  Marquess 
opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Westmeath) 
which  not  only  were  not  denied,  b«t  ad- 
mitted and  deplored,  he  wished  to  a^ 
further  whether  his  most  rey.  Friend  was 
able  to  say  if  any  measures  were  in  con- 
templation haying  referenoe  to  these  mat- 
ters? 

The  Abohbishop  of  CANTERBUBT, 
in  reply  to  the  three  Questions  put  by  his 
noble  Friend,  would  state,  that  last  year 
he  had  intimated  his  entire  willingness,  in 
concurrence  with  his  right  rev.  Brethren, 
to  acquiesce  in  the  appointment  of  a  Royal 
Commission  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
revision  of  the  Leetionary;  but,  at  the 
commencement  of  this  year  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  introduce  a  Bill  for  alter- 
ing the  terms  of  subscription,  and  the 
Home  Secretary,  with  whom  these  matters 
generally  rested,  intimated  that  one  subiect 
of  this  kind  was  enough  at  a  time,  and  at 
his  desire  the  subject  was  postponed  for 
another  year.  With  regard  to  the  Ques- 
tion touching  the  Ritual,  he  had  to  answer, 
that  neither  he  nor  his  right  rey.  Brethren 
had  yet  in  contemplation  any  measure 
which  would  put  an  end  to  the  practices 
complained  of.  And  with  regard  to  the 
Burial  Service,  he  had  before  intimated  his 
entire  disinclination  to  any  alteration  in 
the  Service  itself ;  but,  if  any  mode  of  re- 
moving what  he  admitted  to  be  a  grievance, 
without  touching  the  Service,  could  be 
suggested,  he  should  be  glad  to  consider 
it.  He  honestly  confessed,  however,  that 
he  did  not  yet  see  any  mode  of  doing 
so. 

The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY  asked 
the  most  rev.  Primate,  whether  he  would 
be  prepared  to  include  among  the  subjects 
of  inquiry  by  the  Royal  Commission,  the 
appointment  of  which  he  had  recommended, 
the  propriety  of  altering  the  following  ru- 
bric which  appeared  under  the  "  Order  for 
Morning  and  Evening  Prayer  ?" — 

'*  And  here  it  is  to  be  noted  that  all  snob  or- 
naments of  the  Church,  and  of  the  Mtsistsis 
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thereof,  at  all  times  of  their  miDistration,  shall  be 
retained  and  be  in  nse,  as  were  in  this  Cbnroh 
of  England,  hj  the  authority  of  Parliament,  in 
the  second  year  of  the  reign  of  Edward  the 
Sixth." 

Thb  Archbishop  op  CANTERBURY 
said,  that  he  should  not  like  to  give  a  de- 
finite answer  to  this  question  without  con- 
salting  his  right  reT.  Brethren. 

PARTNERSHIP  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(no.  162.)     KBPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

Lord  WENSLEYDALB  mor>ed  to 
insert  the  ftllowiog  Amendments  after 
Clause  1  :— 

In  order  to  entitle  any  Person,  so  lending  Money, 
to  the  Benefit  of  this  Act,  the  following  Partica- 
lars  shall  be  registered  in  the  Manner  hereinafter 
prorided : 

(1.)  The  Surname  and  Christian  Name  or  other 
Name  or  Names  in  full«  and  the  Place  or  Places 
of  Residence,  of  the  Lender  and  of  the  Partner, 
or,  if  more  than  One,  the  Partners,  to  whom  the 
Money  is  so  adranoed. 

(2.)  The  Nature  of  the  Trade  or  Undertaking 
and  of  the  Place  or  Places  at  which  it  is  carried 
on  or  to  be  carried  on. 

(3.)  The  Name  of  the  Firm  or  Style  in  which 
the  said  Trade  or  Undertaking  is  or  is  to  be  car- 
ried on. 

(4.)  The  fall  Particnbirs  of  the  Contract  by 
which  the  Adrance  of  Money  by  way  of  Loan  is 
agreed  to  be  made. 

The  Registrar  of  Joint  Stock  Companies  shall 
be  the  Registrar,  and  shall  keep  a  separate  Re- 
gister for  the  Registration  of  Trades  and  Under- 
takings under  this  Act. 

Every  Registration  shall  he  effected  within 
Fifteen  Days  after  the  Contract  for  the  Advance 
of  Money  to  the  Person  or  Persons  engaged  or 
about  to  engage  in  the  Trade  or  Undertaking  shall 
have  been  entered  into ;  and  no  Person  lending 
Money  shall  be  entitled  to  the  Benefit  of  this  Act 
in  respect  thereof  unless  the  seyeral  Sums  specified 
in  the  Registration  shall  he  loot  to  the  Person 
borrowing  the  same  at  the  Time  or  at  the  Tiroes 
respectively  specified  in  that  Behalf  in  such  Re* 
gistration,  or  within  Fourteen  Days  thereof. 

No  Part  of  the  Money  lent  under  the  Provisions 
of  this  Act  shall  be  repaid,  satisfied,  or  secured  in 
any  Manner  before  the  Expiration  of  the  Time 
registered  as  aforesaid  in  that  Behalf. 

Any  Person  so  advancing  Money  who  shall 
violate  the  Provisions  of  the  foregoing  Sections, 
or  either  of  them,  shall  become  and  be  a  General 
Partner  with  the  Person  to  whom  it  is  lent. 

Provided  also,  that  such  Person  or  Persons  to 
whom  such  Advances  by  way  of  Loan  shall  be 
made  shall  cause  in  all  Bills  of  Exchange,  Promis- 
sory Notes,  Cheques,  Orders  for  Money,  Bills  of 
Parcels,  Invoices,  Receipts,  Letters,  and  other 
Writings  used  in  the  Transaction  of  the  Business 
of  the  Uompany  to  be  added  the  Word,  Registered, 
to  his  Name  or  Partnership  Name. 

Lord  OHELMSFORH  said,  he  oon- 
oarred  in  the  Amendments  of  his  noble 


Friend.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford),  howeyer, 
agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
(Lord  Cranworth),  in  not  being  able  to 
discover  any  difference  in  principle  between 
a  person  receiving  a  fixed  interest  for  a 
sum  of  money  which  he  advanced,  and 
being  paid  a  fluctuating  interest  by  taking 
a  share  of  the  profits.  But  he  confessed 
that  ho  had  a  lingering  prejudice  in  favour 
of  tho  view  that  a  person  who  took  a 
share  of  the  profits  ought  to  bear  his 
share  of  the  losses.  The  Bill  before  the 
House  would  lead  to  a  revolution  in  the  law 
of  partnership,  and  what  might  be  the  effect 
of  it  upon  the  character  and  commercial 
credit  of  the  country  it  was  impossible  to 
say.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  made  an  admirable  speech  the 
other  evening,  in  moving  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  and  after  listening  to  that 
speech  their  Lordships  were  quite  prepared 
to  accept  the  measure  as  it  stood.  But  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  while  he  placed 
the  advantages  of  the  Bill  in  a  strong  light, 
took  care  to  throw  into  the  shade  all  the 
objections.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford)  ventured 
to  submit  to  their  Lordships  that  when 
they  were  about  to  enter  into  an  untried 
system  of  law,  such  as  this  Bill  proposed, 
it  would  not  be  proper  for  the  Legisla* 
ture  to  take  such  a  step  without  taking 
care  to  provide  all  proper  safeguards.  A 
useful  lesson  might  be  learnt  from  their 
neighbours,  the  French,  amongst  whom 
there  has  been  established  for  some  time 
the  partnership  called  iocieti  en  common' 
dite,  in  which  the  general  partners  are 
liable  for  the  whole  of  the  society's  obliga- 
tions, while  the  commanditaire  is  liable 
only  to  the  amount  of  the  capital  he  has 
put  into  the  concern.  Thus  there  is 
combined  a  general  and  a  limited^ partner- 
ship. In  a  partnership  of  this  kind  it 
is  necessary  that  there  should  be  regis- 
tration, and  in  particular  that  there  should 
bo  stated  the  amount  advanced  to  the 
partnership  by  the  commanditaire.  The 
registered  particulars  are  afterwards  affixed 
to  the  walls  of  the  Tribunal  of  Commerce. 
Certainly  if  the  French  think  it  necessary 
that  there  should  be  registration  in  order 
that  the  public  might  know  the  persons 
with  whom  they  were  dealing,  d  fortiori, 
in  a  case  where  a  man  is  to  be  allowed 
to  receive  a  large  portion  of  the  profits 
without  being  a  partner  the  public  should 
have  warning  of  the  terms  upon  which  the 
business  is  carried  on.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  was  impossible  for  him  not 
to  agree  with  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
2  A  2 
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and  learned  Friend,  and  he  trusted  that 
their  Lordships  would  pause  before  they 
passed  the  Bill  without  some  such  safe- 
guard as  was  now  proposed. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said,  he 
should  be  extremely  sorry  if  the  good  work 
done  in  giving  this  Bill  a  second  reading 
should  be  annulled  and  their  progress  re- 
traced in  the  manner  proposed  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  Amendments.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  spoken  of  the 
difficulty  of  divesting  our  mmds  of  early 
impressions,  and  lawyers  certainly  were 
not  exempt  from  this  difficulty.  The  truth 
was  that  from  their  earliest  education  they 
imbibed  the  principle  that  the  rule  of  law 
was  right — ^they  published  it  in  their  opi- 
nions, they  carried  it  into  effect  in  their 
judgments,  and  the  feeling  increased  and 
intensified  until  it  seemed  a  kind  of  sacri- 
lege to  question  its  accuracy.  What  this 
Bill  proposed  was  not  to  reverse  a  positive 
principle  of  law,  but  a  rule  which  was 
founded  on  a  mistaken  decision,  and  which, 
repeated  from  mouth  to  mouth  with  a  kind 
of  superstitious  authority,  had  grown  to  bo 
reverenced  as  an  irreversible  principle  of 
law.  What  the  Bill  did  say,  and  what 
their  Lordships,  by  giving  it  a  second  read- 
ing, had  affirmed,  was  this — that  a  trader 
might  be  at  liberty  to  borrow,  in  the  same 
manner  as  any  other  person,  upon  the  best 
terms  and  conditions  he  could.  If  he 
could  borrow  on  the  condition  of  giving 
part  of  his  profits,  instead  of  paying  a  de- 
finite rate  of  interest,  then  he  should  be  at 
liberty  to  do  so.  What  reason  or  justice 
could  there  be  in  preventing  him  from 
doing  this  ?  The  observations  of  his  two 
noble  and  learned  Friends  came  to  this — 
that  a  great  deal  of  mischief  would  ensue 
from  this  secret  dealing — but  what  it  was 
they  did  not  condescend  to  tell  their  Lord- 
ships. This  was  the  kind  of  terrible  thing 
with  which  children  were  frightened.  At 
present  a  trader  might  borrow  at  any  rate 
of  interest  he  pleased.  The  contract  was 
good.  The  lender  need  not  be  known, 
although  the  terms  might  be  such  as  would 
grind  the  trader  down  and  prevent  him 
deriving  anything  like  a  fair  remuneration 
from  his  business.  That  was  one  instance 
in  which  there  was  no  registration  ;  and 
what  evil  results  had  flowed  from  it  ? 
When  the  usury  laws  were  abolished  they 
had  been  the  idols  of  many  generations, 
they  had  been  looked  on  almost  as  matters 
of  religion,  and  yet  they  expired  with  the 
approbation  of  all  men.  Had  any  evil  re- 
sults followed  from  these  laws  coming  to 
Lord  Chelmsford 


an  end  ?  A  man  might  be  a  secret  part- 
ner now,  and  no  registration  was  required. 
The  instances  referred  to  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  in  the  French  law  was  that 
of  anonymous  partnerships,  not  partner- 
ships en  commandite^  and  in  similar  part- 
nerships our  own  law  required  the  regis- 
tration of  the  partners.  Registration  was 
required  in  the  case  of  joint  stock  compa- 
nies ;  but  that  was  an  obligation  attached 
t6  the  privilege  of  a  great  number  of  indi- 
viduals being  associated  together,  none  of 
whose  names  would  otherwise  be  known  to 
the  world,  and  it  was  not  done  by  reason 
of  fear,  but  for  the  sake  of  the  partnership, 
which  would  not  get  credit  if.no  one  knew 
of  whom  it  was  composed.  What  was 
proposed  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would,  in  fact,  be  utterly  destructive  to  the 
trade.  Noble  Lords  were  aware  how  ex- 
tremely sensitive  credit  was,  and  if  at  the 
same  time  that  the  trader  were  given  the 
means  of  borrowing  money  on  fair  terms, 
the  obligation  were  imposed  on  him  of 
publishing  to  the  world  that  he  had  been 
obliged  to  borrow  money,  how  long  would 
his  credit  last  ?  The  Bill  might  as  well 
be  put  behind  the  fire  at  once  if  it  was  to 
have  a  condition  of  this  kind  annexed  to 
it.  In  the  House  of  Commons  this  very 
point  was  very  anxiously  discussed  by  men 
of  the  greatest  mercantile  experience,  and 
upon  an  examination  of  the  arguments  one 
way  and  the  other  no  one  could  fail  to  see 
that  it  had  been  demonstrated  that  the 
proposal  was  utterly  at  variance  with  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  would  destroy  it, 
and  that  there  was  no  ground  whatever 
for  requiring  it.  He  could  see  no  reason 
why  a  restriction  should  be  placed  on  the 
liberty  of  the  trader  to  borrow  which  was 
not  placed  on  anybody  else,  and  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  sanction  the 
Amendment. 

Lord  ST.  LEONARDS  said,  he  had 
frequently  heard  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  recommend  the  House  to  disregard 
the  opinions  held  in  past  times,  but  he  con- 
fessed for  himself  that  he  did  feel  some 
respect  for  those  who  had  gone  before  him, 
and  for  the  principles  they  had  laid  down. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  was  far  above 
this  feeling.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
said,  the  present  rule  was  founded  on  a  mis- 
take; but  why  were  they  to  assume  that  all 
the  learned  authorities  of  past  times  had  been 
unable  to  detect  the  mistake,  and  that  it 
was  left  for  the  present  age  to  discover  for 
the  first  time  the  true  principle  of  action  ? 
Were  they  of  the  present  time  to  arrogate 
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to  themselves  that  sort  of  authority  that 
would  entitle  them  to  disregard  everything 
that  had  been  established  before  their 
time  ?  Then  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
told  them,  that  if  they  admitted  the  Amend- 
ment they  might  as  well  put  the  Bill  be- 
hind the  fire ;  but  let  their  Lordships 
consider  what  was  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  simply  to  give  to  the  public  that  kind 
of  knowledge  that  would  be  sufficient  to 
prevent  men  from  embarking  their  money 
without  knowing  what  security  they  had. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  said,  that 
what  was  proposed  to  deal  with  was  not  in 
effect  a  partnership ;  but  he  (Lord  St. 
Leonards)  must  say  that  by  the  law  of 
England,  as  it  now  stood,  it  was  a  partner- 
ship. By  this  Bill  they  proposed  to  allow 
for  the  first  time  a  trader  to  allow  another 
to  take  a  share  of  his  profits  without  assum- 
ing the  liability  of  a  partner.  What  they 
should  guard  against  was  that  a  man  might 
trade  apparently  for  himself,  whereas  in 
reality  he  was  only  trustee  of  the  profits 
for  another  person.  Under  the  proposed  law 
a  man  might  advance  money  to  a  trader  on 
condition  that  he  should  receive  three- 
fourths  of  the  profits.  The  trader  would 
then  get  credit  from  others  who  might 
think  he  was  in  a  sound  position,  being  un- 
aware of  the  private  arrangement  with  the 
lender  of  the  capital.  He  could  assure 
their  Lordships  that  there  was  a  great 
feeling  of  apprehension  in  the  country  in 
reference  to  this  Bill,  but  there  had  not 
been  full  time  for  the  expression  of  that 
opinion.  He  had  himself  presented  two 
petitions  to  their  Lordships,  from  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Dundee  and 
the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  Merchants 
of  Edinburgh,  and  both  petitions  contained 
exactly  the  same  complaints  of  the  absence 
of  publicity  in  such  transactions  as  were 
about  to  be  authorized.  He  had  also  re- 
ceived a  letter  from  a  gentleman  who  had 
been  in  a  large  way  of  buiiness,  and  who 
had  establishments  both  in  London  and 
Lyons.  The  gentleman  took  a  warm  in- 
terest in  this  Bill.     He  wrote— 

"  To  my  mind  there  is  something  firightfnl  in 
contemplating  the  fraud,  iitigatioD,  and  uncer- 
tainty that  mast  ensue  from  the  Bill  if  it  is  passed 
in  its  present  shape.  An  English  partnership 
will  be  as  uncertain  and  equivooal  as  a  Sootch 
marriage,  and  oommeroial  credit  will  be  much 
endangered." 

He  added— 

**  Only  ten  days  ago  I  showed  the  proposed  BUI 
to  the  Judge  ^  the  Tribunal  of  Gonuneroe  in 


Lyons,  and  he  shook  his  head  and  held  up  his 
hands  in  amazement." 

He  (Lord  St.  Leonards)  spoke  in  the  into* 
rest  of  the  trader,  when  he  advocated  a 
certain  amount  of  publicity  in  these  trans* 
actions.  The  usury  laws,  which  had  been 
referred  to,  were  notanalogous  to  the  present 
case  ;  •  they  affected  all  classes,  and  not  the 
trading  class  only.  Several  recent  Acts  of 
Parliament  had  established  the  principle 
which  he  sought  to  introduce  into  this 
Bill — that  of  registering  liabilities,  so  that 
all  the  world  might  know  the  solvency  or 
insolvency  of  the  man  with  whom  they 
were  dealing.  If  a  man,  for  instance,  gave 
a. warrant  of  attorney  to  confess  judgment 
his  creditor  must  publish  that  document  by 
registering  it.  The  wholesale  traders  were 
beginning  to  feel  that  if  this  Bill  passed  they 
would  not  know  whom  to  trust,  or  whether 
a  man  was  carrying  on  a  business  for  his  own 
interest  or  in  the  interest  of  other  parties. 
A  more  important  measure,  as  regarded 
trade  and  commerce,  than  that  before  their 
Lordships  had  never  been  introduced  into 
Parliament,  and  time  would  tell  whether 
the  warning  uttered  from  his  side  of  the 
House  was  well  or  ill  founded. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
—Contents  14;  Not-K^ontents  39:  Ma- 
jority 25. 

Amendment  negcUived, 


CONTENTS. 


Derhy,  E. 
Hardwicke,  £. 
Malmesbnry,  E 
Venilam,  £. 


Clements,  L.     (^.Xet- 

Denman,  L. 

Kingsdown,  L. 

Redesdale,  L. 

Saint  Leonards,  L. 

Wen8leydale,L.[2Wfcr.] 
Chelmsford,  L.[7V2for.]    Wynford,  L: 
ChurstoD,  L. 


Hawarden,  Y. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 

We8tbury,L.(X.  CAoit-    Suffolk  and  Berkshire, 
eellcr.)  £. 


Grafton,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 

Aileshury,  M. 

Airlie,  E. 
Albemarle,  E. 
Chichester,  E. 
Clarendon,  E. 
De  Grey,  E. 
Ducie,  E. 
Grey,  E. 
Harrowby,  E. 
Nelson,  £. 
Romney,  £. 
Saint  Germans,  E. 


£versley,  V. 
Falmouth,  V. 
Torrington,  V. 

Abinger,  L. 
Belper,  L. 
Camoys,  L. 
Ohesbam,  L. 
Clandeboye,  L.  (L.  Zhrf^ 

ferin  and  Clandtoye,) 
Cranworth,  L. 
Dartrey,   L.  {L.  Ore* 

morne,) 
De  Manl^,  L. 
De  Tabley,  L. 
Foley,  L.    ITOer.] 
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€hfanard»  L.  (^.  Ora-  Seymour,    L.    (E.  St, 

nard.)  Maur,) 

Hastings,  L,  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 

Leigh,  L.  Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 

Mostyn,  U  Wenlook,  L. 

Ponsonby,  L.  {E.  Be$$-  Wentworth,  L, 

horwgh.)    iTeUer.l 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  propose  which  had  become 
infinitely  more  important  and  necessary 
for  the  protection  of  the  public,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  rejection  of  those  safeguards 
Tfhioh  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
brought  forward  for  the  registration  of  the 
particular  contract  into  which  a  party  en- 
tered for  the  loan  of  money.  A  person 
advancing  money  to  carry  on  a  business 
would  always  have  access  to  the  books. 
If  the  concern  flourished,  he  would  be  con- 
tent with  the  profits  he  had  stipulated  to 
receive  ;  but  it  he  saw  there  was  danger, 
and  the  trade  was  likely  to  prove  a  failing 
one,  he  would  immediately  withdraw  his 
capital,  render  himself  safe,  and  leave  to 
the  other  creditors  a  man  of  no  substance 
for  the  satisfaction  of  their  debts.  He 
therefore  proposed  that  if  within  twelve 
months  after  the  lender  had  withdrawn  his 
money,  bankruptcy,  or  insolvency,  or  a 
composition  with  creditors  should  take 
plaoe,  or  the  person  conducting  the  business 
should  die  insolvent,  the  money  withdrawn 
should  be  liable  to  the  debts  of  the  con- 
cern, or  so  much  thereof  as  the  assets  of  the 
partnership  should  be  insufficient  to  satisfy. 

An  Amendment  movedy  in  Page  1, 
Line  U,  after  ("  such  ")  insert  the  fol- 
lowing clause : — 

*'  If  the  Lender  of  such  Loan  shall  withdraw 
the  same  or  any  Part  thereof  from  the  Trade  or 
Undertaking,  and  within  a  Tear  afterwards  the 
Trader  shall  be  adjudged  bankrupt,  or  shall  take 
the  Benefit  of  any  Act  for  the  Relief  of  Insolvent 
Debtors,  or  shall  enter  into  any  A|reement  to  pay 
his  Creditors  less  than  Twenty  Shillings  in  the 
Pound,  or  shall  die  in  insolvent  Circumstances, 
the  Sum  so  withdrawn  shall  be  applicable  to  the 
Payment  of  the  Debts  and  Liabilities  incurred  in 
carrying  on  such  Trade  or  Undertaking."— (Xorrf 
Chekntford.) 

LoBD  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY  op- 
posed the  Amendment  as  unnecessary.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  having  been  already 
affirmed,  it  was  not,  in  his  opinion,  com- 
petent to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to 
treat  as  a  partner  a  person  who  lent  money 
0ut  of  his  share  in  the  profits.  Sufficient 
security  would  be  given  to  the  public  by 
the  clause  which  provided  that  the  claims 
of  the  lender  should,  in  case  of  bank- 
ruptcy, be  postponed  until  all  other  cre- 
ditors had  been  aatisfied. 


LoBD  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  in  the 
case  which  he  had  suggested  the  lender 
would  have  withdrawn  his  money,  and 
therefore  would  not  be  a  creditor  or  haye 
any  claim  to  be  postponed. 

Thb  lord  chancellor  thought 
that  the  existing  law  as  to  fraudulent  pre- 
ferences would  be  sufficient  to  attain  the 
object  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
had  in  view.  He  objected  to  the  provi- 
sion that  money  withdrawn  within  twelve 
months  of  bankruptcy  should  be  recovered 
by  the  creditors,  that  it  was  possible  that 
none  of  those  who  were  creditors  at  the 
time  of  the  bankruptcy  might  have  been 
creditors  when  the  money  was  withdrawn. 

Amendment  negaiiYed. 

Clause  5  (In  case  of  Bankruptcy,  Ac, 
Lender  not  to  rank  with  other  Creditors). 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Chelmsford,  the 
words  "  or  such  Widow  or  Child"  itruck 
out 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  on  Monday  next. 

BOOHDALE  YIOABAGE   BILL   [H.L.] 

A  Bill  to  regulate  the  Appointment  of  a  Viomr 
or  Incumbent  to  the  Yiciurage  of  the  Parish 
Ohuroh  of  Rochdale  in  the  County  of  Lancaster 
and  in  the  Diooese  of  Manchester— Was  presented 
by  The  Earl  of  Chichjistkr  ;  read  !•;  and  to  bo 
printed.    (No.  213.) 

NATAL  DISGIPLIlfE  ACT  AlIEMDMENT  BILL 
[H.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  NaTal  Discipline  Act,  1864 
-^YfMpreeerUed  by  The  Duke  of  Sombisei  ;  read 
1» ;  to  hepritOed.    (No.  2U.) 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  June  2^,  1865, 

MINUTES.]  —  Nbw  Mbubbb  Sworh  *- Thomas 
Brassey,  esqnire,  the  younger, /or  Devonport. 

Sblbot  GoMifiTTBB — iJe5pw«--0n  Shannon  Birer 
(No.  400)  * ;  Tenure  and  ImproToment  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  (No.  402)*;  Education  (No.  403).* 

PuBuc  Bills — .FVr«<  iS^oi^ti^MaiTiages  (Lam- 
bourne)*  [Xonif]  [237]  ;  Railways  Debentures, 
Ac.  Registry  •  [iordlf]  [241] ;  Admiralty,  Ac. 
Acts  Repeal  \Lordt]  [242];  Admiralty  Powers, 
Ac.  •  [Lords]  [248] ;  I>ookyard  Forts  Regula- 
tion* [Ixn^l  [3**3- 
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CammUiee  —  Consolidated  Pond  (Appropriation) ; 
Poor  Lmt  Board  Oontinoaaoe,  do.  (re^comm,) 
[218];    Indemnity  •  [284] ;    Expiring    Laws 


Gontinoanoe  *  [285] ;  Compound  Spirits  Ware- 
housing* [288]  ;  Inland  Revenue*  [2071. 

i20jM>r<— Local  Goremment  Supplemental  (No.8)* 
[209] ;  Tompike  Trosts  Arrangements  *  [225] ; 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)  ;  Poor 
Law  Boani  Continuance,  icire-comm.)  [218]; 
Indemnity  *  [284]  ;  Ezpiriog  Laws  Cootinu- 
anoe  *[285] ;  Compound  Spirits  Warehousing  * 
[288]  ;  Inland  Revenue  •  [2071. 

CcntUkred  at  amenddir^Y'm  Brigade  (Metro- 
polis) [280] ;  Colonial  Goyernors  (Retiring 
rensions)  [188];  Local  GoTomment  Supple- 
mental (No.  5)  ^  [209]. 

Third  i20a<^ti^F---Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Publie  Audit*  [2091;  War  Department 
Tram  (Devon)*  [LardM]  [204];  Turnpike 
Trusts  Arrangements*  [225];  Fire  Brigade 
(Metropolis)*  [280]. 

CONSOLIDATED  FUND  APPROPRIATION 
'RVLL.^COMMITTEE. 

Bill  comidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1. 

Mb.  AUGUSTUS  SMITH  said,  that 
the  Bill  was  a  great  improTement  on  for- 
mer Appropriation  Bills,  which,  generally 
speaking,  had  not  heen  printed,  and  were 
drawn  up  in  a  manner  diffionlt  to  he  nn- 
derstood.  He  trusted  that  the  improre- 
ment  would  he  extended  to  the  puhlic  ao- 
eonnts.  At  present  there  were  no  means 
of  making  a  satisfactory  comparison  he- 
tween  one  year  and  another.  As  far  as 
he  could  make  out,  it  seemed  that  there 
was  a  permanent  increase  to  the  amount 
of  £141,000  in  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
The  sums  paid  for  superannuations  were 
actually  one-fourteenth  of  the  whole  Re- 
yenueoftheyear.  No  less  than  £5,000,000 
a  year  were  spent  in  superannuation  and 
retiring  allowances  in  the  yarious  Depart- 
ments of  the  puhlic  sertice.  A  paper  had 
heen  put  into  the  hands  of  Members  that 
morning,  in  which  the  Goternment  took 
credit  for  a  reduction  of  £166,895  in  the 
Ciril  Seryice  Estimates.  That  reduction 
appeared  to  him  to  he  deceptiye. 

Mb.  peel  said,  that  the  Appropriation 
Bill,  in  its  present  amended  term,  stated 
the  amount  of  the  yarious  grants  in  figures 
instead  of,  as  formerly,  in  words ;  it 
ayoided  useless  repetitions  of  the  same 
words,  it  remoyed  from  the  hody  of  the 
Act  to  the  Schedule  the  yarious  items  ;  it 
arranged  into  classes  the  seyeral  Votes, 
and  enabled  any  one  readily  to  find  the 
partienlar  grant  he  wished  to  trace.  The 
hon.  Member  was  not  justified  in  speaking 
of  the  paper  in  question  as  deceptiye.    It 


was  a  comparison  between  the  present  and 
last  year.  The  reduction  arose  chiefly 
from  their  being  no  Vote  this  year  for  the 
redemption  of  the  Scheldt  Dues.  Con- 
sidering how  many  new  Votes  there  were 
in  the  present  year—  the  Votes,  for  ex- 
ample, for  the  Fire  Brigade,  for  the  Re- 
gistry of  Deeds  Office,  for  Flax  Cultiyation 
in  Ireland,  for  Agricultural  Statistics  in 
England,  and  for  Harwich  Harbour  —  it 
was  satisfactury  that  the  amount  required 
was  less  than  that  yoted  last  year. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

House  reiumed. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  3^  on  Monday  next. 

FIRE  BRIGADE  (METROPOLIS)  BILL. 
[bill  230.]      00N8IDBRATI0H. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eomidered. 

Clause  18  (Contributions  by  Ooyemment 
towards  Expense  of  Brigade). 

Mr.  BLACKBURN  said,  it  was  intended 
to  !9)aintain  this  Fire  Brigade  by  a  local 
rate,  at  not  exceeding  a  halfpenny  in  the 
pound,  but  instead  of  extending  the  rate  to 
Goyernment  property,  in  which  there  would 
doubtless  be  difficulty,  the  sum  of  £10,000 
per  annum  was  to  be  paid  on  account  of 
the  national  property  in  the  metropolis. 
That  was  assuming  it  to  be  of  the  annual 
falue  of  £4,800,000,  or  one-fourth  of  the 
whole  rateable  property  of  the  metropolis. 
He  could  not  admit  the  accuracy  of  this 
calculation,  and  in  order  that  the  same  law 
should  apply  to  national  as  to  priyate  pro- 
perty, he  should  moye  an  Amendment  to 
that,  effect. 

Sir  JOHN  SHBLLET  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  OlauBO  18,  page  6,  line  26,  to  leaye  out  the 
words  ''the  sum  of  ten  tbouaand  pounds,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  words  *'  a  sum  equal  to  the 
amount  that  would  be  leTiable  hj  a  rate  of  one- 
halfpeonj  in  the  pound  on  the  full  and  fair  annual 
value  of  idl  such  property  within  the  Metropolis 
belonging  to  the  Crown,  or  to  any  Department  of 
QoTomment,  as  would  be  rated  to  the  relief  of 
the  poor  were  the  said  property  rateable  tot  that 
purpose,"— (16-.  Blackburn,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Mb.  T.  0.  BARING  said,  it  was  almost 
impossible  to  estimate  the  benefieial  oo- 
cupation  of  the  Oofernment  property  in 
the  metropolis.  It  was  only  necessary  to 
mention  BuckiDgham  Paboe,  for  example. 
Again,  from  Woolwioh  to  Fimlico  there 
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was  GoverDment  property  of  enormous 
value,  the  loss  of  which  would  affect,  not 
only  the  conyenience,  but  in  some  cases 
the  safety  of  the  country.  Two  Commit- 
tees of  that  House  had  been  of  opinion 
that  a  contribution  of  £10,000  would  not 
be  two  much  for  the  Government  to  pay 
towards  the  new  Fire  Brigade.  He  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  press 
an  Amendment  which  would  overturn  the 
whole  arrangement  on  which  the  Bill  was 
founded. 

Lord  FERMOY  said,  the  inhabitants  of 
the  metropolis  had  come  very  badly  out 
of  the  negotiation  as  it  stood;  and  the 
Amendment  would  make  matters  still 
irorse. 

Question,  **  That  the  words  *  the  sum 
of  ten  thousand  pounds'  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  3<*  To-morrow. 

POOR  LAW  BOARD  CONTINUANCE,  Ac., 

(re'^xmmiUed)  BILL— [Bill  218.] 

OOHMITIEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Lord  FERMOT  said,  that  this  Bill  was, 
on  the  face  of  it,  a  deception.  It  was 
described  as  a  Poor  Law  Continuance  Bill, 
yet  of  all  the  twenty-four  clauses  only  one, 
the  first,  enacted  the  continuance  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board.  The  other  clauses  ex- 
cited much  difference  of  opinion  both  in 
and  out  of  that  House.  The  24th  clause 
.declared  that  the  Bill  might  be  "  cited  and 
described  for  all  purposes  as  '  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act  of  1865,' "  and  that 
was  exactly  what  the  Bill  was.  It  was 
impossible  for  his  right  hon.  Friend  to 
carry  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  the  Bill  should  be 
limited  to  a  single  clause,  continuing  the 
Poor  Law.  Board  for  one  year.  The  ques- 
tion involfed  in  the  religious  clauses  alone 
.would  keep  thorn  there  for  a  fortnight  or 
three  weeks,  and  it  was  too  important  a 
question  to  be  hurried  through  the  House. 
JHe  would  moye,  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Jifotion— 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hoose,  the  pro- 
TisioDS  of  the  Bill  should  be  limited  to  the  con- 
tinoanoe  of  the  powers  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  for 
one  year." 

Mr.T.  Q.  Baring 


Mr.  HARYEY  lewis  seconded  the 
Motion.  He  said  some  of  tiie  largest 
parishes  in  the  metropolis  had  petitioned 
against  the  Bill,  and  the  House  had,  he 
thought,  some  reason  to  complain  of  the 
indecent  haste  with  which  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  attempted  to  force 
the  Bill  through  at  the  fag-end  of  the 
Session.  Why  had  it  not  been  brought 
forward  sooner,  when  it  would  haye  been  a 
charity  to  find  the  House  something  to  do  ? 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  proTisions  of  this 
Bill  should  ho  limited  to  the  oontinuanoe  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board  for  one  year," — (Lord  Fermoy,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  that  if  the 
Amendment  were  carried  it  would  nega- 
tive the  Motion  to  go  into  Committee,  and 
that  therefore  it  would  be  impossible  to 
pass  even  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  would 
continue  the  Poor  Law  Board. 

Viscount  GAL  WAY  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Bill,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Poor  Law  Board  would  not 
refuse  to  accede  to  what  was  evidently  the 
general  feeling  of  the  House.  He  woiild 
not  object  to  the  Speaker  leaving  the 
Chair,  in  order  that  the  first  clause  might 
be  carried.  But  the  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill  were  of  great  importance,  and  would 
lead  to  a  great  deal  of  discussion.  The 
Bill  proposed  to  deal  with  the  Gilbert 
Unions.  A  few  j^ears  ago  the  House  would 
not  agree  to  a  dissolution  of  these  unions, 
and  it  was  rather  hard  that  they  should  be 
put  under  the  power  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  without  having  a  word  to  say  on 
their  own  behalf. 

Sib  BEOOE  BRYDGES  said,  it  was 
too  late  in  the  Session  to  discuss  the  im- 
portant clauses  of  this  Bill.  There  were 
important  taxing  powers  in  the  Bill  given 
to  the  Poor  Law  Board  independently  of 
the  Guardians.  These  might  be  very 
proper,  or  they  might  be  very  improper, 
powers  for  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
to  possess  ;  but  the  alterations  in  the  law 
were  most  important.  The  Bill  was  brought 
forward  when  hon.  Members  could  not  dis- 
cuss its  provisions  with  satisfaction  to  their 
constituents,  and  he  believed  that  the  ma* 
jority  of  the  House  were  anxious  that  tho 
Bill  should  be  out  down  to  a  mere  continu- 
ance Bill. 
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Sir  JOHN  SHELLEY  said,  it  was  his 
daty,  haTiDg  presented  a  great  number  of 
petitions  against  the  Bill,  to  represent  to 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Villiers)  that 
in  the  interest  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  it- 
self it  would  be  extremely  imprudent  to 
press  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  continuance  clause.  The 
other  matters  should  be  discussed  in  the 
New  Parliament. 

Mr.  white  said,  he  concurred  in 
urging  on  the  President  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  to  adopt  this  plan.  He  had  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  the  directors  and 
board  of  guardians  of  Brighton  praying  the 
House  not  to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of 
clauses  from  9  to  18.  The  matters  to 
which  those  clauses  related  could  not  re- 
ceiie  adequate  attention  in  the  present 
Parliament,  and  he  hoped  that  they  would 
simply  pass  a  continuance  Bill. 

Sir  MATTHEW  RIDLEY  said,  he 
would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
not  to  go  on  with  the  Bill. 

Mr.  C.  p.  VILLIERS  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Ferraoy)  stated,  not  very 
courteously,  that  this  Bill  was  one  of 
deception,  because,  professing  to  be  one 
of  continuance,  it  contained  many  other 
clauses.  That  statement  was  wholly 
unfounded.  The  title  of  the  Bill  was 
"  A  Bill  to  continue  the  Poor  Law  Board 
for  a  limited  period,  and  to  make  cer- 
tain Amendments  in  the  law  regulating 
the  Relief  of  the  Poor."  The  noble 
Lord  was  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
which  sat  for  three  years,  and  he  could 
not  affirm  that  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill  was  in  any  sense  a  surprise.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  was  sent  to 
e?ery  Board  of  Guardians  in  the  country; 
and  the  guardians  had  considered  the 
Report  and  taken  action  on  it,  and  had 
presented  petitions  to  the  House,  and 
memorials  to  the  Poor  Law  Board.  They 
had  singled  out  those  portions  of  it  to 
which  they  objected,  namely,  the  pay- 
ment of  priests  out  of  the  rates,  and 
any  interference  with  the  discretion  of 
the  guardians  in  the  education  of  the 
children.  Those  objections  had  been  re- 
spected; but  no  one  had  objected  to  those 
parts  of  the  Report  which  were  embo- 
died in  the  Bill.  The  real  objection  to 
the  Bill  was  to  prevent  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  from  having  access  to  the 
workhouses,  and  giving  instruction  to 
their  own  people.  The  Roman  Catho- 
lics some  time  since  having  complained 
that  an  Act  of  Parliament  having  given 


access  to  the  workhouses  for  their  priests, 
they  were  still  not   admitted,    the  Duke 
of  Richmond,   with    the   consent  of  Mr. 
Sotheron   Estcourt,  issued  an   order   to 
meet    the   case,   but    at   this  order   the 
guardians  took  oflfence,    saying  that  the 
order  gave  a  direction  to  the  guardians  to 
procure  Roman  Catholic  priests  to  attend 
to  the  unions.     The   Resolution   of  the 
Committee,  embodied  in  the  present  Bill, 
fell  something  short  of  that  order  of  the 
Duke  of  Richmond.     He  would  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  complained  of  the  lateness 
of  the  Session  to   name  the  day  before 
which  he  could  have  introduced  this  Bill. 
It  was  brought  in  at  the  first  opportunity. 
The  clauses  relating  to  the  register  of 
creed,   to  access  to  the  inmates  by  the 
Ministers  for  religious  instruction,  and  to 
going  to  a  place  of  worship  were  approved 
by  the  Secretary  of  the  Protestant  Al- 
liance, and  ho  thought  himself  safe  when 
he  obtained  the  approval  of  that  Gentle- 
man.     The  fact   was,  that  considerable 
pains  had  been  taken  to  bring  hon.  Mem- 
bers there  that  day  to  vote  against  this 
Bill;  yet,  considering  the  exertions  that  had 
been  made,  the  result  was  not  very  strik- 
ing.    Those  most  likely  to  object  to  the 
religious  clauses  were  absent.     His  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  John  Shelley)  told  the  House 
that  he  had  presented  a  great  number  of 
petitions  against  the  Bill,  but  if  so  they 
bad  not  heen  reported  in  the  Votes.     He 
did  not  believe  that  twenty  petitions  had 
been  presented  against  the  measure,  al- 
though  there   were  700   unions    in    the 
country.      He   had  received   deputations 
from   Boards  of   Guardians,  and  he   be- 
lieved  that,   after  explanation,  they  had 
been    in    most  cases    satisfied    with   the 
religious  clauses.      There  were  250,000 
Roman   Catholics  in  the  metropolis  who 
were  just  as  loyal  as  any   other  class, 
and  a  great  injustice  was  inflicted  upon 
that   body  by   the  present  system.      In 
the  pauper    schools    and   workhouses  of 
the   metropolis  no   notice    was   in   many 
cases    taken  of  their  religious   opinions, 
and  it  was  notorious  that  their  children 
were  sent  to    schools  where  they  were 
brought  up  as  Protestants.      One  of  the 
Poor  Law  inspectors  went  to  a  district 
school  containing  700  children,  and  asked 
whether   they  had   any  Roman   Catholic 
or  Dissenting  children  among  them.  They 
said  they  had  none.     He  had  great  rea- 
son to  believe  that  many  of  these  were 
the  children  of  Roman  Catholic  parents, 
and  he  went  to  the  workhouse  to  make 
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ifUfairy.  He  saw  a  poor  woman,  a  Ro« 
man  CatholiCi  lefl  with  four  children, 
who  had  been  sent  to  this  school.  The 
inspector  asked  her  of  what  religion  her 
children  were.  She  replied,  '*They  are 
Catholics,  or  ought  to  be."  She  knew, 
nevertheless,  they  were  being  brought  up 
as  Protestants,  and,  being  asked  why  she 
had  n6t  complained,  she  said,  *'  What  is  a 
poor  woman  like  me  to  do  ?"  The  in- 
spector knew  of  350  children  of  whose  re- 
ligion no  notice  was  taken,  and  he  knew 
that  the  parents  and  relatives  of  some  of 
them  were  Roman  Catholics,  although  the 
children  were  brought  up  as  Protestants. 
At  Manchester,  Liverpool,  and  Birming- 
ham correct  registers  were  kept,  the  reli- 
gious feelings  of  the  poor  were  consulted, 
and  no  ill-will  was  excited  between  Ro- 
man Catholics  and  Protestants,  He  knew 
a  metropolitan  district  inhabited  by  a  mil- 
lion of  souls,  and  containing  ten  work- 
houses, in  which  not  the  least  notice  was 
taken  of  the  religion  of  the  children.  Now, 
these  poor  people  did  care  whether  their 
children  were  brought  up  as  Roman  Ca- 
tholics or  Protestants.  Some  thought, 
indeed,  that  the  poor  cared  more  for  their 
children  in  this  respect  than  the  rich,  but 
at  any  rate  they  had  feelings  which  were 
entitled  to  respect.  The  Roman  Catholics 
had  good  ground  of  complaint  in  this 
matter,  and  if  hon.  Members  refused  to 
do  them  justice  now  they  would  hear  more 
of  this  hereafter. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  had  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
hare  resumed  his  seat  without  expressing 
his  willingness  to  concede  to  the  evident 
wish  of  the  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man intimated  that  the  objection  to  the 
measure  was  entirely  owing  to  the  religious 
clauses,  but  be  had  not  stated  the  reasons 
on  which  he  founded  that  opinion.  Upon 
his  (Mr.  Henley's)  side  he  had  heard  no 
objections  founded  upon  the  merits  or  de- 
merits of  a  single  clause.  The  religious 
clauses  were  only  a  small  part  of  the  Bill, 
but  if  they  were  so  important,  why  had  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  in  the 
Bill  two  or  three  months  ago  ?  What  was 
to  hinder  him  ?  Hon.  Members  would  then 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the  opi- 
nion of  their  constituents.  He  did  not  wish 
to  give  his  opinion  upon  any  of  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  but  it  contained  five  main  pro- 
yisbns.  With  regard  to  the  first  of  these 
the  Gilbert  Unions  had  a  right  to  be 
heard.  The  next  provision  was  the  taxing 
power,  which  was  now  restrained  by  the  I 
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consent  of  the  Board  of  Guardiana.    By 
the  8th  clause,   howerer,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took   power  to  order  an  ex- 
penditure of  £500,000  without  any  consent 
at  all,  and  he  might  repeat  that  as  often 
as  he  pleased.     The  next  was  a  power  to 
transport  children  from  one   part  of  the 
country   to   another  without  reference  to 
distance.    Then  came  the  religious  claaaea 
of  the  Bill.     It  WAS    somewhat   singular 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  had 
this  subject  before  him  for  six  years,  and 
the   Committee  having    been   sitting  for 
three  years,  and  the  right  hon.  Gende- 
mon  having  communicated  with  Boards  of 
Guardians,  should  have  brought  in  a  set 
of  clauses,  and  then,  before  the  ink  with 
which  they  were  printed  was  dry,  shonld 
have   withdrawn    and   amended    his   own 
clauses.      If  the  right  hon.   GentlemaD, 
after  all  this  time  for  consideration,  and 
after   having  had   his  official  experienoe 
directed  to  the  matter,  thought  it  necessary 
to  amend  his  own  proposition,  it  was  odd 
that  the  House  of  Commons  were  to  be 
allowed  no  time  for  consideration,  and  were 
to  have  many  unpleasant  things  thrown  at 
them  because  they  would  not,  without  dis- 
cussion, accede  to  these  proposals.     There 
was  one  yery  curious  thing  m  the  Bill  as 
amended.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
divested  himself  of  the  power  of  censor- 
ship over  religious  books,  but  he  retained 
in  his  own  hands  the  Tory  extraordinary 
power  of  deciding  whether  a  child  of  twelve 
years  old  was  to  be  permitted  to  choose  his 
religion.     Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man intended  to  make  a  journey  into  the 
country,  in  order  personally  to  examine  these 
children,  or  whether  he  intended  to  have 
them  sent  up  to  him  by  third  class  trains 
to  be  examined  at  the  Poor  Law  Board,  or 
how  this  clause  was  to  be  otherwise  worked 
out,  he  did  not  know.     Another  strong 
power  was  taken  by  this  Bill.     If  a  man 
or  a  woman,  being  out  of  the  workhouse, 
applied  for  relief  for  a  sick  child  and  got 
it,  and  if  the  Board  of  Guardians  saw  fit 
to  order  them  to  do  task  work,  and  the 
parent  neglected  or  refused  to  do  it,  he  or 
she  was  to  be  considered  an  idle  and  dis- 
orderly person,  and  might  be  sent  to  prison 
as  a  vagrant.     Another  provision  gave  the 
Board  of  Guardians  a  taxing  power  with 
reference  to  the  superannuation  of  a  num- 
ber of  persons  who  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  relief  of  the  poor.     The  House  ought 
surely  to  know  the  opinions  of  the  Guar- 
dians   and    the    taxpayers    before    thej 
adopted  such  a  clause.    All  these  ware 
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important  alterations  in  the  law,  whioh 
might  or  might  not  he  advisahle,  hut  which 
k  was  imposftihle  to  disoues  after  the  Ap- 
propriation Bill  had  passed  through  Com- 
mittee. There  was  no  earthly  reason  that 
he  oould  see  why  the  Bill  should  not  hare 
been  laid  on  the  table  three  months  ago. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would,  in  deference  to  the  unirersal  opi- 
nion on  all  sides  of  the  House,  agree  to 
make  this  simply  a  Continuance  Bill,  and 
not  drire  hon.  Members  to  more  that  the 
Chairman  report  progress  after  every 
clause.  At  this  period  of  the  Session  it 
was  utterly  impossible  that  the  questions 
of  pauper  emigration  and  officers'  super- 
annuation could  he  fairly  discussed.  In 
BIZ  months  all  the  other  matters  contained 
in  the  Bill  could  be  discussed  and  adopted. 
His  own  opinion  was  in  farour  of  what 
were  called  the  religious  clauses  of  the 
Bill ;  but,  in  the  interest  of  those  for  whom 
they  were  framed,  it  would  be  better  they 
should  be  passed  after  the  Bill  had  been 
sufficiently  considered  by  the  country, 
rather  than  leave  it  to  be  said  that  it  had 
been  snatched  tlirough  after  the  Appropria- 
tion Bill  had  been  brought  in,  and  thus 
drire  many  persons  to  be  awkward  in  the 
working  of  the  Bill.  Another  reason  for 
more  consideration  was,  that  the  wording 
of  some  of  the  clauses  was  very  defective. 
The  clause  enabling  ministers  to  visit  and 
instract  the  inmates  of  his  persuasion  was 
80  indefinitely  drawn  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve a  single  Minister  would  be  able  to 
arail  himself  of  the  provision. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  that  the  objections 
were  not  confined  to  the  religious  clauses. 
That  morning  he  received  a  communication 
from  the  Bermondsey  Board  of  Guardians, 
who  objected  to  claused  from  16  to  19  in- 
elusive,  not  one  of  which  referred  to  reli- 
gion. 

Mb.  KNIGHT  said,  he  must  for  himself 
indignantly  repudiate  the  assertion  of  the 
President  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  that  this 
Bill  was  opposed  on  anti-Roman  Catholic 
gronnds.  All  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
oould  justly  demand  would  have  been  given 
them  by  the  order  which  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond, with  the  consent  of  Mr.  Sotheron 
Esteourt,  had  proposed  to  issue  ;  and  now 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  having  been 
in  office  for  six  years  and  done  nothing, 
proposed  to  hurry  a  Bill  through  Parlia- 
ment at  the  eve  of  a  general  election,  to 
do  what  would  have  been  done  hy  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  order.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had,  after  all,  left  oat  the  best 


part  of  the  Select  Committee's  recommen- 
dations— namely,  that  Roman  Catholic 
children  should  be  handed  over  to  Roman 
Catholic  schools  and  maintained  therein 
by  the  guardians.  To  say  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  his  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  refused  to  give  Roman  Catholic 
children  their  religious  rights  and  privilegea 
was,  in  fact,  a  mere  bit  of  electioneering 
tactics. 

Lord  EDWARD  HOWARD  said,  he 
was  delighted  to  hear  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Henley)  with  his 
large  experience,  that  he  looked  with  favour 
on  the  religious  clauses  of  this  Bill.  It 
was  a  sanction  of  an  important  principle 
for  which  the  Roman  Catholics  would  be 
very  grateful.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
Session  was  so  advanced  that  the  measure 
could  not  he  properly  discussed.  He  did 
not  concur  in  that  opinion.  At  all  events 
he  was  willing  to  accept  what  he  desired 
whenever  it  was  offered  to  him;  and  he 
trusted  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  go 
on  and  try  and  pass  the  Bill.  It  contained 
clauses  of  great  importanoe,  affecting 
deeply  the  religious  liberties  of  large  nnm- 
bers  of  the  most  destitute  persons  in  the 
country,  and  which  clause  had  undergone 
the  careful  consideration  of  a  Select 
Committee  of  that  House.  Why  delay  for 
another  year  the  consideration  of  these 
important  matters  ?  Next  year  there 
wonld  be  a  new  Parliament,  with  new 
Members  and  with  new  subjeots  for  con- 
sideration. The  management  of  work- 
houses varied  in  different  places.  Roman 
Catholics  had  great  complaints  of  that  ma- 
nagement in  many  places,  especially  in  Uie 
metropolis.  Bricklayers  and  dock  la- 
bourers flocked  to  London.  Without  them 
the  metropolis  would  be  wanted  in  its  mag- 
nitude and  in  its  present  commerce.  But 
having  done  their  work  they  died,  and 
their  families  were  often  forced  into  the 
workhouses,  where,  for  want  of  instruction, 
they  were  led  away  from  the  religion  of 
their  forefathers.  He  regretted  that  so 
many  hon.  Members  connected  with  the 
metropolis  had  spoken  in  favour  of  delay, 
hecause  it  was  in  the  metropolitan  work- 
houses that  the  children  of  Roman  Catho- 
lic parents  were  most  frequently  perverted 
from  the  faith  in  which  they  had  been 
brought  up.  This  Bill  would  meet  the 
evil,  and  he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wonld  proceed  with  it.  Thank  God  I 
there  had  been  throughout  the  debate 
such  an  enunciation  of  liberal  feeling  to- 
wards the  Roman  Catholies  in  workhonsea 
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on  both  sides  as  to  lead  to  the  conyiction 
that,  at  all  events,  if  not  this  year,  yet 
still  eTODtuallj  and  ere  long,  the  case 
would  be  treated  equitably,  and  the  existing 
evil  be  met  by  a  proper  remedy. 

Sib  JOHN  TROLLOPE  said,  he  must 
remind  the  House  that  this  debate  might 
have  been  greatly  shortened  if  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  had  not  thrown  out  the 
taunts  he  had.  For  himself  he  would  say 
that  all  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  taunts 
were  entirely  without  foundation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intimated  that  hon. 
Members  on  the  Opposition  Benches  had 
been  summoned  there  in  large  numbers  to 
defeat  the  Bill.  He  for  one  had  received 
no  such  summons.  It  was  still  more  un- 
founded to  assert  that  his  hon.  Friends  met  i 
this  Bill  in  a  spirit  of  bigotry.  He  agreed  { 
that  Roman  Catholic  children  should  be 
fully  open  to  religious  teaching  in  the 
tenets  in  which  they  had  been  brought  up, 
and  that  if  this  teaching  could  not  be  ob- 
tained in  the  workhouse,  it  should  be  pro- 
cured out  of  it.  Would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tell  the  House  whether  he 
meant  to  go  into  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  or 
limit  it  to  a  continuance  Bill?  If  the 
former,  he  would  find  hon.  Members  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  willing  to 
consider  the  clauses,  and  that  not  in  a  spirit 
of  bigotry. 

Mb.  NEATE  said,  he  was  prepared  to 
give  his  humble  support  to  the  Bill  as  it 
stood.  Especially  he  approved  of  Clause 
22,  which  extended  the  limits  to  which 
children  would  be  sent  for  the  purpose  of 
education. 

Sib  MINTO  FARQUHAR  said,  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  President 
of  the  Poor  Law  Board  was  rather  too  apt 
to  assume  an  aggressive  attitude  towards 
the  Opposition  Benches.  But  why  had  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  turued  round 
on  his  ''Liberal  friends,"  as  they  called 
themselves,  and  attacked  them  for  their 
opposition  to  his  Bill  ?  Instead  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  needs 
attack  those  who  sat  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House,  and  told  them  they  had  been 
whipped  up  to  opoose  this  Bill  from  reli- 
gious feelings.  He  could  tell  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  such  was  not  the  case*  and 
that  hon.  Members  on  that  side  were  too 
independent  to  be  whipped  up  for  any  such 
purposes.  The  right  non.  Gentleman  had 
entirely  misinterpreted  the  feelings  of  those 
who  sat  upon  the  Opposition  Benches. 
Their  only  reason  for  opposing  the  Bill 
was,  that  its  clauses  required  full  consider- 
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ation,  which  the  present  Session  would  not 
afford  time  to  give. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  House  would  have  been  satisfied 
if  his  right  hon.  Friend,  after  so  long  an 
inquiry  by  the  Select  Committee  on  Poor 
Laws,  had  proposed  a  mere  continuance 
of  the  powers  of  the  Poor  Law  Board  for 
a  year  without  embodying  in  such  a  mea- 
sure some  of  the  most  important  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  withdrawn  some  of  the 
clauses  to  which  considerable  objection  had 
been  made  as  requiring  further  considera- 
tion, and  had  hoped  that  those  now  left  in 
the  Bill  might  have  been  thought  reason- 
able enough  to  pass  without  any  consider- 
able delay  or  discussion.  It  was  clear, 
however,  that  there  was  on  the  part  of  the 
House  a  great  indisposition  to  go  on  with 
the  clauses  during  the  short  remaining 
period  of  the  Session.  It  was  impossible 
at  the  present  hour  (3  o'clock)  to  make 
any  progress  with  the  clauses  in  Com- 
mittee. One  great  advantage  had  been 
gained  by  the  discussion.  They  had 
heard  from  every  Gentleman  who  had 
addressed  the  House  a  concurrence  in 
those  clauses  the  object  of  which  was  to 
give  the  Roman  Catholic  children  in  work- 
houses these  religious  rights  and  privileges 
to  which  they  were  justly  entitled.  Seeing 
the  evident  indisposition  of  the  House  to 
go  into  the  consideration  of  the  clauses 
this  Session,  and  being  of  opinion  that 
the  measure  could  not  be  passed  during 
the  short  remaining  period  of  the  Session, 
he  would  advise  his  right  hon.  Friend,  having 
done  his  duty  in  bringing  in  this  measure, 
and  having  made  the  best  fight  he  could,  to 
consent  to  limit  the  Bill  this  Session  to  a 
mere  Continuance  Bill.  If  his  noble  Friend 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  the  House 
might  go  into  Committee  and  pass  the 
Continuance  Clause,  and  the  other  clauses 
could  then  be  withdrawn;  The  Govern- 
ment would,  if  they  were  in  office,  propose 
a  measure  containing  those  clauses  as  soon 
as  possible  after  PaHiament  should  meet, 
and  he  trusted  that  the  expression  of  opinion 
which  they  had  that  day  heard  would  insure 
the  favourable  consideration  and  adoption 
of  them  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  NE  WDEGATE  said,  it  was  evident 
that  there  was  a  sort  of  tacit  agreement 
between  the  Roman  Catholics  and  the  Poor 
Law  Board  to  supersede  the  guardians  in 
the  management  of  unions :  and  there  was 
a  rivalry  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House  in  making  concessions  to  the  Roman 
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CatholioB  and  their  priesthood.  He  did 
not,  however,  think  tliat  the  feeling  pre- 
yailed  in  the  country  as  it  did  in  that 
House.  The  impression  was  that  on  the 
one  hand  the  Roman  Catholics  were  press- 
ing their  demands,  and  on  the  other  the 
Poor  Law  Board  was  pressing  its  autho- 
rity, and  that  the  Board  of  Guardians  was 
to  be  superseded  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  two  parties.  That  feeling  was  jus- 
tified hy  the  circumstances,  by  the  day's 
debate,  by  the  character  of  the  Bill, 
and  by  the  attempt  made  to  pass  it 
when  it  was  well  known  that  many 
If  embers  of  this  House  were  already  ad- 
dressing their  constituents,  that,  in  fact, 
the  House  was  a  mere  shadow  of  itself,  and 
that  the  legislative  power  was  almost  en- 
tirely transferred  to  the  Government.  The 
House  of  Commons  was  much  more  care- 
less on  this  subject  than  the  country  gene- 
rally. England  was  not  ashamed  of  its 
ITational  Protestantism  ;  and  though  in 
that  House  hon.  Members  treated  all  re- 
ligions alike,  the  people  had  a  National 
Religion,  and  were  becoming  aware  that 
the  Roman  Catholics  were  beginning  to 
make  themselves  as  oppressive  as  they 
were  in  other  parts  of  the  world.  He 
trusted  that  at  tho  coming  election  the 
people  would  Instruct  their  representatives 
as  to  the  course  to  be  taken  on  this  im- 
portant matter. 

Mb.  HENLET  said,  he  wished  to  make 
one  observation,  and  that  was  that  should 
he  be  a  Member  of  the  next  Parliament  he 
would  be  ready  to  give  his  support  in  car- 
rying the  clauses  now  omitted  from  the 
present  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Continuance  of  the  Poor  Law 
Board  for  One  Year). 

Mb.  C.P.  VILLIBRS  said,  he  adhered  to 
the  opinion  he  had  expressed  that  the  Bill 
had  been  opposed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite solely  on  the  ground  of  the  religious 
danses.  He  had,  however,  no  help  for  it 
except,  very  unwillingly,  to  submit  to  the 
proposal  that  had  been  made.  With  regard 
to  the  clause  which  rendered  persons  liable 
to  be  punished  who  were  relieved  out  of 
the  workhouse  and  who  refused  to  perform 
task- work,  he  must  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley)  that  the  clause 
merely  gave  the  same  power  in  regard  to 


persons  out  of  the  workhouse  that  was 
exercised  over  those  in  the  house. 

Sib  JOHN  TROLLOPB  said,  it  was 
exceedingly  inconvenient  to  come  to  Par- 
liament from  time  to  time  to  continue  the 
Board.  Why  did  not  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman extend  the  term  from  one  to  three 
years  ? 

Mb.  C.  p.  YILLIERS  said,  he  thought  he 
was  meeting  the  wish  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  by  limiting  the  continuance  of  the 
Board  to  one  year,  and  "  to  the  end  of  the 
then  next  Session  of  Parliament.*'  That 
was  really  a  continuance  for  two  years. 

Clanse  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  put,  and  negatived. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed, 
[Bill  238.] 

TENURE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  OF 
LAND  (IRELAND).— COJ£af/rrE^. 

Report  brought  up. 

The  Report  of  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  an  Act  on  the  tenure  of 
land  in  Ireland  was  brought  up  and  re- 
ceived. 

Mb.  HENNESSY  asked  that  the  Re- 
port should  be  read  by  the  Clerk,  as  it 
contained  some  important  recommendations. 

Report  read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  table»  and 
io  he  printed,    [No.  402.] 

INDIA— LUCKNOW  PRIZE  MONET. 
QUBSTIOM. 

Sib  MINTO  PARQUHAR  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  When  the  second  payment  of 
the  Lucknow  Prize  Money,  already  ordered 
to  be  distributed  in  India,  is  to  be  made  in 
this  country;  and  when  a  decision  is  likely 
to  be  come  to  with  reference  to  the  Kirwee 
Prize  Money  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  WOOD,  in  reply,  said, 
the  first  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  exactly  the  same  as  that  asked  on  thd 
28th  of  March.  He  had  no  information 
then  to  give  as  to  when  the  payment  would 
take  place.  He  was  surprised  himself  at 
the  delay,  and  on  the  31st  of  March  he 
wrote  to  India  on  the  subject,  but  he  had 
not  yet  received  any  reply,  and  it  was 
therefore  out  of  his  power  to  say  when  the 
distribution  would  be  made.  He  wished 
he  could  persuade  hon.  Gentlemen  that  he 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  duty  of  dis- 
tribution ;  that  rested  with  the  Treasury. 
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When  the  Court  would  decide  on  the  qnes- 
tion  of  the  Kiriree  Prize  Monej  it  was  out 
of  his  power  to  baj. 

ARMY— DRESS  OF  MILITARY 
CHAPLAINS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  a  Circular  or  Me- 
moraDdum  or  other  document  has  lately 
been  issued  by  the  War  Department  or 
the  Horse  Guards,  forbidding  any  of  Her 
Majesty's  Military  Chaplains  from  offi- 
ciating or  preaching  in  the  usual  black 
gown,  and  requiring  them  to  wear  the 
surplice  exclusively  on  all  such  occasions 
from  the  date  of  such  Order  ;  and,  if  so, 
what  is  the  Ecclesiastical  Authority  who 
is  responsible  for  having  recommended  the 
adoption  of  that  course  ? 

The  Marquess  op  HARTINGTON 
said,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
would  read  an  extract  from  the  circular 
referred  to.  The  direction  given  was  the 
following  : — 

*  The  robe  issued  by  Government  for  your  use 
is  the  surplice.  It  is  the  only  robe  whioh  you 
will  be  expected  to  carry  with  you  in  the  event 
of  your  serving  in  the  field.  You  are,  therefore, 
to  wear  it  with  a  scarf  or  stole,  and  the  hood  of 
your  academical  degree,  if  you  be  a  graduate  of 
one  of  our  Universities,  as  often  as  you  officiate 
to  troops,  whether  in  a  consecrated  or  unconse- 
crated  church,  a  chapel-school,  a  lecture  or  other 
ordinary  room,  or  in  the  open  air." 
That  circular  was  sent  out  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Chaplain  General,  and  it 
was  rendered  necessary  by  certain  irregu- 
larities of  some  individuals  in  conducting 
the  service,  owing  to  extreme  views  held 
by  them.  He  had  not  bad  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  the  Chaplain  General,  but  he  did 
not  believe  that  there  was  any  direction 
prohibiting  the  use  of  the  black  gown  on 
the  ordinary  occasions,  or  that  the  surplice 
should  be  used  exclusively. 

INDIAN  FINANCES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  VANSITTART  said,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  In- 
dia, Whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan's  Financial  Statement 
previous  to  making  his  own  on  Monday  next? 

Sib  CHARLES  WOOD,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  had  hopes  of  being  able  to  make 
the  statement  upon  Indian  finances  on  Mon- 
day ;  but  he  was  quite  unable  to  do  so,  and 
he  must  therefore  postpone  it  till  Thursday. 
With  regard  to  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan's 
statement,  he  thought  it  would  not  be 
Sir  Charka  Wood 


proper  to  lay  that  document  on  the  table 
ef  the  House.  It  was  not  an  official  docu- 
ment, and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
refer  to  some  papers  moTcd  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  London  he  would  find  a  Minute 
which  contained  Sir  Charles  Treyelyan's 
views  on  the  subject  of  the  income  tax. 

NAVY— ASSISTANT  SURGEONS. 
aUESTION. 

Sm  JOHN  PAKINGTON  said,  on  be- 
half of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Queen's  County  (Colonel  Dunne),  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
the  reason  why  Surgeons  in  the  Royal 
Navy  have  been  recently  appointed  to 
ships  to  do  Assistant  Surgeons'  duty, 
and  if  it  be  owing  to  a  scarcity  of  the 
latter  Officers,  or  that  there  are  no  Candi- 
dates on  the  list  for  admission  into  the 
Medical  Service  of  the  Navy  ;  and  if  the 
Admiralty  have  taken  any  steps  to  remove 
so  great  an  evil  ? 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  that 
several  young  surgeons  had  been  placed  on 
promotion  on  foreign  stations  in  order  to 
retain  their  services  on  board  ship  as 
Burgeons,  partly  for  the  purpose  of  keeping 
young  surgeons  employed,  and  partly  be- 
cause there  was  more  or  less  difficulty  in 
filling  up  the  places  of  assistant  surgeons. 
There  was  so  much  employment  elsewhere, 
that  they  did  not  keep  the  number  com- 
plete. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed 
to  think  that  the  Admiralty  were  in  great 
want  of  assistant  surgeons,  but  that  was 
not  the  case ;  and  the  Admiralty  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  take  any  steps  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  additional  facilities 
for  the  entry  of  assistant  surgeons  into  the 
service. 

ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Moved,  That  the   House  at  its   rising 
do  adjourn  to  Monday  next. 

CHAIN  CABLES  AND  ANCHORS. 

OBSEBVATIONS. 

Mr.  LAIRD  said,  he  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  Report  of 
Mr.  Galloway  and  Mr.  Grey  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  on  the  Chain  Cables  and  Anchors 
Act  of  1864,  which  was  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  House  8th  of  March  last.  He 
himself  had  introduced  a  Bill  in  1863 
for  testing  chain  cables  and  anchors  .  He 
had  originally  taken  up  the  question  be- 
cause his  own  experience  had  led  him  to 
the  conclusion  that  it  was  expedient  thai 
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til  the  anofaora  parchoaed  from  pri?at6 
firms  shoald  be  tested  by  means  of  a  public 
testiDg  machine.  That  the  testing  ma- 
chines throughout  the  country  generally 
were  inefficient,  was  clearly  proTed  by  the 
report  of  the  officers  whose  names  he  had 
mentioned^  and  the  only  security,  as  far 
as  he  could  judge  from  the  inquiries  which 
be  had  made,  against  the  continuance  of 
a  similar  state  of  things  was  that  the 
cables  and  anchors  used  by  our  ships 
should  be  tested  by  a  public  machine.  In- 
deed, he  beliered  he  might  state  that  the 
oommittee  at  Lloyd's,  and  others  interested 
in  the  matter,  had  remonstrated  in  every 
way  they  could  with  the  Board  of  Trade 
against  licensing  the  machines  of  private 
indiFiduals.  Brown,  Lennox,  and  Co.,  to 
whom  such  a  licence  had  been  granted, 
were,  no  doubt,  a  most  respectable  firm, 
but  then  if  a  licence  were  given  to  them 
there  was  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
granted  to  every  i-espectable  firm  through- 
out the  country,  and  it  was,  he  was  in- 
formed, the  practice  of  the  Government  to 
have  the  cables  supplied  to  them,  although 
they  might  be  tested  previously  by  the 
maker,  retested  by  a  special  officer  of 
their  own  before  they  were  used.  The 
Act  was  not  imperative,  but  left  an 
option  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to  ap- 
point testers  and  to  refuse  licences  to 
private  firms.  Mr.  Galloway  and  Mr.  Grey 
were  appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
go  round  to  the  various  manufactories,  and 
they  made  a  report  on  the  subject  last 
year,  from  which  he  would  read  some  pas- 
sages.    They  stated — 

•*  As  regards  tho  Act  itself  we  find  that  it  is, 
with  one  or  two  exceptions,  looked  on  and  re- 
oeived  as  a  boon.  It  was  represented  to  ns  that  it 
will  be  the  means  of  raising  the  cable  trade  from 
what  is  desoribed  as  the  present  lamentable  condi- 
tion, and  that  it  will  be  of  immense  value  to  the 
honest  maker  in  the  foreign  trade.  We  have 
been  shown  specimens  of  bad  iron,  almost  re- 
sembling pUteglass  in  brittleness,  that  has  been 
used  in  noaking  chains  to  meet  the  market,  and 
we  have  been  shown  good  iron  that  may  be  used, 
and  if  used  that  will  make  a  chain  guaranteed  to 
stand  15  per  cent  beyond  the  Admiralty  proof. 
We  were  told  repeatedly  that  the  honest  maker 
now  sees  his  way  to  making  a  really  good  chain 
at  a  profit,  without  fear  of  being  undersold  by  a 
bad  article  made  by  a  small  maker.  The  great 
majority  of  chain-makers  also  object  strongly 
to  any  maker  being  allowed  to  test  bis  own  cable 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  a  certificate  of  public 
proof.  And  many  makers  who  intend  to  go  to 
the  expense  of  making  their  machines  perfect 
have  expressed  their  determination  not  to  take 
OQt  a  licence,  but  to  have  all  their  work  tested  at 
a  public  machine.  Many  chain  cable  makers  ox- 
pMsed  a  hope  that  the  committee  of  LloydPt 


Register  will  refbse  to  elass  a  ship  nnless  her 
cable  and  anehory  are  proved  at  a  machine  other 
than  the  one  belonnng  to  the  establishment  at 
which  they  are  made.  They  stated  that  such  a 
rule  had  been  made,  but  they  feared  it  had  been 
departed  from  in  favour  ofoneortwo  makers.  We 
stated  that  this  appeared  to  ns  to  be  a  point  wifch 
which  the  Board  of  Trade  cannot  properly  inter- 
fere, but  we  were  nevertheless  particularly  re- 
quested to  mention  the  subject  in  our  report." 

He  (Mr.  Laird)  was  sorry  to  hear  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  licensed  Messrs. 
Brown,  Lennox,  and  Go.  If  a  licence 
was  granted  to  them  it  must  be  granted 
to  other  parties,  and  instead  of  the  Act 
being  a  great  security,  it  might  be 
worked  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  very 
injurious.  If  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
was  not  postponed  for  three  or  six  months, 
its  tendency  would  be  to  throw  a  mono- 
poly into  the  hands  of  a  few  makers.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
adhere  to  the  principle  of  the  Act, 
and  not  go  on  licensing  private  indi- 
viduals. As  it  was  there  was  not  sufficient 
public  machinery  to  do  the  work  of  test- 
ing, and  if  the  operation  of  the  Act  were 
not  postponed  for  a  few  months,  the  re- 
sult would  be  that  a  monopoly  would  be 
given  to  those  firms  which  were  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  public  machines.  Under 
these  circumstances  he  hoped  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  would  take  care  that 
the  principle  of  the  Act,  which  involved 
the  application  of  a  public  test,  would  be 
adhered  to. 

Mr.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  he 
thought  that  as  the  Act  was  to  come  into 
operation  on  the  1st  of  July  it  would  be 
advisable  to  wait  to  see  how  it  worked  be- 
fore introducing  into  it  any  Amendments. 
The  Board  of  Trade  were  doing  all  that 
lay  in  their  power  to  abide  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law,  and  did  not  license 
chainmakers,  but  the  testing  machine  it- 
self, which  it  was  authorised  to  do.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  Board  to  satisfy  them- 
selves by  inspection  that  the  machinery 
used  for  testing  chain  cables  was  efficient 
in  order  that  tbs  cables  tested  by  the  ma- 
chine might  receive  the  proof  stamp.  They 
had  certainly  licensed  the  firm  of  Brown, 
Lennox,  and  Co.,  who  had  a  testing  ma- 
chine which  was  their  own  property,  and 
if  they  had  not  done  so  there  would  be 
no  testing  machine  in  London,  although 
the  Act  would  so  soon  come  into  force. 
Their  machine  had  been  found  to  be  most 
effective,  and  Messrs.  Lloyd  had  engaged 
to  make  such  alterations  as  was  requisite 
to  provide  an  effective  machinery  abo.  His 
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hon.  Friend,  he  might  add,  was  mistaken 
if  he  supposed  that  he  could  attain  the  ob- 
ject which  he  seemed  to  have  in  ?iew,  bj 
laying  it  down  as  a  rule  that  no  testing 
machine  should  be  licensed  which  was  the 
property  of  a  chainmaker.  The  fact  was, 
that  chainmakers  were  members  of  joint- 
stock  associations,  and  might  do  in  that 
capacity  precisely  the  same  thing  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  opposed  to  their  doing 
as  indifiduals.  In  proof  of  the  accuracy 
of  what  he  had  stated,  he  might  refer  to 
Lloyd's,  who  were  of  opinion  that  testing 
machines  should  be  under  the  control  and 
superintendence  of  some  responsible  public 
body,  and  they  would  only  pass  such  chains 
as  were  tested  by  such  bodies;  and  amongst 
these  bodies  were  Messrs.  Lloyd,  of  Poplar; 
the  Mersey  Dock  and  Harbour  Board  Test- 
ing Company,  Lloyd's  Public  Chain  and 
Anchor  Proving  House,  and  the  Sunder- 
land Public  Chain  and  Anchor  Testing 
House.  These  machines  were  all  the  pro- 
perty of  chainmakers,  who  possessed  most 
admirable  machinery.  If  a  man  bought  a 
chain  from  Messrs.  Brown  and  Co.  he  might 
say,  ''  I  don't  approve  of  testing  it  by 
your  machine,"  and  he  might  take  it  te 
Lloyd's.  In  fact,  the  purchaser  had  his 
security  in  his  own  hands.  The  question 
was  whether  they  had  not  gone  far  enough 
in  licensing  testing  machines.  It  would 
be  only  throwing  dust  in  the  eyes  of  the 
public  if  he  were  to  pretend  that  by  lay- 
ing down  some  general  rule  as  to  the  per- 
sons to  whom  licence  should  be  given  per- 
fect testing  machines  could  be  secured. 
That  could  be  done  only  by  means  of  some 
independent  corporation  or  the  Govern- 
ment taking  the  testing  machines  under 
their  own  charge.  But  corporations  would 
not,  perhaps,  be  willing  to  set  up  those 
machines.  The  trade  should  be  allowed, 
therefore,  to  go  on,  and  licences  should  be 
given  to  such  machines  as  were  found  to 
be  good  and  sufficient,  and  the  purchaser 
left  to  go  elsewhere  if  he  pleased.  An 
application  had  been  made  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  postpone  the  operation  of  this 
Act,  and  he,  thinking  that  the  application 
had  emanated  from  the  great  body  of  per- 
sons interested  in  the  question,  was  favour- 
ably disposed  to  postponement.  But  he 
found,  upon  inquiry,  that  the  great  bodj  of 
the  trade  in  Staflfordshire  and  other  places 
did  not  desire  any  postponement  whatever. 
The  Board  of  Trade,  therefore,  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  to  license  before  the  1st 
of  July  a  sufficient  number  of  testing  ma- 
chines.   There  would  be  one  in  London, 
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two  in  Birkenhead,  three  in  Staffordshire, 
one  in  Sunderland,  and  others  in  other 
places.  He  was  informed  by  persons  com- 
petent to  speak  upon  the  subject,  that  there 
was  no  necessity  whatever  for  any  post- 
ponement of  the  operation  of  the  Act.  The 
Board  of  Trade  notices  were  published  in 
December  last,  every  one  was  prepared 
for  the  Act  coming  into  operation  on  the 
1st  of  July;  if  any  one  had  neglected  to 
provide  proper  testing  machines  the  fault 
was  his  own,  nor  would  it  be  fair  to  those 
who  had  taken  the  trouble  and  gone  to  the 
expense  of  providing  machines,  to  postpone 
the  operation  of  the  Act,  in  order  to  suit 
the  views  of  some  manufacturers  who  had 
not  acted  with  equal  promptitude.  A  letter 
had  been  addressed  to  him,  signed  by  the 
great  majority  of  the  principal  chainmakers 
in  Staffordshire,  in  which  no  was  informed 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  necessity 
for  deferring  the  operation  of  the  Act,  in- 
asmuch as  the  testing  machines  there  and 
in  Liverpool  were  very  short  of  work,  and 
were  quite  equal  to  the  duties  required  of 
them.  They  further  stated  they  had  re- 
fused to  concur  in  the  application  lately 
drawn  up  and  presented  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  by  one  manufacturer  who  sought 
a  postponement  for  his  own  private  conve- 
nience, and  not  with  a  view  to  the  public 
benefit.  They  had  expended  upwards  of 
£10,000  on  the  machines,  and  they  would 
suffer  considerable  loss  if  the  operation  of 
the  Act  were  postponed.  Under  these 
circumstances,  having  consulted  the  Board 
of  Trade  Inspectors,  and  being  assured 
that  no  general  inconvenience  to  the  trade 
would  be  caused  by  allowing  the  Act  to 
come  into  operation  on  the  1st  of  July,  he 
had  changed  the  intention  which  he  had  at 
first  formed. 

Mr.  HUMBERSTON  said,  he  had  the 
honour  of  attending  a  deputation  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  with  the  view  of  obtain- 
ing a  postponement  of  the  time  at  which 
the  Act  was  fixed  to  come  into  operation. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  occasion 
was  good  enough  to  assent  to  the  request 
that  a  Bill  should  be  introduced  in  order  to 
postpone  the  commencement  of  the  existing 
Act  to  the  first  of  January.  That  depata- 
tion  represented  the  views  of  gentlemen 
in  the  trade  at  Chester,  Liverpool,  Glas- 
gow, Staffordshire,  and  Newcastle,  and 
those  who  were  present  were  satisfied  that 
the  postponement  would  take  place  in 
accordance  with  what  was  stated  at  the 
time.  They  felt  aggrieved,  therefore,  that 
an  alteration  in  the  intention  of  the  right 
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boD.  OentlemaD  should  hare  taken  place 
without  haying  had  an  opportunity  of 
making  a  reply  ;  but  the  real  question  after 
all  was,  whether  private  machines  were  to 
be  licensed  or  not.  The  feeling  of  the 
trade  was,  that  it  would  insure  more  satis- 
factory worky  if  no  testing  machines  were 
licensed  except  public  machines  or  machines 
at  which  a  man  could  not  test  his  own 
work.  That  seemed  a  fair  recommenda- 
tion coming  from  the  trade.  The  members 
of  the  Goldsmiths'  Company  did  not  test 
their  own  work  ;  there  was  a  public  assay 
master  to  whom  they  sent  their  goods  to  be 
tested,  and  the  test  was  accepted  all  over 
the  world.  The  chainmakers,  for  whom 
he  spoke,  wished  the  same  principle  to  be 
adopted,  and  he  thought  it  a  small  request 
to  ask  for  a  postponement  for  six  months. 
The  public  would  be  better  satisfied  if  only 
public  machines  were  licensed,  and  to 
enable  a  sufficient  number  to  be  constructed 
a  postponement  to  the  let  of  January  was 
required.  He  hoped  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  introduce  a  Bill  for  that 
purpose,  he  would  avail  himself  of  the 
discretion  which  he  undoubtedly  possessed 
of  not  licensing  private  machines. 

Mr.  O'REILLY  said,  the  original  pro- 
posal WAS  for  a  public  testing  machine. 
The  clause  for  granting  licences  to  private 
testing  machines  had  been  subsequently 
introduced.  If  he  was  correct  in  that 
statement,  it  should  be  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  the  remark  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  security  such  as  was 
sought  for  could  only  be  obtained  by  a 
public  test.  A  private  test  was  useless. 
But  that  was  the  very  question,  whether 
private  persons  should  stamp  the  Hall-mark 
on  their  goods  or  not.  What  was  wanted 
was  that  the  stamp  should  be  really  what 
it  professed  to  be,  a  warrant  to  the  public 
that  the  machines  did  really  test.  The 
inspectors  of  the  Board  of  Trade  stated 
that  a  great  many  of  the  machines  which 
they  had  tested  could  be  relied  on.  He 
would  suggest  that  if  the  property  of  pri- 
vate persons  were  to  be  licensed  there 
should  be  such  a  system  of  public  inspec- 
tion as  should  show  not  only  that  the  ma- 
chine was  once  good,  but  that  it  continued 
to  be  good. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  the  Bill  of  last 
Session  appeared  not  to  be  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  for  which  it  was  required,  but 
he  thought  it  would  be  a  very  strange  pro- 
ceeding to  call  upon  the  Government  to  sus- 
pend its  operation.  Next  to  the  machines 
being  good  it  was  essential  that  the  test 
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should  be  a  fair  and  honest  one.  In  the 
discussion  of  1863  the  impression  was  that 
the  test  should  be  carried  on  in  the  pre* 
sence  of  public  officers,  and  if  that  were 
done  it  would  not  much  matter  to  whom 
the  machine  belonged,  provided  it  was  a 
good  one.  A  private  individual  might  use 
it,  and  probably  would  use  it  honestly  with 
regard  to  his  own  work  ;  but  he  doubted 
if  the  public  could  be  induced  to  believe  in 
it  unless  a  public  inspector  certified  to  the 
completeness  of  the  test.  He  thought  the 
present  law  wanted  amendment  in  that 
particular. 

THE  NAVAL  RESERVES. 
OBSSRTATIONS. 

Mr.  CORRY,  said,  he  rose  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government  in  relation  to  the  Naval  Re- 
serves. There  was  no  branch  of  our 
naval  organization  which  offered  so  great 
an  inducement  to  short-sighted  economy  as 
our  reserves  of  seamen  and  marines,  and 
there  was  none,  therefore,  which  required 
to  be  more  closely  watched  by  those  who 
took  a  special  interest  in  naval  affairs. 
He  was,  however,  afraid  that  at  a  time, 
when  we  had  so  much  reason  to  congratu- 
late ourselves  on  the  formation  of  a  valu- 
able reserve  of  merchant  seamen,  the 
House  might  find  it  difficult  to  under- 
stand why  he  should  think  it  necessary 
to  call  attention  to  the  subject.  He 
thought,  however,  that  any  such  difficulty 
would  disappear  on  a  comparison  between 
the  state  of  the  Naval  Reserves  in  general 
at  the  present  time  with  what  it  was  three 
years  ago.  During  this  period  the  Royal 
Coast  Volunteers  and  the  Royal  Naval 
Reserve  had  increased,  but,  concurrently 
with  this,  the  Coastguard,  the  reserve  of 
Marines  on  shore,  and  the  reserve  of  man- 
of-war's  men  disposable  for  the  service  of 
the  home  ports  had  been  reduced.  Thus 
the  irregular  and  imperfectly  trained  re» 
serves  had  been  increased  at  the  expense 
of  the  regular  and  thoroughly  trained 
reserves,  and,  as  the  difficulty  we  should 
experience  at  the  commencement  of  a 
naval  war  would  lie  rather  in  obtaining  the 
quality  than  the  quantity  of  men  that  would 
be  required,  he  considered  this  state  of 
things  to  be  eminently  unsatisfactory.  He 
considered  it  to  be  the  more  unsatisfactory 
because  his  noble  Friend,  in  moving  the 
Estimates,  had  indicated  the  probability  of 
further  reductions  in  the  Coastguard  and 
the  Marines,  which  were  by  far  the  most 
2  B 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


739 


Tf^  Ifaval 


(COMMONS)        Seserve$^  Observations.      740 


valuable  of  all  the  reserres,  and  it  was  in 
the  hope  of  arrestiog  this  retrograde  policy 
that  he  ventured  to  direct  attention  to  the 
Bubject  which  he  was  prevented  from  doing 
by  unavoidable  absence  on  the  night  when 
the  Vote  for  the  Reserves  was  under  consi- 
deration. The  necessity  of  maintaining 
large  and  immediately  available  reserves 
at  all  times,  however  secure  we  might  feel 
in  the  prospect  of  peace,  was  forced  upon 
the  country  by  the  Russian  war.  We 
were  then  at  war  only  with  a  third-rate 
naval  Power,  and  we  were  in  alliance  with 
another  naval  Power  only  second  to  our- 
selves. Our  colonies,  our  commerce,  and 
our  shores  were  as  secure  as  in  time  of 
peace,  and  the  efforts  which  we  were 
called  upon  to  make  were,  therefore,  in- 
significant compared  with  what  they  must 
have  been  if  we  had  been  at  war  with  a 
first-rate  maritime  State ;  but,  even  under 
such  circumstances,  we  experienced  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  obtaining  men  for  the 
ships  it  was  necessary  to  commission,  and 
it  would  have  been  impossible  to  do  so 
without  the  greatest  risk  of  disaster  and 
disgrace,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  reserve 
of  seamen  we  possessed  in  the  Coastguard, 
But,  although  the  war  showed  the  great 
value  of  the  Coastguard  as  a  Naval  Re- 
serve, it  also  showed  its  deficiencies  and 
defects,  and  immediately  after  the  peace 
in  1856  his  riffht  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles 
Wood),  then  first  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
introduced  a  measure,  the  principal  objects 
of  which  were  to  transfer  the  management 
of  the  Coastguard  from  the  Board  of  Cus- 
toms to  the  Admiralty,  and  to  provide  for  the 
gradual  increase  of  the  force  from  about 
4,500  to  10,000  men.  But  even  this  addition 
was  thought  inadequate  to  meet  the  con- 
tingency of  a  great  naval  war ;  and  in 
1858  Lord  Derby's  Government  appointed 
a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  subject  of  the  manning  of  the  Navy. 
The  spirit  of  the  recommendations  made 
by  that  Commission  was  adopted,  not  only 
by  the  Administration  of  Lord  Derby,  but  by 
the  present  Government.  The  Commission 
advised  that  a  reserve  of  merchant  sea- 
men should  be  formed,  consisting  of  20,000 
men,  taken  from  sailors  who  were  never 
long  absent  from  their  ports,  that  is  to 
say,  of  men  who  would  be  immediately 
available,  and  of  5,000  men  usually  em- 
ployed on  long  voyageti,  and  they  also 
advised  that  the  Royal  Coast  Volunteers 
should  be  raised  to  10,000  men.  These 
were  the  principal  recommendations  ap- 
plicable to  the  irregular  reserves,  and 
Mr.  Corry 


it  was  also  that  the  Coastguard  should 
be  raised  to  12,000,  that  the  Marines  on 
shore  should  be  raised  to  11,000,  and  that 
there  should  be  always  4,000  sailors  dis- 
posable in  the  home  ports,  of  whom  1.000 
were  to  be  seamen  gunners.  In  1860,  in 
reply  to  the  late  Sir  Charles  Napier,  wlio 
had  brought  forward  a  Motion  on  the  sub- 
ject, his  noble  Friend  said  he  hoped  to 
be  able  to  satisfy  the  House,  before  he 
sat  down,  that  the  Admiralty  were  carrying 
out  one  by  one  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commission.  He  stated  that  he  agreed 
entirely  in  the  expediency  of  increasing 
the  number  of  Marines — that  the  late  Go- 
vernment (Lord  Derby's)  had  taken  a  Vote 
for  2,000  extra  Marines — that  the  present 
Government  had  added  1,000  more — (the 
very  1,000,  numerically,  which  had  been 
reduced  by  this  year's  Estimates)-^ that 
the  Coastguard  was  about  to  be  increased 
by  500  men,  and  that  it  was  the  desire  of 
the  Admiralty  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Royal  Commission,  and 
that  there  should  be  a  considerable  number 
of  seamen  in  the  home  ports  available  for 
any  emergency.  These  early  aspirations 
of  the  Admiralty  for  a  time  influenced 
its  action.  In  1862  his  noble  Friend 
informed  the  House  that  there  were  4,400 
trained  seamen  and  boys  in  the  home 
ports  available  for  service,  exclusive  of  the 
complements  of  all  the  ships  in  commis- 
sion ;  and  in  1863  the  Navy  Estimates 
provided  for'a  reserve  of  10,000  Marines 
on  shore  and  10,000  men  in  the  Coastguard. 
This  year,  however,  the  reserve  of  men 
disposable  at  our  home  ports  was  reduced 
from  4,400  to  1,500,  as  had  been  stated 
by  his  noble  Friend,  but  he  doubted, 
from  information  he  had  received,  whe- 
ther he  could  lay  his  hands  on  anything 
like  that  number.  The  Marines  on 
shore,  who  numbered  10,000  in  1863, 
were  reduced  this  year  to  9,000;  the 
Coastguard,  who  were  10,000  in  1863, 
were  now  reduced  to  7,750  men.  These 
reductions  showed  a  diminution  of  6,150 
men  in  the  regularly  trained  reserves  ;  and 
while  these  men  wero  greatly  superior  in 
quality  to  what  any  reserve  of  merchant  sea- 
men could  possibly  be,  he  doubted  whether 
the  whole  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  set 
down  at  17,000  men,  would  furnish  a  force 
even  numerically  equal  at  the  outbreak  of 
a  war.  The  reasons  assigned  by  his  noble 
Friend  for  these  reductions  were  so  un- 
substantial, that  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  could 
have  given  a  better  explanation,  and  that 
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ibe  Coastgaard  and  Marines,  and  the  men 
disposable  at  the  borne  ports,  had  been 
required  to  contribnte  to  his  estimated 
surplus  for  the  current  year.  His  noble 
Friend  said  that  the  reduction  in  the 
numher  of  Mannes  was  a  natural  se- 
quence of  the  reduction  of  the  fleet  ; 
and  he  added,  with  the  enriable  talent 
he  possessed  of  making  things  plea- 
sant, that  it  would  be  a  great  henefit 
to  the  force,  because  Marines  lose  the 
characteristics  of  the  sailor  unless  thej 
have  the  proper  turn  of  senrioe  afloat. 
But  the  whole  reduction  in  the  fleet,  by 
this  year's  Estimates,  was  1,000  men, 
and  it  would  be  difficult  for  his  noble 
Friend  to  show  that  this  rende'red  neces- 
sary a  reduction  of  1,000  Marines  ;  the 
proportion  of  Marines  to  1,000  seamen 
would  be  nearer  100  than  1,000,  and 
he  (Mr.  Corry)  would  obsenre  that  the 
Royal  Commission  did  not  lose  sight  of  the 
necessity  of  the  Marines  bearing  a  proper 
proportion  to  the  fleet.  They  stated  in 
their  Report — 

"  There  is  a  limit  beyond  whioh  the  Marines 
cannot  properly  be  increased,  because  it  is  neces- 
sary to  their  efficiency  that  they  should  spend  a 
large  portion  of  their  time  afloat.'' 

But  the  Commission,  neyertheless,  recom- 
mend that  the  reserTO  of  Marines  on  shore 
should  be  raised  to  11,000,  although  at  this 
time  the  seamen  and  boys  voted  were  only 
37,000,  whereas  this  year  the  number 
of  seamen  and  boys  was  42,000,  so  that, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Royal  Commission, 
at  a  time  when  the  number  of  seamen 
voted  was  5,000  less  than  at  present,  the 
reserve  of  Marines  might,  with  advantage, 
be  2,000  more.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland,  who  was  a  Member  of  the 
Commission,  had,  in  a  separate  Report, 
recommended  that  the  Marines  should  be 
raised  to  30,000  men,  which  he  (Mr.  Corry) 
considered  an  extravagant  proposal.  In  the 
whole  navy,  however,  there  was  probably 
no  officer  more  distinguished  for  his  ability, 
his  experience,  or  the  moderation  of  his 
views,  than  Sir  Alexander  Milne,  who 
expressed  the  opinion,  in  his  evidence  be- 
fore  the  Commission,  that  it  would  be  an 
advantage  to  increase  the  number  of  Ma- 
rines to  25,000,  provided  the  number  of 
seamen  was  not  reduced,  and,  as  already 
stated,  the  number  of  the  latter  was  now 
6,000  more  than  at  that  period.  But 
naval  officers  were  often  supposed  to  en- 
tertain exaggerated  notions  on  such  sub- 
jects. He  would,  therefore,  quote  the 
opinion   of   a  civilian  who  eould  not  be 


suspected  of  extravagance  on  any  question 
of  naval  administration.  This  year  the 
Marines  had  been  reduced  from  18.000  to 
17,000,  but,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Commission,  Sir  James  Graham  said — 

'*  I  shoold  rejoice  to  see  the  Marines  raised  to 
20,000,  never  to  be  diminished.  I  saw  with  great 
pain  the  recent  reduction  of  1,000  meii.  I  re- 
garded that  aa  an  imprudent  measure." 

Hon.  Members  might  think  that  he  (Mr. 
Corry)  attached  too  much  importance  to  a 
reduction  of  1,000  marines.  He  was  glad, 
therefore,  to  be  supported  by  so  great  an 
authority  as  Sir  James  Graham,  and  he 
said,  with  him,  that  he  saw  with  great 
pain  the  recent  reduction  (in  this  year's 
Estimates)  of  1,000  Marines,  and  that  he 
regarded  it  as  an  imprudent  measure.  He 
would  make  only  one  more  quotation  from 
the  evidence  before  the  Commission,  but  it 
was  so  apposite  to  his  present  purpose  that 
he  could  not  refrain .  from  adverting  to  it, 
more  especially  as  it  expressed  the  opinion 
of  an  officer  of  great  administrative  as 
well  as  naval  experience — an  opinion  which 
his  noble  Friend  could  hardly  dispute,  be- 
cause it  was  his  own.  Lord  Clarence  Paffet 
said,  in  his  evidence,  '*  I  propose  to  in- 
crease the  Marines  by  6,000."  This  would 
have  raised  the  number  to  21,000-— the 
Vote  at  that  time  having  been  for  15,000. 
"  I  should  have  no  hesitation  in  recommending 
that  increase  aa  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Oom- 
mons." 

His  noble  Friend,  after  stating  other  rea- 
sons, went  on  to  say — 

"  I  have  a  still  stronger  reason  for  recommend- 
ing an  increase  of  Marines.  Our  present  number 
of  Marines  is  onlj  commensurate  with  our  num- 
ber of  seamen,  and  proportionate  to  the  actual 
wants  of  the  fleet ;  but  we  haye,  or  soon  shall 
have,  a  reserve  of  seamen  of  20,000  men,  but  we 
have  no  corresponding  reserve  of  Marines,  and 
for  this  reason,  also,  I  recommend  an  increase  of 
6,000  men." 

So  much  for  the  reduction  of  tho  Marines 
as  the  natural  sequence  of  the  reduction 
of  the  fleet ;  and  in  this  opioion  of  his 
noble  Friend  he  entirely  concurred,  for  un- 
less there  were  Marines  to  embark  on  board 
the  vessels  which  would  be  manned  by 
the  reserTOS  of  merchant  seamen  in  case  of 
war,  it  would  only  be  another  instance  of 
that  want  of  comprehensiveness  which  had 
always  been  a  defect  of  our  naval  system. 
But  he  (Mr.  Corry)  considered  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Coastguard  still  more  objec- 
tionable than  that  of  the  Marines,  and  it 
amounted  to  no  less  than  2,750  men  in 
the  last  two  years.  The  noble  Lord  would 
probably  say  that  no  reduction  had  taken   ^ 
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place  this  year  id  the  nambers  of  the 
Coastguard  od  shore,  which  was  by  far  the 
most  Talaable  part  of  the  force.  Comparing 
the  figures,  howeTer,  with  those  of  1863, 
the  Estimates  showed  a  reduction  of  500, 
and,  if  he  was  not  misinformed,  there 
had  been  a  positive  reduction  this  year, 
although  it  did  not  appear  in  the  Esti- 
mates, as  he  believed  the  number  borne  on 
the  ]  St  of  January  was  300  more  than  the 
number  voted.  A  reduction  to  this  extent 
had  been  effected,  as  he  had  been  informed, 
not  by  discharging  the  older  men,  but  by 
stopping  the  introduction  of  younger  hands, 
thereby  increasing  the  average  of  age  and 
consequently  diminishing  the  efficiency  of 
the  force.  The  reasons  assigned  by  his 
noble  Friend  for  reducing  the  Coastguard 
were  that  it  was  a  very  costly  force,  and 
that  its  numbers  might  safely  be  diminished 
as  we  had  now  a  magnificent  reserve  of 
merchant  seamen;  but,  so  far  from  regarding 
the  Coastguard  on  shore  as  a  costly  force, 
be  regarded  it  as  very  economical,  consi- 
dered as  a  reserve,  for  it  was  the  only 
reserve  of  seamen  giving  a  return  for  the 
outlay  on  it  in  time  of  peace.  In  1856, 
when  the  management  of  the  force  was 
transferred  from  the  Customs  to  the 
Admiralty,  the  Estimate  relating  to  it 
amounted  to  £480,000,  an  amount  which 
the  then  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
stated  to  be  wholly  inadequate  to  provide 
for  the  protection  of  the  revenue.  The 
additional  amount  then  considered  necessary 
by  the  First  Lord  for  mere  revenue  pur- 
poses was  estimated  at  about  £130,000 
—making  a  total  of  £610,000,  and  in  the 
jear  1863 — when  a  Vote  was  taken  for 
10,000  Coastguard  men  on  shore  and 
afloat— the  total  Estimate  was  £790,000, 
or  only  £180,000  more  than  what  was 
considered  necessary  for  the  mere  protec- 
tion of  the  Revenue  in  1856.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  treaty  with  France  had  ren- 
dered it  unnecessary  to  maintain  so  large  a 
preventive  force,  but  it  never  was  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Coastguard  to  prevent  smuggling 
at  the  great  emporiums  of  commerce,  but 
only,  as  their  name  implied,  on  the  bare 
coasts,  where  brandy  and  tobacco  were  the 
principal  articles  attempted  to  be  run,  and  he 
had  yet  to  learn  that  free  trade  had  gone  the 
length  of  admitting  brandy  and  tobacco 
duty  free.  He  could  not  pretend  to  say 
what  was  the  actual  expenditure  on  the 
Coastguard  now  required  for  the  protection 
of  the  revenue,  but,  whatever  its  amount 
might  be,  the  difference  between  it  and 
the  entire  cost  of  the  force  was  all  thati 
Mr.  Carry 


could  be  charged  to  it  as  a  Naval  Reserve* 
But  the  protection  of  the  Revenue  was  not 
the  only  service  rendered  by  the  Coast- 
guard in  time  of  peace.  It  appeared  from 
a  return  which  he  had  obtained  of  the  value 
of  property  saved  and  protected,  and  of 
lives  saved  by  the  Coastguard  during  the 
last  six  years,  that  in  that  short  period 
the  amount  of  property  saved  and  protected 
was  within  a  few  pounds  of  £4,000,000, 
and  the  lives  saved  about  4,000,  so  that 
the  force  had  in  this  respect  alone  almost 
returned  to  the  country  tne  entire  cost  of 
its  maintenance,  and  by  diminishing  its  num- 
bers the  Government  would  be  diminishing 
the  means  of  saving  life  and  property.  The 
other  reason  assigned  by  his  noble  Friend 
for  the  reduction  of  the  Coastguard  was 
that  he  had  now  a  magnificent  reserve  of 
merchant  seamen.  He  (Mr.  Corry)  had 
always  been  in  favour  of  forming  that  re- 
serve, but  if  he  bad  supposed  it  was  in  any 
respect  to  supplant  instead  of  supplement- 
ing  the  Coastguard  on  shore  his  views  re- 
specting it  m\f(hi  have  been  different.  It 
could  be  no  affront  to  the  Naval  Reserve 
to  say  that  it  could  not  be  compared,  in 
point  of  efficiency,  with  the  Coastguard. 
On  the  contrary  it  would  be  an  insult  to 
their  understanding  to  assert  that  men 
who  received  instruction  in  the  special 
duties  of  man-of-wars  men  only  twenty- 
eight  days  in  the  year,  which  might  be 
broken  into  four  periods  of  seven  days  each, 
could  be  compared  with  men  who  must 
have  served  eight  years  in  man's  ratings 
in  the  Royal  Navy — many  of  whom  liad 
attained  to  the  rank  of  petty  officers,  and 
the  whole  of  whom  were  selected  in  refe- 
rence to  superior  qualifications  and  good 
conduct.  No  one  had  taken  a  greater  in- 
terest in,  or  done  more  towards  the  forma- 
tion of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve  than 
Captain  Browne,  the  late  Registrar  of  mer- 
chant seamen;  but  he  held  a  letter  from 
that  lamented  officer  in  his  hand  in  which 
he  stated  that,  for  every  200  of  that  body 
embarked  for  service,  from  fifty  to  sixty 
men  should  be  added  from  the  Coastguard 
on  shore,  and  this  would  require  from  5,000 
to  6,000  of  the  latter  as  the  proper  pro- 
portion to  a  reserve  of  20,000  men.  Ano- 
ther great  adrantage  possessed  by  the 
Coastguard  over  the  Naval  Reserve  was 
that  it  was  more  immediately  available  for 
service.  The  whole  of  the  Coastguard 
might  be  assembled  at  Portsmouth  in 
forty-eight  hours,  even  from  the  furthest 
stations  on  the  coast  of  Ireland,  while 
be  believed  the  calculation  was  that  not 
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more  than  one-third  of  the  Naval  He- 
serye  could  he  depended  on  as  heing 
within  reach  at  the  commencement  of  a 
war.  Moreover,  the  men  of  the  Naval 
Reserve  could  not  he  called  out  except  hj 
Royal  Proclamation  under  an  Order  in 
Council.  This  he  had  always  thought  a 
great  defect  in  the  Act  constituting  the 
force,  for  so  long  as  negotiations  were  going 
on  with  a  Power  with  which  we  had  a  dif- 
ference, the  issuing  of  a  proclamation 
calling  out  the  reserves  would  he  tanta- 
mount to  a  declaration  of  war;  and  the  prac- 
tical result  would  be  that  they  never  would 
be  called  out  until  after  the  actual  com- 
mencement of  hostilities.  He  rememhered 
when  he  was  at  the  Admiralty,  many  years 
ago,  and  when  there  was  great  apprehen- 
sion of  a  war  with  France  on  the  Tahiti 
affair,  the  Government  would  not  even  allow 
a  single  ship  to  he  put  into  commission 
lest  it  should  precipitate  the  war  they 
otherwise  hoped  to  avoid,  and,  if  war  had 
actually  occurred,  we  should  have  found 
ourselves  in  a  very  dangerous  predicament. 
For  these  reasons,  although  he  wished  to 
speak  of  the  Royal  Naval  Reserve  with  the 
greatest  respect  he  did  not  think  it  ought 
to  be  considered  as  a  substitute  for  the 
Coastguard.  Both  the  irregular  and  the 
regular  reserves  were  many  thousand  men 
below  tbe  numbers  recommended  by  the 
Royal  Commission  of  1858,  and  he  did  not 
think  the  increase  of  the  former  compen- 
sated the  re4uction  of  the  latter.  He  saw 
in  this  reduction  a  great  want  of  system. 
The  number  of  men  to  be  voted  for  the 
fleet  of  necessity  fluctuated,  from  year  to 
year,  according  to  the  al^ect  of  political 
affairs  on  which  the  Cabinet  were  alone 
competent  to  decide,  but  the  reserves  were 
intended  to  meet  contingencies  which  conld 
not  be  foreseen,  but  which,  although  un- 
foreseen, were  of  frequent  occurrence  in 
the  history  of  nations,  and  often  arose  when 
least  expected.  The  reserves,  therefore, 
ought  to  be  fixed  according  to  a  well  con- 
sidered and  well  defined  scale,  and  he 
trusted  that,  if  his  noble  Friend  should 
announce,  next  year,  a  further  increase  of 
the  Royal  Naval  Reserve,  and  a  further 
reduction  of  the  fleet,  he  would  not  also 
have  to  announce  a  further  reduction  of 
the  Coastguard  and  Marines. 

Lord  CLARENCE  PAGET  said,  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  in  objecting  to  the 
reduction  in  the  number  of  Marines  and 
Coastguard  on  shore,  founded  his  observa- 
tions on  the  valuable  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion on  Manning  theNavy  which  sat  in  1858. 


It  was  true  that  the  evidence  of  most 
naval  officers,  including  himself,  who  ap- 
peared before  that  Commission  was  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  desirable  rather  to  increase 
than  decrease  the  body  of  Marines.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  stating  that  the  burden  of 
his  recommendations  to  the  Commission  was 
to  increase  the  body  of  Marines,  for  at  that 
time  the  seamen  had  not  got  into  the  ad- 
mirable system  of  continuous  service.  But 
circumstances  had  greatly  changed  since 
then.  At  that  time  the  boy  system  was 
in  its  infancy.  We  had  not  brought  up 
large  numbers  of  youths  who  belonged  to 
us,  who  knew  us,  and  who  had  acquired  a 
real  affection  for  the  service.  The  Royal 
Navy,  six  or  seven  years  ago,  was  only  one 
among  many  of  the  occupations  of  a  seafar- 
ing life.  A  man  entered  a  man-of-war,  served 
in  it,  and  then  went  into  the  merchant  service. 
Officers  always  felt  the  great  inconvenience 
of  that  uncertainty  in  the  manning  of  their 
ships.  The  fact  was  well  illustrated  in 
1859,  when  a  great  bounty  was  offered  to 
induce  seamen  to  go  into  the  Navy.  All 
these  things  had  changed.  At  that  time 
we  had  no  reserve  at  all,  so  to  speak  ;  we 
had  nothing  but  the  Coastguard,  and  that 
Coastguard  was  not  altogether  so  efficient 
as  it  had  been  of  later  years  ;  and  the 
reason  the  nayal  officers  on  that  occasion 
recommended  a  large  increase  of  Marines 
was  that  they  thought  it  was  a  body  of 
men  we  could  always  count  upon.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  lamented  that  there 
seemed  a  prospect  of  reducing  the  Coast- 
guard, which,  as  he  truly  observed,  was 
really  the  nucleus  of  the  reserve  force,  and 
which,  he  added,  was  necessary  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  petty  officers  in  the 
event  of  the  Reserve  being  called  out ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  remember 
the  petty  officers  and  seamen  of  the  navy 
were  mostly  continuous  service  men,  and 
that  on  board  ship  there  was  also  a  vast  num- 
ber of  young  men  quite  fit  to  make  petty 
officers  of.  This  was  a  state  of  things 
which  did  not  exist  formerly.  He  was  not 
aware  of  any  want  in  the  organization  of 
the  navy,  except  in  reference  to  artificers, 
and  he  trusted  that  shortly  the  finishing 
stroke  would  be  put  to  the  means  of  reme- 
dying that  want.  Many  circumstances 
had  contributed  to  the  gradual  reduction  of 
the  Coastguard  on  shore.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  quoted  figures  to  show  the 
necessity  of  the  Coastguard  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  revenue  ;  but  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  think  that  5,000  Coastguard 
were    required    at   the    present  moment 
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lolely  for  the  protection  of  the  reyeDUO  ? 
Smuggling  was  almost  a  thing  of  the  past, 
thou^  in  certain  places  of  great  commerce 
it  was  still  thought  necessary  to  take  pre- 
eautioos  against  it.     In  consequence  of 
the  changes  which  had  taken  place  in  legis- 
lation it  was  not  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  the  rerenne  to  keep  the  force  of 
Ooastguard  equal  to  what  it  used  to  be ; 
.  and  he  had  no  doubt  that,  as  the  result  of 
inquiries  now  making  on  the  subject,  it  would 
be  established  that  a  further  reduction  of 
the  Ooastguard  on  shore  might  safely,  as 
far  as  revenue  purposes  were  concerned,  he 
effected.     There  now  existed  a  Urge  body 
of  Royal  Nary  Reserye,  and  he  thought 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  not  done  juBtioe 
to  them.     Many  Members  of  the  House, 
and  officers  who  had  seen  them,  reported 
fav/aurably  of  them,  that  they  were  effi- 
ciently trained  men.    Under  good  captains 
ef  a  gnn  they  would  be  efficient  at  once  on 
board   sliip.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  one-third  of  the  number  eould 
not  be  considered  to  be  avMlable  at  any 
moment.     That  really  was  not  the  case. 
According  to  the  last  return  the  num- 
ber was  18,000  ;   those  drilled,  16,280  ; 
available  in  from  one  to  fourteen  days, 
9,000.     The  larger  proportion  were  thus 
available  in   from  <Mie  to  fourteen  days. 
In  addition,  there  was  the  valuable  body 
of    Coast    Volunteers,    little    inferior   to 
the   Navy  Reserve,    because  the  Act  of 
Parliament  passed  a  year   or  two  years 
ago   introduced  a  new  system,  and  now 
more  oare  was  iaken    in    the   selection 
of  men.      About  two  years  ago  there  was 
no  power  in  the  Admiralty  to  send  these 
men  more  than  100  leagues  from  the  shore 
of  this  country;    but,  in  consequence  of 
the  inconvenience  felt  therefrom,  the  Act 
of  Parliament  was  amended  in  that  re* 
spect,  and  power  was  taken  to  send  them 
anywhere.     Taking  the  Naval  Reserve  at 
1 8,000  men,  and  the  naval  Coast  Volun- 
teers at  about  6,000  men«  there  was  a 
force  of  24,000   men   provided   by  those 
two  bodies.     He  had  described  on  a  former 
occasion  the  tendency,  by  the  introduction 
of  armour  ships,  to  decrease  in  the  crews 
of  ships.  The  armour  ships  had  less  nume- 
rous crews  than  the  line-of-battle  ships. 
A  great  ohange  was  coming  over  the  ser- 
vice in  this  respect,  but  wlmt  was  lost  in 
numbers  was  gained  in  skill,  for  an  infi- 
nitely  more  skilful    class    of   men    were 
now  on  board  ship.      At   great  cost  we 
were    training    them    .as    gunners,     and 
what  was  lost  in  numbers  was  gained  in 
Zord  Olarenoe  Paget 


skiH.  If  the  naval  force  were  analyzed, 
it  would  be  found  that  the  number  of  pure 
blue  jackets  was  not  much  above  20,000. 
But,  with  a  reserve  of  24,000  men,  there 
existed,  in  fact,  a  second  navy.  It  was  said 
that  that  force  could  not  be  called  out  in  case 
of  emergency  except  by  an  Order  in  Council, 
but  he  thought  that  Parliament  and  the 
country  would  soon  cry  out  for  the  Order 
in  Council  to  be  issued  if  any  necessity 
should  arise  for  their  services.  When  the 
Royal  Commission  recommended  a  large 
increase  of  the  Marine  force  it  was,  be 
believed,  contemplated  that  the  Marines 
should  garrison  the  dock  ports.  He  con* 
fessed  he  should  like  to  see  those  ports 
garrisoned  by  them.  On  the  other  hand, 
it  must  be  admitted  that  our  Marines  were 
now  just  sufficiently  employed  afloat  to  afford 
them  that  necessary  exercise  which  should 
give  them  their  sea  legs  and  those  sea  habits 
without  which  they  would  be  useless  on 
board  ship,  and  if  they  were  greatly  in- 
creased they  would  not  have  suffiisient 
sea  service  to  keep  tliem  efficient  in  this 
respect.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
mistaken  as  to  the  process  by  which  the 
Coastguard  were  being  reduced.  A  careful 
medical  examination  had  been  going  on 
at  all  our  stations,  and  a  principle 
of  superannuation  was  being  adopted  by 
wliich  about  300  of  the  older  men  would 
he  taken  from  the  force.  By  reducing  the 
Coastguard^  men  were  relieveil  who  were 
somewhat  past  their  work.  He  believed 
that  although  there  had  bee8  a  decrease 
of  numbersi  there  was  improved  efficiency. 

INfHA-€LAIMSf  OF  THE  SATPOORA  AND 

GOA  FRONTIER  FIELD  FORCES; 

OBSERYATIONS. 

Mb.  STANILAND  said,  he  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  claims  of  the  Satpoora 
Field  Force  and  of  the  Goa  Frontier  Field 
Force  (portions  of  the  Indian  Army)  to  the 
Indian  Mutiny  Medal*  the  Government  of 
India  having  rejected  these  claims.  He 
regretted  to  be  obliged  to  bring  forwsrd 
the  subject  in  the  absence  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  but  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  deem  it  dis- 
courteous on  his  part  if  he  could  not  at 
that  period  of  the  Session  defer  doing  so 
any  longer.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
personal  interest  in  the  matter,  and  in 
calling  attention  to  it  he  was  actuated 
only  by  a  sense  of  duty,  and  a  desire  to 
see  justice  done  to  an  honourable  body  of 
men  who  had  fought  gallantly  and  success- 
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fully  for  their  Queen  in  India,  in  the  sup- 
pression of  the  unhappy  mutiny  and  rehel- 
fion  which  hroke  out  there  a  few  years  ago. 
The  mutiny  was  not  confined  to  Bengal, 
but  extended  to  parts  of  the  other  Presi- 
dencies, especially  to  Bombay,  where  these 
particolar  field  forces  were  employed,  and 
their  active  services  were  called  into  re- 
quisition against  the  mutineers  and  rebels, 
some  of  whom  were  afterwards  executed. 
He  wished  the  House  to  consider  the  de- 
cision come  to  by  the  Commander-]n->Chief 
in  India,  in  opposition  to  the  Qoyemments 
of  Bombay  and  Madras,  in  order  that  these 
troops  might  have  granted  them  that  medal 
which  it  was  the  express  intention  of  the 
Sovereign  should  be  given  to  all  who  had 
been  engaged  in  suppressing  the  rebellion. 
He  would  explain  the  particular  circum- 
Btances  under  which  the  services  of  these 
troops  were  required.  In  the  month  of 
Febniary,  1858,  certain  native  chiefs  as- 
sembled a  considerable  force  in  the  imme- 
diate vicinity  X)f  Goa,  with  a  view  to  create 
rebellion  against  us.  They  took  up  a  posi- 
tion and  stockaded  it,  making  it  as  defen- 
sible as  the  circumstances  would  permit. 
Lord  Elphinstone  called  in  the  assistance 
of  General  Jacobs  to  suppress  the  move- 
ment, and  the  operations  were  under  the 
direction  of  that  distinguished  officer. 
There  wa#  no  question  that  the  military 
authorities  of  Bombay  regarded  the  duty 
imposed  on  these  troops  as  the  suppression 
of  rebellion.  The  whole  of  the  testimony 
on  the  subject  went  to  establish  that  the 
military  authorities  who  were  parties  to 
the  operation  were  clearly  of  opinion  that 
the  rising  partook  of  the  character  of  a 
rebellion.  The  brothers  Saal  were  the 
leaders  of  the  mutiny,  and  the  rebels  were 
dispersed  by  means  of  a  force  called  the 
Goa  Frontier  Field  Force  acting  in  the 
particular  locality  in  question,  and  consist- 
ing of  1,500  regular  and  irregular  troops 
from  the  Bombay,  and  a  similar  number 
from  the  Madras,  Presidency,  making  in 
all  3,000  men,  there  were  also  1,000 
Portugese,  and  by  those  troops  the  rebels 
were  dislodged  from  the  position  which 
they  had  taken  up,  and  dispersed.  General 
Jacob  was  summoned  to  Goa  to  concert  a 
plan  of  operations  with  the  Portugese  au- 
thorities in  the  following  spring,  but  the 
leading  rebels  finding  they  could  not  make 
head  against  the  military  arrayed  against 
thqm  surrendered  themselves.  The  Goa 
Field  Force  was  then  disbanded,  and  the 
troops  returned  to  their  respective  districts, 
and  when  the  whole  mutiny  in  India  was 


at  an  end  an  order  was  sent  out  awarding 
medals  to  all  the  military  and  civilians  who 
were  employed  in  its  suppression.  Colonel 
Fitzgerald,  one  of  the  officers  who  com- 
manded the  combined  Goa  force,  addressed 
a  letter  in  October,  1860,  to  the  Adjutant 
General  of  the  army  at  Fort  St.  George, 
making  a  request  for  medals,  and  setting 
forth  the  services  of  those  employed  under 
him  ;  but  the  result  was  that  in  proportion 
as  the  application  for  those  medals  became 
more  numerous  the  official  snubbing  given 
to  the  applicants  increased.  In  July,  1861, 
a  Minute  of  Council  was  forwarded,  from 
which  it  appeared  that  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  being  of  opinion  that  no  military 
operations  had  been  undertaken  against 
us  by  the  rebels  in  the  particular  quarter 
referred  to,  decided  that  there  had  been 
nothing  to  warrant  the  issue  of  the  medal  ; 
it  was  therefore  countermanded,  although 
the  home  Government  had  been  prepared 
to  grant  it,  and  the  medals  were  actually 
struck  and  sent  out  to  India.  This  gross 
inconsistency  was  therefore  sanctioned, 
that  a  medal  was  denied  to  the  Bombay 
force  which  the  Madras  army  obtained,  and 
were  actually  wearing.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  consider  this  subject  during  the  re- 
cess, and  be  prepared  next  Session  to  view 
the  case  favourably. 

Mr.  T.  G.  BARING  said,  he  had  been 
requested  to  answer  the  question  of  the 
hon.  Member,  as  it  was  not  in  the  power 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  to 
attend  that  evening.  The  case  brought 
before  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member  was 
one  that  ought,  he  believed,  to  be  left  to 
the  Government  of  India  to  decide.  The 
authorities  in  India  had  laid  down  the  con- 
ditions on  which  medals  were  to  be  given. 
The  regulation  on  this  subject  was  that 
for  any  military  force  to  become  entitled 
to  the  distinction  of  the  medal,  it  must 
have  been  engaged  in  actual  conflict  in  the 
field.  A  letter  had  been  addressed  to  the 
Commander-in-Chief  on  the  subject,  and 
he  had  stated,  in  reply,  that  there  was  no 
rule  of  the  service  which  would  authorise 
the  granting  of  the  Indian  mutiny  medal 
to  the  Satpoora  Field  Force.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  decision  of  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  but  he  had  omitted 
to  state  that  the  Government  of  India 
concurred  in  his  opinion.  That  House  was 
hardly  in  a  condition  to  discuss  the  details 
of  military  operations  against  the  mutineers, 
and  he  therefore  hoped  the  hon.  Member 


Digitized  by 


Google 


751     Tenure  and  Improvmsnt  of      {COMMONSl  Zand  {Ireland). 


752 


would  not  think  it  neoessarj  to  move  further 
in  the  matter. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  the  House  was 
evidently  unwilling  to  listen  to  the  details 
of  this  matter,  which  he  was  quite  prepared 
to  go  into.  He  should,  therefore,  confine 
himself  to  an  expression  of  opinion  that, 
lis  a  matter  of  gratitude,  the  Government 
ought  to  have  seized  the  opportunity  of 
doing  justice  to  troops  who  bad  stood  by 
us  in  the  crisis  of  danger,  prevented  our 
being  driven  to  the  coast,  and  thus  saved 
our  Indian  empire. 

N A VT— DOCKYARD  SUPERINTENDBNTS. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  FREDERIC  SMITH  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Ponte- 
fract,  If  there  be  any  valid  reason  for 
limiting  the  tenure  of  office  of  the  Super- 
intendents of  the  Royal  Dockyards  to  five 
years,  and  whether  he  will  object  to  furnisli 
a  Return  showing  the  length  of  time  which 
each  Superintendent  held  office  since  1841. 
He  had  been  acquainted  since  1815  with 
all  the  dockyard  superintendents  employed 
at  Chatham,  and  he  had  never  known  a 
single  instance  in  which  the  officers  selected 
for  that  post  were  not  men  of  distinction 
who  had  rendered  good  service  to  their 
country.  The  duties  in  the  dockyards 
required  their  whole  time  and  undivided 
Attention.  Even  the  accounts  came  under 
their  supervision,  and  he  maintained  that 
the  working  of  the  system  had  been  at- 
tended with  rigid  economy.  He  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  before  the  next  Session  would 
reconsider  the  rate  of  wages  of  the  men, 
for  they  were  obliged  to  live  where  lodg- 
ings and  provisions  were  dear,  and  that  he 
would  place  it  upon  a  more  equitable  foot- 
ing. He  hoped  also  that  the  Government 
would  not  feel  restricted  to  a  period  of 
five  years  for  the  employment  of  the  super- 
intendeAls  if  those  gentlemen  rendered 
good  service,  for  no  one  could  become  ac- 
quainted with  the  various  duties  of  the 
dockyard  until  after  a  long  period  of  time. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  would  not 
follow  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  into  all  the 
questions  which  he  had  raised,  nor  would 
he  attempt  to  revive  the  debate  which  had 
taken  place  last  week  upon  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lincoln  (Mr.  Seely). 
With  regard  to  that  debate  he  would  merely 
Bay  that  he  would  take  an  opportunity 
before  the  House  rose  to  lay  some  papers 
upon  the  table,  and  to  make  a  statement 
on  the  subject.  The  Return  as  to  the 
Mr.  r.  G.  Baring 


superintendents  who  had  held  office  since 
1841,  which  had  been  asked  for  by  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  should  be  given. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  asked  whether  there 
was  any  valid  reason  for  limiting  the  tenure 
of  office  by  the  superintendents  to  five 
years.  The  reason  was  this,  that  if  it 
were  right  that  naval  officers  should  be- 
come superintendents  in  consequence  of 
their  experience  at  sea,  it  was  also  right 
that  those  who  had  been  superintendents 
should  bring  their  experience  acquired  in 
the  dockyards  to  bear  upon  their  duties 
afloat.  To  carry  out  both  these  objects 
properly  there  were  decided  reasons  why 
the  superintendents  should  not  hold  office 
for  a  very  long  time,  for  if  so  they  would 
soon  revert  to  the  old  system  which  existed 
before  the  time  of  Sir  James  Graham, 
when  the  Commissioners  of  Dockyards  held 
their  office  for  a  long  period,  and  the 
House  of  Commons  put  it  down.  The 
present  arrangement  was  that  the  superin- 
tendents were  appointed  for  five  years. 
However,  the  First  Lord  had  a  discretion 
vested  in  him  to  re-appoint  particular 
officers  for  a  second  period  of  five  years, 
if  their  re-appointment  was  very  desirable. 

TENURE  AND  IMPROVEMENT  OF 
LAND  (IRELAND).-OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  HENNESSY  said,  that  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  Act  of 
1860,  popularly  termed  ''  the  Cardwell 
Act"  which  had  been  laid  on  the  table 
that  evening  was  of  extreme  importance  ; 
and,  looking  to  the  fact  that  this  was  the 
last  opportunity  which  Irish  Members 
would  have  of  offering  any  remarks  upon 
the  subject,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words. 
The  Select  Committee  to  which  he  re- 
ferred was  appointed  on  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
Maguire)  and  in  moving  for  it  his  hon. 
Friend  said  that  the  principle  of  the  Act 
of  1860,  that  under  no  circumstances 
should  a  tenant  receive  compensation  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  landlord,  was  wrong. 
He,  therefore,  asked  the  House  to  re- 
consider the  Act  for  the  purpose  of  amend- 
ing it.  The  proceedings  of  the  Commit- 
tee were  published  in  all  the  Irish  news- 
papers, special  reporters  had  come  over 
from  Ireland  to  do  so,  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  not  the  honour  of  being  ap- 
pointed on  the  Committee  attended  its 
sittings,  and  took  the  liveliest  interest  in 
its  proceedings.     Members  of  the  Com* 
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mittee  wrote  long  letters  to  the  Irish 
papers,  giving  an  account  of  what  was 
being  done,  and  pointing  out  what ,  would 
be  the  ultimate  result.  Among  those  letters 
was  one  published  in  the  Nation  of  last 
Saturday,  which  stated  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Committee  to  report  only 
the  evidence  this  year,  that  it  would  meet 
again  early  next  February,  and  after  two 
months  would  report,  and  that  in  the 
month  of  April  a  Bill  was  to  be  brought 
in,  with  the  support  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  which  was  to  give  to  the 
Irish  tenants  compensation  for  improve- 
ments, and  those  other  securities  which 
they  deemed  of  so  much  importance.  The 
letters  which  appeared  in  the  papers  and 
the  speeches  wnioh  were  made  on  the 
subject  —  and  they  were  many  —  aroused 
great  interest  in  the  minds  of  a  large  class 
in  Ireland.  He  must  say  he  thought  the 
way  in  which  the  organs  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  availed  themselves  of  the 
sittings  of  this  Committee  to  announce  the 
fact  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
about  to  introduce  a  Bill  next  Session, 
was  most  insidious.  Suddenly  they  now 
learned  that  the  Committee  had  brought 
their  labours  to  a  close,  for  their  Report 
had  been  laid  upon  the  table.  In  that 
Report  the  Committee  stated  that,  having 
examined  several  witnessess  on  the  re- 
commendation of  the  promoters  of  the 
inquiry,  they  were  of  opinion,  while  pro- 
posing several  modifications,  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  of  1860  embodied  in  the 
38th  and  40th  sections — namely,  that  com- 
pensation to  tenants  should  only  be  secured 
on  the  improvements  made  with  the  consent 
of  the  landlord,  must  be  maintained.  But 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  Maguire)  had  said  that  that  Act  was 
practically  a  dead  letter  because  it  was  based 
upon  a  false  principle,  and  he  quoted  in 
his  speech — and  the  same  evidence  was 
given  before  the  Committee — the  opinion 
of  Judge  Longfield,  who  said  that  the  Act 
of  I860  must  be  altered  in  principle,  for 
everything  depended  upon  so  amending  it. 
The  Committee  also  added  that  several 
modifications  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
might  be  made  without  infringment  of  its 
principle,  that  a  lump  sum  of  money  might 
be  substituted  for  a  payment  from  year 
to  year,  and  the  duration  of  possession 
might  be  altered.  But  these  were  merely 
matters  of  minor  detail,  the  principle  of 
the  Act  of  1860  being  maintained.  It 
was  his  fortune,  with  the  assistance  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  PoUard-Urquhart), 


to  have  introduced  this  Session  a  Bill  which 
had  been  prepared  by  the  Westmeath 
Tenant-Right  Committee.  That  Bill  em- 
bodied  the  principle  which  Judge  Long- 
field  said  was  essential,  and  was  in  di- 
rect  variance  with  the  principle  of  the  Act 
of  1860,  but  it  had  not  become  law.  The 
expectations  of  the  Irish  people  had  been 
roused,  and  the  organs  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  Ireland  had  availed  them- 
selves of  the  proceedings  of  the  Commit- 
tee to  recommend  the  Government  to  the 
favour  of  the  people  ;  they  stated  that 
the  members  of  the  Government  were 
giving  the  most  sedulous  attention  to  the 
subject,  and  that  in  the  new  Parliament 
a  Tenant-Right  Bill  would  be  introduced. 
Though  he  differed  in  toto  from  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee,  ond 
deeply  regretted  them,  he  thought  it  was 
much  fairer,  on  the  part  of  the  Committee, 
to  have  stated  their  views  than  that  this 
should  be  deferred  till  after  the  general 
election.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Robert  Peel)  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cardwell)  were  both  quoted 
in  favour  of  this  Report ;  and,  therefore, 
the  people  of  Ireland  now  knew  that  no- 
thing would  be  done.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Maguire)  was  not  responsible  for  this.  It 
was  true  he  proposed  the  Committee,  but 
he  was  not  responsible  for  its  nomination 
and  everybody  knew  how  such  a  Commit- 
tee  was  nominated.  Directly  he  saw  the 
names  he  said,  ''Here  are  eleven  to  six 
against  tenant-right,"  and  that  was  rather 
a  good  guess,  for  it  turned  out  that  eleven 
to  six  formed  the  actual  division.  From 
the  outset  he  had  not  the  slightest  con- 
fidence in  the  Committee,  and  he  re- 
gretted that  such  a  Committee  should  have 
examined  such  witnesses  as  Judge  Long- 
field,  and  should  have  come  to  such  a 
conclusion  as  they  had  expressed  in  their 
Report. 

Mb.  maguire  said,  he  could  not  tell 
with  what  object  his  hon.  Friend  had  in- 
troduced this  subject  to  the  House.  The 
Report  had  not  been  read  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers, the  evidence  was  not  before  tho 
House,  and  save  from  hearsay  his  hon. 
Friend  must  be  quite  ignorant  of  all  the 
transactions.  It  would  be  most  impolitic 
at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Session  to  dis- 
cuss so  grave  and  important  a  subject. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  referred  to  a  letter 
wliich  appeared  in  an  Irish  paper  which 
held  out  a  promise  that  the  Government 
would  bring  in  a  Bill  next  year.  Now,  ho 
was  the  writer  of  that  letter,  and  he  wrote 
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i^  became  applications  to  be  ezamioed 
came  from  all  parts  of  Ireland,  and  not 
having  time  to  answer  them  personally  he 
sought  the  mediam  of  the  press  for  that 
purpose.  He  was  led  to  imagine  at  that 
time  that  the  eyidence  would  alone  be  re- 
ported this  year,  and  that  in  all  probabilit j 
the  Committee  would  be  reappointed  next 
year.  He  therefore  said,  that  the  case  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  tenantry  might  occupy 
a  certain  time  in  the  beginning  of  next 
year,  that  then  there  should  be  an  oppor- 
tunity gi?en  for  the  examination  of  wit- 
nesses on  behalf  of  the  landlord  class,  and 
that  ample  time  would  thus  be  afforded  for 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  which  might  be 
brought  in  some  time  in  April.  This  was 
the  substance  of  the  letter.  It  would  be 
wrong  of  him  in  the  peculiar  position  which 
he  occupied  to  force  a  discussion  upon  this 
subject  prematurely.  His  hon.  Friend,  for 
some  object  of  his  own,  which  he  could 
not  understand,  ignored  the  fact  that  while 
the  principle  of  Mr.  Cardwell's  Bill  was  en- 
forced and  adhered  to,  the  Committee 
suggested  that  important  modifications 
might  be  introduced  into  that  Act  with 
advantage.  If  his  hon.  Friend  had  heard 
.  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Curling,  one  of  the 
best  witnesses  he  had  ever  seen  in  the 
the  witness-chair,  his  hon.  Friend  would 
have  treated  with  disdain  the  most  impor- 
tant part  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  Mr.  Curling  had  shown  better 
than  any  man  had  ever  shown  what  was 
the  real  character  of  the  Irish  people  when 
they  were  well  treated.  He  was  a  man  of 
great  experience.  For  sixteen  years  he 
had  had  the  management  of  a  large  pro- 
perty in  England,  and  for  seventeen  years 
ne  had  had  the  management  of  the  Devon 
property  in  Ireland.  Before  he  came  to 
the  management  of  the  property,  many  an 
agrarian  outrage  was  committed  there. 
Eleven  hundred  tenants  were  in  occupation 
of  it,  and  there  were  between  6,000  and 
7,000  people  dependent  on  it.  This  ten- 
antry had  been  well  treated,  encouraged 
to  improve  their  holdings,  and  felt  that 
their  improvements  were  secured  to  them, 
and  the  result  was,  that  though  half  the 
population  had  not  a  quartern  loaf  on  their 
table,  and  hardly  tasted  meat  in  the  whole 
year,  not  a  single  crime  or  outrage  had 
been  committed  there  for  the  last  seventeen 
years.  Mr.  Curling  gave  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Cardwell),  but  the  rest  of  his 
suggestions  were  important  and  valuable. 
I  Jtbe  Government  did  not  bring  in  a  Bill, 
Mr.  Maguire 


embodying  these  suggestions,  the  U^m- 
hers  of  tne  Committee  must  do  so,  and 
ask  the  House  to  take  it  up.  He  did  not 
disdain  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and 
he  thought  it  bad  policy  on  the  part  of 
Irish  Members  to  treat  with  scorn  and 
contempt  the  statement  that  important 
amendments  would  be  made,  by  which  he 
trusted  a  better  state  of  things  in  Ireland 
would  be  brought  about.  He  hoped  it 
would  not  be  thought  that  he  had  entered 
unduly  into  this  question.  The  Committee 
was  of  his  moving;  he  hoped  he  had  shown 
temper  and  prudence  as  its  chairman,  and 
he  must  submit  to  whatever  decision  they 
arrived  at ;  but  though  the  principle  of  the 
Act  of  1860  was  affirmed  by  the  Report, 
he  believed  that  the  suggestions  for  amend- 
ing it  which  had  been  made  would,  if  car- 
ried out,  change  the  face  of  the  country. 

Colonel  GREVILLE  said,  he  thought 
it  was  somewhat  irregular  to  discuss  a 
Report  not  j^et  in  the  hands  of  Memhers, 
ana  evidence  which  was  not  yet  printed ; 
but  as  a  Member  of  the  Committee  he 
completely  bore  out  the  statement  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Maguire)  respecting  the 
letter  referred  to,  which  was  thought  the 
most  convenient  mode  of  notifying  to  per- 
sons wishing  to  be  examined  what  it  was 
supposed  would  be  the  course  taken  by  the 
Committee.  He  regretted  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  pursued  that  course- 
reporting  the  evidence  without  any  ex- 
pression of  opinion,  and  leaving  a  future 
jParliament  to  take  what  steps  it  pleased 
in  the  matter.  The  Committee  received 
valuable  evidence,  on  which  a  measure 
might  be  founded  in  a  future  Session,  with 
the  view  of  amending  the  Act  which  was 
the  subject  of  investigation.  In  such  case 
great  benefit  woula  result  to  the  land 
tenantry  of  Ireland. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  he  thought  the  Com- 
mittee had,  under  the  circumstances,  pur- 
sued the  best  and  most  honest  course. 
The  Committee  had  examined  many  wit- 
nesses, and  propositions  emanated  from 
many  of  them  which  would  never  be  ac- 
cepted by  Parliament — namely,  that  com- 
pensation should  be  given  to  tenants  for 
improvements  made  contrary  to  or  with- 
out the  sanction  of  the  landlords.  Con- 
sidering that  this  was  the  end  of  the 
Session,  he  thought  the  Committee  had 
done  wisely  in  expressing  a  decided  opi- 
nion on  that  important  point.  With  regain 
to  the  other  portions  of  the  Act,  there 
was  no  indisposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Committee  to  avoi^  considering  the  details 
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of  the  measure  wkh  a  tiew  to  tbeir  im- 
proyament  and  to  the  better  vorking  of 
the  Act.  But  80  much  miseonceptioD  ex- 
isted that  he  Ibought  the  Committee  had 
performed  an  important  publio  duty  in 
announcing  their  opinion  that  no  proposi- 
tion was  likely  to  be  entertained  by  rar- 
liament  which  would  interfere  with  the 
rights  of  property,  and  which  laid  down 
the  principle  that  tenants  might  deal  with 
the  property  of  their  landlords  in  a  mode 
which  the  landlords  did  not  think  conduciye 
to  their  interests.  He  could  not  but  think 
that  when  this  opinion  was  entertained  by 
men  of  all  parties  it  would  get  rid  of  the 
delusion  which  prevailed,  and  lead  men  to 
consider  whether  an  alteration  might  not 
be  made  which  would  be  entirely  con- 
sistent with  the  rights  of  property  and 
the  improvement  of  the  land  in  Ireland,  by 
facilitating  those  contracts  between  land- 
lord and  tenant  which  were  the  only  means 
of  effecting  real  improvements.  He  was 
ready  to  accept  his  share  pf  responsibility 
for  the  course  taken  by  the  Committee, 
The  Government  entirely  concurred  in  it, 
and  he  did  not  think  any  advantage  could 
arise  from  discussing  the  matter  at  tbe 
present  time.  The  question  was  so  im- 
portant that  it  was  beyond  the  range  of 
party  polios.  It  was  whether  the  House 
could  or  could  not  encourage  the  improve- 
ment of  land  in  Ireland,  and  whether  they 
would  or  would  not  adhere  to  the  rights  of 
property,  in  the  maintenance  of  which  the 
tenants  w^^  as  much  interested  as  the 
landlords. 

Mb.  C.  MOORE  said,  be  must  express 
his  belief  that  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
would  be  received  with  dissatisfaotion  and 
diaappointn^nt  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  M*M  AHON  said,  he  thought  that  the 
House  was  under  obligation  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessv) 
for  calling  attention  to  the  Report  of  the 
Committee.  It  was  the  most  important 
topic,  as  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned,  that 
could  be  brought  before  the  House.  The 
BesoJuyon^  of  the  ComQiittae  were  sub- 
stantially what  he  expected  they  would  be, 
and  instead  of  sanctioning  a  measure  of 
tenant-right  the  Committee  produced  this 
abortion  of  a  suggestion — that  Ae  Bill  of 
1860  shoud  be  an)ended.  Therefore,  the 
principle  announced  by  the  Committee  was 
that  no  improvement  could  be  made  in  Ire- 
land without  the  consent  of  the  landlord. 
This  showed  clearly  the  folly  of  the  course 
pursued  by  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  in  re- 
ducing their  claims  from  day  to  day  till 


the  whole  question  of  tenant-right  was 
frittered  away,  and  nothing  but  the  name 
remained. 

Mb.  LONGFIELD  said,  he  thought  the 
Committee  had  acted  wisely  and  honestly 
according  to  their  rights,  and  beneficially, 
also,  to  their  country,  in  making  the  Re- 
port they  had  done.  He  had  not  gone 
through  the  evidence^  but  he  was  much 
struck  by  one  thing.  The  Roman  Catholic 
Bishop  of  Cloyne  had  said  he  thought  there 
were  only  two  courses  to  be  pursued  on 
that  question — the  one  being  to  give  a 
large  and  ample  measure  of  tenant-right, 
and  the  other  being  to  put  an  end  to  the 
subject  altogether.  The  Committee  had 
adopted  the  Ust  of  thesis  two  courses.  It 
had  made  its  Report  in  a  way  that  would 
put  an  ead  to  the  question  of  tenant-right 
for  ever.  It  would  be  the  guide  to  Parlia- 
mentary legislatioi)  for  this  generation,  and 
would  prevent  the  tenants  from  looking  to 
tenant-right  as  a  sort  of  panacea  which 
was  to  make  them  rich  and  happy.  In  fiis 
opinion,  the  hpn.  Member  for  the  Eing*s 
County  (Mr.  Hennessy)  deserved  credit 
rather  than  censure  for  calling  the  atten- 
tioQ  of  the  House  and  the  country  to  the 
matter.  The  country  would  now  know 
what  they  had  to  expect,  and  could  make 
their  arrangements  accordingly,  and  though 
he  might  not  agree  with  the  Report  if  it 
only  put  an  end  to  futile  hopes  of  legisla- 
tion by  future  Parliaments,  he  believed  it 
would  do  good  semce  to  the  public. 

Sib  COLMAN  O'LOGHLBN  said,  he 
could  not  approve  the  manner  in  which 
that  matter  had  been  brought  forward  that 
evening,  because  the  Report  had  only  been 
agreed  upon  that  afternoon,  and  the  House 
had  had  no  opportunity  of  seeing  the  evi- 
dence or  the  various  propositions  which  had 
come  before  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Mallow  thought  it  an  advfintage 
that  the  Report  had  been  brought  forward 
on  that  occasion,  because  it  would  put  an 
end  to  the  questions  raised  in  the  Commit- 
tee ;  but  although  the  Report  represented 
the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee, yet  it  had  been  only  agreed  to  that 
day  by  a  majority  of  three.  There  had 
been  a  strong  expression  of  dissent  in  the 
Committee,  and  the  matter  was  one  which 
must  be  discussed  in  the  next  Session  of 
Parliament. 

Mb.  CARDWISLL:  Sir,  before  this 
discussion  closes,  I  wish  to  say  a  very  few 
words.  Whether  this  discussion  will  be 
very  useful,  seeing  that  it  has  been  brought 
0^  without  notice,  and  that  the  evidence  is 
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not  before  ihe  HooBe»  bo  that  few  bon. 
Members  are  able  to  judge  aa  to  the  course 
taken  by  the  Committee,  is  a  point  which 
may  admit  of  some  difference  of  opinion. 
But  I  am  exceedingly  glad  that  we  are  not 
about  to  separate  under  the  imputation  of 
baring  given  an  uncertain  sound  upon  this 
question.  Whatever  may  have  been  the 
reasons  for  this  discussion,  I  think  that,  at 
any  rate,  we  should  be  open  to  grave  re- 
prehension if  we  permitted  the  impression 
to  go  forth  to  Ireland  that  we  are  at  all  un- 
certain about  the  rights  of  property  in  that 
country.  I  wish  to  express  my  individual 
opinion  that,  by  whatever  name  it  may  be 
called,  compulsory  compensation  for  im- 
provements effected  against  the  will  of  the 
landlord  is  not  a  principle  which  is  consis- 
tent with  the  rights  of  property.  I  express 
no  opinion  except  my  own  ;  but  it  is  my 
belief  that  this  Hoi^se  of  Parliament  will 
not  consent  to  a  settlement  of  this  ques- 
tion which  assumes  as  a  basis  a  principle 
which  is  at  variance  with  the  rights  of 
property.  Having  had  the  task  intrusted 
to  me  of  bringing  in  the  measure  which 
has  been  the  subject  of  discussion,  I  am 
most  desirous  that  there  should  be  the 
most  full  and  free  inquiry  into  that  measure, 
and  that  every  means  should  be  taken  for 
removing  any  obstacle  to  its  efficient  work- 
ing, and  making  it,  if  possible,  acceptable 
and  valuable  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  I 
think  that  the  spirit  in  which  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  (Mr.  Maguire)  has  from 
first  to  last  conducted  the  inquiry  is  such 
as  entitled  him  to  credit  and  respect.  He 
does  not  agree  with  me  in  the  opinion 
which  I  have  expressed,  and  he  has  never 
concealed  that  disagreement ;  but  both  in 
1860  and  now  he  has  been  ready  to  meet 
those  who  do  entertain  that  opinion,  and  to 
say,  ''  Well,  if  you  do  insist  that  compul- 
sory compensation  is  not  to  be  given  for 
improvements  effected  against  the  will  of 
the  landlord,  that  is  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  inquire  what  improvements  can 
be  made  consistent! v  with  the  principle  for 
which  you  contend.  '  I  am  glad  that  the 
Committee  has  not  separated  without  ex- 
pressing its  opinion  distinctly  on  the  ques- 
tions which  have  been  raised,  and  I  do 
hope  that  every  effort  will  be  made  in  all 
future  time,  when  measures  for  encourag- 
ing the  improvement  of  land  in  Ireland  are 
brought  forward,  to  give  every  legitimate 
facility  for  such  improvements.  I  wish  it 
may  be  distinctly  understood  that  only 
such  facilities  as  are  legitimate  and  as  do 
not  interfere  with  the  rights  of  property 
Mr,  CardipM 


will  be  sanctioned  by  Parliament.  I  am 
convinced  that  it  is  more  in  accordance  with 
the  feeling  of  a  high-spirited  people  that 
they  should  be  spoken  to  in  plain  terms ; 
and  I  have  that  opinion  of  the  Irish  people 
that  I  do  not  think  they  would  approve  an 
insincere  and  uncertain  course  on  an  im- 
portant subject  like  this,  or  that  they 
would  at  all  thank  the  Committee  for  giving 
an  ambiguous  opinion  upon  it. 

Mb.  ESMONDS  said,  he  hoped  it  would 
not  go  forth  to  the  country  that  the  House 
had  attempted  that  night  to  discuss  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  or  the  questions 
which  had  been  referred  to  it.  For  him- 
self, he  did  not  know  its  precise  nature. 
He  only  knew  that  it  had  been  laid  on  the 
table,  and  that  the  manner  in  which  the 
hen.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  Maguire) 
had  conducted  the  inquiry  had  been  in  the 
highest  degree  creditable  to  him.  When 
the  Report  was  printed,  and  in  the  hands  of 
Members,  it  could  be  discussed  ;  to  do  so 
then  was  premature.  He  had  seen  a  letter 
in  an  Irish  newspaper  from  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee,  stating  that  it  was  not 
intended  to  present  the  Report  this  year, 
owing  to  the  inquiry  not  having  been  com- 
pleted, but  that  the  re-appointment  of  the 
Committee  would  be  moved  next  Session, 
with  a  view  to  resume  the  inquiry.  What, 
then,  was  his  surprise  to  find  that  the  Re- 
port had  been  laid  on  the  table  that  day. 
He  had  had  no  opportunity  of  reading  the 
Report,  and  he  must  say  he  could  not  ap- 
prove the  course  which  had  been  taken  by 
the  hen.  Member  for  the  King's  County 
(Mr.  Hennessy). 

Motion  agresd  to. 

House  at  rising  to  adjourn  till  Mandajf 
next. 

COLONIAL   GOVERNORS    (RETIRING 
PENSIONS)  BILL— [Bill  188.] 
CONSIDBRATION. 

Bill,  as  amended,  oamidered. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  had  to  com- 
plain of  the  burden  which  the  measure 
would  cast  upon  the  taxpayers  of  this 
country.  It  was  proposed  to  give  to  a 
Colonial  Governor  who  had  had  a  salary  of 
£5,000,  a  pension  of  £1,000  after  four 
years'  service  ;  a  Governor  who  had  been 
in  receipt  of  a  salary  of  £2,500,  would 
obtain  a  pension  of  £750  for  life  ;  while 
Colonial  Governors  who  had  enjoyed  smaller 
salaries  were  to  receive  proportionate  re- 
tiring pensions.    These  pensions  woold  be 
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allowed  them  quite  independently  of  their 
having  performed  anj  preyious  seryice,  and 
it  might  be  paid  to  them  between  the  age 
of  forty  and  sixty.  Considering,  there- 
fore, that  we  had  forty  odd  colonies,  each 
with  a  GoTomor  of  its  own,  it  was  easy 
to  see  how  costly  an  arrangement  this 
would  be  to  the  public.  He  looked  upon 
the  Bill  as  a  convenient  mode  of  reward- 
ing Government  supporters.  He  thought 
that,  with  the  professed  desire  of  economy 
on  his  side  of  the  House,  this  measure 
ought  not  to  have  been  allowed  to  go 
through  almost  mh  iiUntio,  By  accident 
he  was  absent  when  it  was  i*ead  a  second 
time  ;  but  he  now  felt  bottnd  to  say  that 
he  was  no  consenting  party  to  the  mea- 
sure. 

Bill  to  be  read  3°  on  Monday  next. 

House  adjouraed  at  a  quarter 

before  Ten  o'clock,  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LOUDS, 
Saturday,  June  24,  1865. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
Standing  Order  No.  179.  Sect.  1.  oon- 
eidered  (according  to  Order) :  Then  it 
was  resolved,  That  this  Day  shall  be  con- 
aidered  as  a  Sitting  Day  with  respect  to 
any  Petition  praying  to  be  heard  upon  the 
Merits  against  any  Bill  mentioned  in  either 
of  the  Two  Classes  of  Private  Bills,  except 
to  any  such  Bill  which  was  read  a  First 
Time  on  Friday  the  16th  Instant:  (The 
Chairman  of  Oommittees,) 

Their  Lordships  having  then  gone 
through  the  business  on  the  paper  without 
debate, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Eleven  o'clock,  till  Mondajr 

next  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOKDS, 
Monday,  June  2^,  1865. 

MINUTES.]  —  SxLxoT  Qoyaamit^  Repwt-^ 
River  Shannon  (Navigation  and  Drainage)* 
(210). 

Public  Bills — Fint  Reading — Divine  Worship 
in  the  Church  of  England  (218);  Fire  Brigade 
(Metropolis)  •  (215) ;  Turnpike  TruaU  Ar- 
rangemenU*  (216);  Ck>n8olidated  Fund  (Ap- 


propriation)*; Inland  Revenue*  (221);  In- 
demnity* (222) ;  Local  Government  Supple- 
mental  (No.  6)  *  (223) ;  Compound  Spurits 
Warehoa8ing*(224)  ;  Colonial  Governors  (Re- 
tiring Pensions)  *  (225). 

Second  Reading— ^mui  Catholic  Oath  (170) 
negoHved;  darriers  Act  Amendment  •  (198) ; 
Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment*  (211); 
Rochdale  Vicarage*  (213)  ;  Naval  Discipline 
Act  Amendment*  (214);  Sugar  Duties  and 
Drawbacks*  (195). 

Committee  —  Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No.  4)  *  (208) ;  Constabulary  Force  (Ireland) 
Act  Amendment  *  (168) ;  Navy  and  Marines 
(WiUs)*  (169);  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders 
Confirmation  (No.  3)*  (184)  ;  Naval  and  Ma- 
rine (Pay  and  Pensions)  *  (177);  Naval  and 
Marines  (Property  of  Deoeased)*  (176) ;  Na- 
tional GaUery  (DubUn)  *  (196). 

RepoH  ^Ijtin^  Debentures  (Ireland)*  (193); 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment* 
(168);  Navy  and  Marines  (WUls)*  (169);  Pier 
and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  3)  * 
(1841;  Naval  and  Marine  Pay  and  Pensions* 
(177);  Harbours  Transfer*  (182);  National 
Gallery  (Dublin)  •(196). 

Third  AKKitn^p— Partnership  Amendment  *  ( 1 62) ; 
Fortifications  (Provision  for  Expenses)  * 
(180);  Malt  Duty*  (181);  Kingstown  Har- 
bour *  (188);  General  Post  Ofllce  (Additional 
Site)*  (124) ;  Locomotives  on  Roads*  (237)  ; 
Small  Benefices  (Ireland^  Act  (1860)  Amend- 
ment* (205);  Ecclesiastical  Commission  (Su- 
perannuation Allowances)  *  (189),  and  pasied, 

DIVINE  WORSHIP  IN  THE  CHURCH  OF 

ENGLAND  BILL. 

PRESENTED,     FIBST  BBADINO. 

The  Mabqctbss  of  WESTMEATH  said, 
that  when  he  brought  under  their  Lord- 
ships' notiee,  a  few  nights  since,  the  ex- 
travagant proceedings  of  certain  clergy- 
men in  the  diocess  of  London,  the  Bishop 
of  London  stated  that  if  any  Bill  was 
brought  in  upon  the  subject  he  would  give 
it  his  support,  and  in  consequence  he  (the 
Marquess  of  Westmeath)  hod  prepared  a 
Bill  upon  the  subject,  which  he  begged  to 
present  to  their  Lordships'  House.  The 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury  also  stated  there 
was  no  possibility  of  their  deriving  any  as- 
sistance from  the  Home  Secretary  because 
one  Bill  in  connection  with  the  Church  was 
enough  at  a  time,  showing  that  he  was 
either  too  lasy,  or  too  indifferent  to  per- 
form those  duties  which  he  had  sworn  to 
fulfil.  Some  measure  on  the  subject  was 
necessary,  and  he  had  hoped  that  a  Bill 
would  have  been  brought  in  by  one  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelates,  but  as  that  had  not 
been  done  he  had  taken  the  task  upon 
himself,  and  hoped  to  have  their  support  in  # 
carrying  it  into  a  law.  He  had,  therefore, 
brought  in  a  Bill  for  remedying  the  abuses 
referred  to,  and  which  he  would  now  lay 
on  the  table. 
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A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
Performance  of  Divine  Worship  in  the 
Church  of  Bng]and-^Wa0  f^re$enied  hj  The 
Marquess  of  Westmeath  ;  read  1\  (No. 
218.) 

STATE  OF  PUBLIC  AND  PRIVATE 
BUSINESS. 

LoiiD  REDE  SD ALE  said,  he  would 
now  answer  to  the  best  of  his  power  the 
Question  put  to  him  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Postmaster  General  last  week  as  to  the 
state  of  the  Private  business  before  their 
Lordships'  House.  There  were  now  twentj- 
one  opposed  Private  Bills  before  Select 
Committees,  and  he  trusted  that  the  in- 
quiries that  had  been  commenced  might  be 
got  through  in  fair  time.  There  had  been 
read  a  second  time  that  night,  or  would  be 
to-morrow,  twenty-four  more  Bills  which 
would  be  opposed  in  Committee.  In  many 
cases  the  opposition  was  of  a  trifling  cha- 
racter, and  the  inquiries  would  not  be  likely 
to  occupy  much  time  ;  but  in  other  in- 
stances the  objections  were  of  a  more 
serious  nature.  If  noble  Lords  really  felt 
that  it  was  important  to  the  character  of 
the  House  to  dispose  of  as  nearly  as  pos- 
sible all  the  Bills  which  were  before  them, 
he  hoped  that  to-morrow  or  next  day  he 
should  be  able  to  appoint  Committees 
upon  all  the  Bills  which  were  before  the 
House.  There  were  reasons  which  made 
it  very  important  in  some  cases  that  the 
progress  of  Bills  should  not  be  stopped. 
There  were  some  arrangements  between 
railway  companies,  especially  in  Scotland, 
where  the  companies  after  contending  for 
a  long  time  had  at  last  come  to  an  agree- 
ment among  themselves  ;  and  it  was  very 
desirable,  for  the  interest  of  the  public, 
equally  for  that  of  the  companies,  that 
those  measures  which  had  advanced  so  far 
as  they  had  done,  and  were  not  likely  to 
occupy  an  extraordinary  time,  should  pass 
during  the  present  Session.  There  were 
also  one  or  two  other  Bills  of  considerable 
importance  which  it  was  desirable  should 
receive  the  assent  of  their  Lordships.  If 
he  could  obtain  a  fair  number  of  Commit- 
tees he  saw  no  reason  why  the  business 
should  not  be  got  through  in  comparatively 
a  few  days.  It  was  not  desirable  to  name 
a  very  early  day  as  the  limit  beyond  which 
#  Parliament  would  not  sit,  lest  you  should 
provoke  opposition,  intended  merely  to  de- 
feat Bills  by  delay.  He  therefore  hoped 
that  if  the  House  decided  to  go  on  with 
the  Private  business  there  would  bo  no  en- 
The  Marquese  of  Weitmeath 


gagement  to  conclude  the  Session  upon  a 
certain  day.  At  the  same  time  he  might 
impress  upon  those  having  the  manage- 
ment of  these  inquiries,  that  if  either  the 
promoters  or  opponents  of  a  Bill  conld  not 
make  out  their  case  in  a  reasonable  space 
of  time,  there  was  a  fair  presumption  that 
it  was  not  entitled  to  much  consideration. 
No  measure  ought,  on  an  average — espe- 
cially if  Committees  sat  every  day  —  to 
occupy  more  than  a  week.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind  that  many  of  the  Bills  which 
were  now  before  their  Lordships  might  re- 
ceive amendments,  and  would  therefore 
have  to  go  back  to  the  other  House  ;  but, 
making  all  ne^sary  allowance  for  that 
circumstance,  his  impression  was  that  if 
there  was  an  understanding  that,  if  neces- 
sary Parliament  would  sit  till  the  13th  of 
July,  all  the  Bills  might  be  satisfactorily 
disposed  of.  He  did  not  despair  of  the 
business  being  completed  so  as  to  enable 
the  Session  to  close  a  few  days  sooner,  but 
for  the  reasons  which  he  had  already 
stated  he  should  object  to  name  an  earlier 
day. 

Lord  STANLEY  or  ALDERLEY 
said,  that  the  statement  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  made,  for  which  the  House  was 
much  obliged  to  him,  would  be  considered 
by  the  Government,  but  at  present  he 
would  express  no  opinion  upon  the  subject. 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that  on 
Monday  next  he  would  make  a  further 
statement  as  to  the  position  of  the  Private 
business  on  that  day. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Standing  Orders  184  and  185  conndertd 
(according  to  Order),  and  amended  as  fol- 
lows : — 

Standing  Order  184.  At  the  end  of  Section  3 
add  ("and  if  the  Bill  is  for  the  Purpose  of 
establishing  a  Company  for  carrying  on  anj  WoriL 
or  Undertaking,  the  Persons  in  whose  Names  anj 
such  Deposit  is  made  mast  be  Subscribers  to  the 
Undertaking,  and  their  names  most  appear  as 
such  in  the  Bill"): 

Standing  Order  185.  At  the  end  of  Section  2 
add  (**  or  that  he  or  they  are  Persons  in  whose 
Names  the  Deposit  required  by  the  Orders  of  this 
House  is  made"). 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  OATH  BILL— (No.  170.) 
BEOOND   READINO. 

Order  of  the  Daj  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

The  Earl  op  DEVON,  in  rising  to 
move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  said, 
he  did  so  with  the  unfeigned  wish  that  the 
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task  had  been  UDdertaken  by  some  Mem- 
ber of  Her  Majesty's  GoyerDmeni — which, 
he  thought,  would  have  been  most  desir- 
able— or  by  some  noble  Lord  possessing  a 
greater  claim  to  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships'  House  than  himself.  He  was 
at  all  times  unwilling  to  trespass  upon 
their  Lordships'  attention,  but  on  this  oc- 
casion he  felt  compelled  to  come  forward 
in  support  of  a  measure  which  he  believed 
to  be  one  of  great  national  importance. 
In  doing  so  he  felt  that  one  of  the  chief 
difficulties  he  had  to  encounter  was,  that 
upon  this  question  he  entirely  differed  in 
opinion  from  many  of  those  noble  Lords 
with  whom  he  generally  {concurred.  But 
he  could  not  conscientiously  shrink  from 
undertaking  a  task  which  seemed  to  him 
to  involve  a  cousideration  of  justice  and 
expediency.  For  a  long  time  he  had  taken 
a  deep  interest  in  the  question  of  the  re- 
moval of  the  Roman  Catholic  disabilities, 
and  he  was  one  of  those  who,  from  convic- 
tion, as  well  AS  from  hereditary  example, 
rejoiced  in  the  success  of  the  struggles 
that  had  been  made  for  that  object ;  and 
it  would  be  a  matter  of  satisfaction  to  him 
if,  by  taking  charge  jof  this  Bill,  and  intro- 
ducing  it  to  their  Lordships,  he  was  able 
to  complete  the  removal  of  the  disabilities 
of  our  Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects. 
The  Bill  he  held  in  his  hand  proposed  a 
substitute  for  the  oath  required  by  the  Act 
of  1829,  and  which  was  substantially  re- 
enacted  in  the  Oaths  Bill  of  1858,  from 
which  it  differed  in  only  one  or  two  points. 
That  oath  was  in  these  terms — 

'*  I,  A.  B.,  do  declare,  That  I  profess  the  Ro- 
man  Catholic  Religion.  I,  A.  B.,  do  sincerelj 
promise  and  swear,  that  I  will  be  faithful  and 
bear  tme  allegiance  to  His  Majesty  King  Gxorob 
the  Fonrth,  and  will  defend  him  to  the  utmost  of 
in^  power  against  all  conspiracies  and  attempts 
whatsoever,  which  shall  be  made  against  his  per- 
son, crown,  or  dignity ;  and  I  will  do  my  utmost 
endeavour  to  disclose  and  make  known  to  His 
Majesty,  his  Heirs  and  Snocessors,  all  treasons 
and  traitorous  conspiracies  which  may  be  formed 
against  him  or  them.  And  I  do  faithfully  pro- 
mise to  maintain,  support,  and  defend  to  the  ut- 
most in  my  power,  the  sueoession  of  the  Crown, 
which  succession,  by  an  Act  intituled,  *  An  Act 
for  the  further  Limitation  of  the  Crown,  and  bet- 
ter securing  the  Rights  and  Liberties  of  the  Sub- 
ject,' is, and  standslimited  to  the  Princess  Sophia, 
Electress  of  Hanorer,  and  the  heirs  of  her  body, 
being  Protestants ;  hereby  utterly  renouncing  and 
abjuring  any  obedience  or  allegiance  unto  any 
other  person  claiming,  or  pretending  a  right  .to 
the  Crown  of  these  Realms.  And  I  do  further 
declare.  That  It  is  not  an  article  of  my  faith,  and 
that  I  do  renounce,  reject,  and  abjure  the  opinion, 
that  Princes  excommunicated  or  depriTed  by  the 
Pope,  or  any  other  authority  of  the  See  of  Rome, 


may  be  deposed  or  murdered  by  their  subjects, 
or  by  any  person  whatsoever.  And  I  do  declare, 
That  I  do  not  beliere  that  the  Pope  of  Rome,  or 
any  other  foreign  prince,  prelate,  person,  state,  or 
potentate,  hath,  or  ought  to  have,  any  temp^mil 
or  civil  jurisdiction,  power,  superiority,  or  pro- 
eminence,  directly  or  indirectly,  within  this  Realm. 
I  do  swear  that  I  will  defend  to  the  utmost  of  my 
power  the  settlement  of  property  within  this 
Realm,  as  established  by  the  laws :  And  I  do 
hereby  dlsolaim,  disavow,  and  solenmly  abjure  any 
Intention  to  subvert  the  present  Church  Estab- 
lishment as  settled  by  law  within  this  Realm.  And 
I  do  solemnly  swear.  That  I  never  will  exercise 
any  privilege  to  which  I  am,  or  may  beoome  en- 
titled, to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant  Reli- 
gion or  Protestant  Government  In  this  klsgdom. 
And  I  do  solenmly.  In  the  presence  of  God,  profess, 
testify,  and  declare,  that  I  do  make  this  Declara- 
tion and  every  part  thereof,  In  the  plain  and  or- 
dinary sense  of  the  words  of  tMs  Oath,  without 
any  evasion,  equivocation,  or  mental  reservation 
whatsoever." 

There  were  four  parts  of  that  oath  to  which 
he  entertained  the  strongest  objection. 
The  first  part  was  that  in  which  the  Ro- 
man Oatholic,  before  he  took  his  seat  in 
either  the  House  of  Lords  or  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  before  he  could  be  admitted 
to  a  civil  office,  was  called  upon  to  swear 
as  follows— 

"  And  I  do  further  declare,  that  it  is  not  an 
article  of  my  faith,  and  that  I  do  renounce,  re- 
ject, and  abjure  the  opinion  that  Princes  excom- 
municated or  deprived  by  the  Pope,  or  any  autho- 
rity of  the  See  of  Rome,  may  be  deposed  or 
murdered  by  their  subjects  or  by  any  person 
whatever."— [760.] 

Now,  if  any  noble  Lord  believed  that  our 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-oountrjmen  enter- 
tained the  doctrine  which  thej  were  thereby 
called  upon  to  abjure,  he  would  almost  be 
disposed  to  give  up  the  Bill ;  but  he  felt 
assured  not  one  of  their  Lordships  could 
entertain  that  opinion.  If,  then,  tnat  were 
so,  nothing  could  be  more  painful  to  the 
feelings  of  the  Members  of  the  United 
Legislature  than  to  compel  their  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-subjects  — men  who,  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  had  been  ad- 
mitted to  an  equality  with  themselyes  in 
all  civil  rights,  men  holding  a  high  positiou, 
and,  perhaps,  exercising  judicial  functions; 
men  who,  perhaps,  had  bled  for  their 
country  on  sea  or  on  land*  before  taking 
their  seats  in  this  or  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  to  take  an  oath  in  which  they 
had  to  abjure  their  belief  in  a  doctrine 
which  not  one  of  their  Lordships  believed 
they  entertained.  He  would  now  refer  to 
the  concluding  part  of  the  oath,  in  which 
Roman  Catholics  were  made  to  say — 

«*  And  I  do  solemnly,  in  the  presence  of  God, 
profess,  testify,  and  declare  that  I  do  make  this 
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declaration,  and  ererj  part  thereof,  in  the  plain 
and  ordinary  sense  of  this  oath,  without  any  oTa- 
sion,  equiTooation,  or  mental  reterration  whatso- 
eTer/'H:761.] 

Independently  of  the  unjust  imputation 
caat  by  these  words  upon  those  who  were 
compelled  to  take  this  part  of  the  oath, 
there  was  something  in  the  declaration 
itself  inherently  absurd.  The  oath  pro- 
ceeded upon  the  assumption  that  Roman 
Catholics,  unless  bound  by  this  declaration, 
would  take  it  with  a  mental  reservation. 
Now,  he  would  ask,  what  possible  security 
did  those  words  afford  ?— >as  of  course  if, 
omitting  those  words,  the  person  could 
take  the  oath  with  mental  reseryation,  why 
should  he  not  include  those  words  in  the 
mental  reservation  ?  This  was  such  an 
inherent  absurdity  as  to  appear  to  him  one 
of  the  strongest  arguments  in  favour  of  the 
alteration  of  the  oath.  He  Tontured  to  hope, 
from  the  tone  of  the  debate  in  the  other 
House,  the  omission  of  these  two  parts  of 
the  oath  would  be  unanimously  assented  to. 
Passing  to  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
oath,  to  which  he  felt  a  strong  objection — 
namely,  that  part  of  the  oath  which  called 
upon  the  Roman  Catholic  to  swear — 

*'  That  I  will  defend  to  the  utmost  of  my  power 
the  settlement  of  the  property  within  this  realm 
as  estabUshed  by  the  kws."— [760.] 

Now,  he  would  ask  their  Lordships,  who 
were  those  who  were  called  upon  to  take 
this  oath  ?  Were  they  not  men  who, 
equally  with  their  Lordships,  were  strongly 
interested  in  the  maintenance  of  the  rights 
of  property?  Were  they  not  men  who, 
equally  with  themselves,  were  living  under 
the  protection  of  the  same  laws  ?  Were 
they  not  men  who  were  mixed  up  with 
their  Lordships  in  the  discharge  of  public 
and  responsible  duties?  Were  they  not 
men  who  would  suffer  equally  with  their 
Lordships  if  the  security  to  property  were 
not  preserved  ?  He  came  now  to  that 
which  was  a  very  important  part  of  the 
question  to  many  minds,  and  which  was  in 
his  opinion  the  most  important  part  of  the 
oath,  as  it  raised  conscientious  scruples  in 
the  minds  of  many  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
who  were  compelled  to  take  it — namely, 
that  part  in  which  the  Roman  Catholic  was 
called  upon  to  say — 

**  I  do  hereby  disclaim,  disavow,  and  solemnly 
abjure  any  intention  to  subvert  the  present  Church 
Establishment,  as  settled  by  the  law  within  this 
realm.  And  I  do  solemnly  swear  that  I  never  will 
exercise  any  privilege  to  which  I  am  or  may  be- 
come entitled,  to  disturb  or  weaken  the  Protestant 
religion,  or  Protestant  Government  in  this  kinr- 
dom."H;760.] 

The  Earl  of  Devon 


He  spoke  as  an  attached  member  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  as  a  man  who 
would  yield  to  none  in  the  conviction  of 
the  necessity  for  the  union  of  Church  and 
State,  as  a  component  part  of  the  consti- 
tution ;  and,  therefore,  if  he  felt  that 
striking  this  paragraph  out  of  the  oath 
would  in  the  least  degree  endanger  the 
union  of  Church  and  State  he  would  not 
have  undertaken  to  propose  such  an  omis- 
sion. But  he  thought  it  of  great  import- 
auce  to  consider  whether  it  was  right  to 
insist  upon  a  part  of  the  oath  which  did 
not  prevent  Roman  Catholics  from  speak- 
ing and  voting  upon  the  question  to  which 
it  referred.  Different  people  had  different 
opinions  upon  the  construction  which  ought 
to  be  put  on  this  part  of  the  oath.  Their 
Lordships  were  doubtless  aware  that  a  late 
noble  Duke  felt  that  he  was  conscientiously 
precluded  from  taking  any  part  in  discus- 
sions relating  to  the  Church  of  England. 
He  did  not  undertake  to  say  whether  the 
noble  Duke,  who  said  he  could  not  con- 
scientiously sit  and  vote  upon  Church  mat- 
ters after  taking  the  oath,  and  many  others 
who  were  of  the  same  opinion,  were  right 
or  wrong,  but  their  Lordships  must  also 
be  aware  that  there  were  many  conscien- 
tious Roman  Catholic  gentlemen  who  did 
not  feel  themseWes  so  precluded  from 
taking  an  active  part  in  the  discussion  re- 
lating to  the  Church  of  England.  Their 
Lordships  would  admit  at  once  that  no 
man  who  took  an  oath  ought  to  be  left  in 
doubt  as  to  its  meaning  by  its  ambiguous 
phraseology.  The  present  Roman  Catholic 
oath  expressly  sinned  against  that  essen- 
tial principle.  In  the  discussion  on  the 
Oaths  Bill  in  1588,  Mr.  Gladstone  said— 

"  If  there  were  these  difficulties  in  the  con- 
struction of  an  oath  which  were  held  to  be  of 
great  constitutional  importance,  that  of  itaelf  vas 
a  clear  proof  that  the  matter  required  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  for  it  was  not  a  subject  which 
ought  to  be  left  to  A.  B.  and  C.  to  construe  for 
themselves." — [3  Mansard,  czlix.  484.] 

But,  if  ever  there  was  an  oath  which  was 
construed  differently  by  persons  of  the 
same  community  who  had  to  take  it,  this 
Roman  Catholic  was  the  one ;  and  he 
thought  this  was  a  strong  argument  in 
favour  of  abrogating  that  part  of  the  oath 
which  gave  rise  to  this  great  ambiguity. 
He  contended,  too,  that  they  ought  not  to 
trust  to  oaths  for  the  security  of  the  Esta- 
blished Church,  but  rather  to  the  increaaing 
earnestness  and  activity  of  its  clergy.  And 
here,  he  must  observe,  that  Roman  Ca- 
tholics were  not  enemies  to  an  Established 
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Church.  In  Roman  Catholio  countrieB  an 
Established  Church  was  always  to  be  found; 
and  it  was  notorious  that  a  very  great 
number  of  the  Roman  Catholics  looked 
upon  the  Church  of  England  as  the 
strongest  and  most  permanent  bulwark 
against  infidelity  in  this  country.  On  the 
other  hand,  their  Lordships  were  aware 
that  roanj  bodies  of  Dissenters  entertained 
a  feeling  of  enmity  against  the  Church 
Establishment.  Members  of  these  bodies, 
he  had  no  doubt  conscientiously,  spoke 
and  published  their  opinions  on  the  subject, 
and  exerted  themselves  in  and  out  of  Par- 
liament to  subvert  the  Established  Church. 
Yet  no  such  defence — no  such  safeguard 
— was  set  up  against  them  as  was  thought 
to  be  necessary  in  the  case  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics. He  contended  that  if  the  oath 
was  not  required  from  these  men  it  was 
unjust  to  require  it  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics. There  was  a  further  ground  on 
which  he  asked  for  the  abrogation  of  this 
oath,  which  had  been  well  expressed  by  a 
man,  to  whose  opinions  their  Lordships 
always  listened  with  respect — the  late  Sir 
Robert  Peel.  While  the  Bill  of  1829  was 
under  discussion,  a  proposition  was  made 
to  still  further  limit  the  action  of  Roman 
Catholic  Members  of  Parliament ;  but  Sir 
Robert  Peel  objected  to  it,  on  the  ground 
that  it  would  not  be  right  to  limit  and 
fetter  the  discretion  of  a  Member  of  the 
Legislature  in  the  discussion  of  public 
questions.  Members  were  returned  to  the 
other  branch  of  the  Legislature  charged 
by  their  constituents  to  deliberate  and  form 
an  opinion  upon  all  questions  which  might 
come  before  the  House  of  Commons  ;  but 
then  came  this  oath,  which  told  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen of  the  Catholic  religion  that  on 
certain  questions  they  must  hold  their 
tongues.  If  this  system  were  pushed  to 
the  extreme,  it  is  impossible  to  say  where 
it  would  stop.  In  1829,  Mr.  Wilmot  Hor- 
ton  proposed  a  clause  providing  that  Ro- 
man Catholic  Members  should  be  disquali- 
fied by  law  from  voting  on  matters  relating 
directly  or  indirectly  to  the  interests  of 
the  Established  Church.  In  reference  to 
that  proposition  Sir  Robert  Peel  said — 

"  My  right  hoD.  Friend  has  proposed,  with  a 
view  to  calm  the  suspicions  and  feara  of  those  who 
object  to  the  admission  of  Roman  Catholics  to 
Parliament,  that  the  Roman  Catholic  Member 
shonld  be  disqualified  by  law  from  voting  on  mat- 
ters relating,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  interests 
of  the  Established  Church.  There  appear  to  me 
numerous  and  cogent  objections  to  this  proposal. 
In  the  first  place,  it  is  dangerous  to  establish  the 
precedent  of  limiting  by  law  the  discretion  by 

TOL.  CLXXX.      [IHI&D  8XBIX8.] 


which  the  duties  and  functions  of  a  Member  of 
Parliament  are  to  be  exercised.  In  the  second, 
it  is  di£Bcult  to  define  beforehand  what  are  the 
questions  which  affect  the  interests  of  the  Church. 
....  I  believe  there  is  more  of  real  security  ia 
confidence  than  in  avowed  mistrust  and  suspicion 
unaccompanied  by  effectual  guards.  For  these 
reasons  1  am  unwilling  to  deprive  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholio Member  of  either  House  of  Parliament  of 
any  privilege  of  free  discussion,  and  free  exer- 
cise of  judgment,  which  belongs  to  other  Members 
of  the  LegisUture."— [2  Mansard,  xx.  7589.] 

On  these  grounds  he  ventured  to  propose 
the  abrogation  of  the  existing  oath.  He 
believed  it  to  be  ambiguous,  uujust,  and 
ineffectual.  The  oath  he  proposed  in  its 
stead  was  that  prescribed  by  21  J&22  Vict, 
c.  48,  for  all  except  Roman  Catholics  and 
Jews,  with  the  substitution  of  the  words 
••  temporal  or  civil  "  for  the  words  *•  eccle- 
siastical or  spiritual,"  the  latter  words 
which  Roman  Catholics  could  not  adopt  in 
swearing  that  no  foreign  Power  or  Poten- 
tate had  or  ought  to  have  jurisdiction  in 
this  realm.  In  his  opinion  his  proposition 
was  an  unobjectionable  one;  but,  unfor- 
tunately from  the  large  muster  on  their 
Lordships'  benches,  and  from  the  notice 
of  Amendment  given  by  his  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  he  was  afraid  that  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  about  to 
meet  with  a  most  serious — he  hoped  he 
should  not  be  obliged  to  say  successful 
— opposition.  He  was  well  aware  that 
the  arguments  against  the  Bill  would  be 
urged  with  all  the  force  which  eloquencOy 
ability,  and  long-tried  experience  could 
bring  to  bear.  He  (the  Earl  of  Devon) 
was  therefore  content  to  leave  to  those 
who  were  to  follow  him  in  support  of  the 
measure  the  task  of  replying  to  those 
arguments,  as  well  as  of  supplying  the  defi- 
ciencies of  his  advocacy.  But  there  was 
one  objection  made  to  the  measure  which 
demanded  some  notice  from  the  person 
charged  with  moving  the  second  reading, 
and  which  lay  at  the  root  of  all  their  dis* 
cussioDB.  It  was  said  that  the  present 
oath  was  the  result  of  a  compromise  en- 
tered into  in  1829,  and  that  it  was  not, 
he  might  almost  say,  competent  to  the 
present  Parliament  to  deal  with  or  qualify 
it.  He  might  ask  their  Lordships  what 
evidence  there  was  in  the  discussions  which 
took  place  at  the  time  of  any  such  cum- 
promise — he  might  ask  them  to  consider 
the  absurdity,  he  might  say,  of  a  compro- 
mise with  one  portitm  of  a  great  commu- 
nity,— lie  might  refer  them  to  expressions 
of  Sir  Robert  Peel«  declaring  that  the  Bill 
of  1829  was  not  tho  result  of  a  compto- 
2  C 
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mise  wiih  any  party,  but  a  measare  brought 
forward  on  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
Ternment ;  but  he  preferred  to  argue  the 
point  OD  other  ground.  He  held  that  in 
a  (question  of  tnis  sort,  the  Parliament 
sitting  in  1829  had  no  power  to  fetter  the 
Parliament  that  was  to  be  sitting  in  1865* 
In  1829  it  might  hare  been  neeessary  to 
the  success  of  the  Emancipation  Bill  to 
introduce  this  oath.  That  was  one  thing  ; 
but  it  was  quite  another  thing  to  say  that 
a  Parliament  sitting  in  1865,  with  the  ex- 
perience of  thirty-fi?e  years  before  it,  had 
not  a  right  to  declare  that  the  oath  was 
no  longer  neeessary.  He,  therefore,  put 
it  on  the  broad  ground  tliat  the  Parlia- 
ment sitting  in  1865  was  not  fettered  by 
the  engagements  of  the  Parliament  of 
1829.  He  would  further  say,  that  the 
question  might  with  the  greatest  propriety 
be  considered  at  a  time  like  the  present. 
when  the  existing  Parliament  was  on  the 
point  of  dosing  its  labours,  and  the  Par- 
liament which  was  about  to  be  elected 
would  probably  contain  many  new  Members. 
Moreover,  he  would  Yonture  to  say  that 
the  adoption  of  this  measure  would  place 
the  statute  book  more  in  unison  with  the 
spirit  of  the  age.  No  doubt  allusion  would 
be  made  in  the  course  of  the  debate  to  the 
so-called  Papal  aggression  and  the  recent 
Encyclical  Letter  of  the  Pope.  With  re- 
gard to  the  latter,  which  .was  remarkable, 
if  for  anything,  for  its  singular  want  of 
adaptation  to  the  spirit  of  the  age,  he 
would  only  ask  their  Lordships  whether 
they  thought  that  the  doctrines  it  con- 
tained were  likely  to  meet  with  any  accep- 
tance in  the  present  day  with  any  portion 
of  the  population  of  this  country.  To  the 
so-called  Papal  aggression  he  referred,  not 
with  a  view  of  opening  up  old  sores,  but 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  calling  attention 
to  the  result  of  that  aggression,  which  was 
to  elicit  such  a  burst  of  feeling  throughout 
the  country  as  clearly  showed  that  no  re- 
petition of  such  an  act  could  be  of  the 
slightest  consequence.  After  all,  those 
who  talked  of  the  dangers  they  appre- 
hended from  such  quarters  must  forget 
that  we  were  living,  not  in  the  14th,  but 
in  the  19th  century — that  wo' were  living  in 
the  days  of  a  free  press  and  universally 
diffused  education — and  we  need  not  there- 
fore be  deterred  by  considerations  of  any 
such  dangers  from  giving  the  full  relief 
which  this  Bill  was  intended  to  secure. 
He  had  undertaken  to  ask  their  Lordships 
to  pass  the  Bill,  because  he  believed  that 
it  was  required  as  the  complement  to  the 
Ihe  Earl  of  Devon 


Act  of  1829,  and  because  he  felt  that  the 
proposal  which  it  contained  was  a  simple 
act  of  justice  to  those  who  were  members 
of  a  united  Legislature.  Apologising  for 
the  length  of  time  he  had  occupied  their 
Lordships,  and  thanking  them  for  the  kind- 
ness with  which  he  had  been  heard,  he 
would  now,  in  conclusion,  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mof>ed,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— ( The  Earl  of  Dwon.) 

The  Earl  of  DEKBT  :  My  Lords,  in 
rising  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  this  day  three  months,  I  can 
assure  your  Lordships  that  it  is  not  with- 
out great  reluctance  that  I  feel  myself 
compelled  to  oppose  a  measure  which  comes 
before  us  recommended  by  the  attractive 
principle  of  perfect  political  equality,  irre- 
spective of  religious  distinctions,  which 
appeals  to  your  sympathies  on  behalf  of 
those  who  constitute  a  small  minority  of 
this  aud  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and,  above  all,  one  recommended  to  your 
Lordships  by  a  noble  Friend  of  mine,  uui- 
versally  respected  and  esteemed^  in  a  speech, 
the  temper  and  moderation  of  which  are 
calculated  to  conciliate  your  Lordships' 
support.  Yet  I  trust  that  if  your  Lord- 
ships will  honour  me  with  your  attention  1 
shall  be  able  to  show  that  it  is  not  wise, 
that  it  is  not  expedient,  more  especially 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  present 
moment,  to  adopt  a  Bill  the  result  of  which 
will  be  entirely  to  subvert — I  will  not  call 
it  a  compact,  for  that  is  a  word  to  which 
my  noble  Fnend  objects— but  to  subvert 
one  of  the  leading  principles  of  that  great 
settlement  which,  after  many  years  of  angry 
and  protracted  discussion  ana  controversy, 
at  length  restored  political  and  religious 
peace,  and  which  was  accepted  by  those  to 
whom  it  imparted  the  full  privileges  of  the 
Constitution  as  a  satisfactory  and  complete 
arrangement  of  all  the  grievances  of  which 
they  complained.  My  Lords,  for  my  own 
part,  1  live  in  a  county  which  contains 
perhaps  a  larger  proportion  of  Roman  Ca- 
tholics than  is  to  be  found  in  any  other 
part  of  England,  which  contains  a  number 
of  old  aud  highly-esteemed  families  at- 
tached to  the  B^man  Catholic  faith,  with 
many  of  whom  I  am  on  terms  of  intimacy, 
and  with  some  of  whom  1  enjoy  relations 
of  close  friendship.  1  have  a  considerable 
number  of  Roman  Catholic  tenants,  and 
for  upwords  of  forty  years  I  have  had  the 
management  and  control  of  a  property  in 
Ireland  which,  if  not  exclusively  occupied 
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by  RoButn  Catholics,  oodUids  a  proponde- 
rating  number  of  persons  belonging  to  the 
faith  professed  bj  them  ;  and  I  defy  any 
human  being  to  say  that,  either  in  England 
or  Ireland,  whether  in  social  relations  or 
in  my  dealings  with  my  tenants,  I  have 
drawn  the  slightest  difference  between  Pro- 
testants and  Roman  Catholics.  I  hare 
treated  both  on  precisely  the  same  terms 
of  equality.  This,  howe?er,  my  Lords,  is 
not  a  social  question—it  is  not  a  personal 
question — it  is  a  question  of  high  political 
importance  ;  and  it  is  to  be  decided  not  by 
personal  feelings  and  wishes,  but  by  consi- 
derations which  affect  the  good  of  the  em- 
pire at  large.  My  Lords,  if  I  may  yen- 
ture  again  to  say  a  word  with  respect  to 
myself,  I  think  in  the  political  course  I 
have  pursued  for  forty-three  years  I  can- 
not be  charged  with  having  neglected  the 
political  interests  or  the  fair  demands  of 
my  Roman  Catholic  fellow  countrymen, 
whether  in  this  or  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  I  have  at  all  times  been  ready 
and  anxious  to  defend  the  rights  and  pri- 
Tileges  of  that  Church  of  which  I  am  an 
attached  member — indeed,  the  first  speech 
of  any  importance  I  made  in  the  other 
House,  forty-one  years  ago,  was  one  in 
defence  of  the  Protestant  Establishment 
in  Ireland,  which  now  seems  to  bo  the  mark 
for  constant  attack  ;  and  some  of  my  ear- 
liest votes  were  given  in  favour  of  reliev- 
ing Roman  Catholics  from  those  restric- 
tions and  incapacities  which  were  imposed 
upon  them,  to  my  mind  at  least,  unjustly 
and  improperly.  I  do  not  refer  only  to 
the  great  measure  of  Roman  Catholic 
emancipation  in  1829,  to  which  I  gave 
humble  but  cordial  support,  but  I  would 
appeal  to  my  Roman  Catholic  countrymen 
whether,  on  more  than  one  occasion,  I 
have  not  taken  a  prominent  part  in  re- 
lieving them  from  disadvantages  which 
were  imposed  upon  them,  and  which  af- 
fected them  in  the  exercise  of  their  reli- 
gion or  with  reference  to  their  religious 
organisation.  I  have  gone  so  far  as  to 
incur,  I  am  afraid,  the  censure  of  some  of 
those  who  sit  and  usually  act  with  me,  and 
who  hold  sentiments  rather  of  an  ultra- 
Protestant  character.  I  have  not  feared 
to  expose  myself  to  their  observation  and 
criticism—- and  even  censure— because  I 
felt  that  the  course  I  was  adopting  was 
called  for  by  justice  and  fair  dealing  to- 
wards my  Roman  Catholic  fellow  country- 
men. Therefore  if,  as  I  have  said,  I  feel 
myself  bound  at  this  time  to  oppose  the 
progress  of  this  measure,  I  hope,  at  all 


events,  that  my  opposition  will  not  be  im- 
puted to  unreasoning  bigotry,  or  to  hostile 
feeling  towards  the  Roman  Catholic  body. 
My  Lords,  I  have  said  that  I  think  it 
very  unwise  and  inexpedient  at  this  time 
to  introduce  such  legislation.  We  are  on 
the  eve  of  a  general  election,  and,  closely 
as  parties  are  now  balanced,  and  compara- 
tively unimportant  as  the  political  diffe- 
rences between  us  have  become,  and  .when 
there  is  no  other  question  before  the  public, 
likely  to  excite  angry  passions  and  lead 
to  personal  recriminations — I  admit  that  it 
may  be  very  good  electioneering  tactics — 
1  do  not  deny  it — but  I  say  is  it  wise,  is  it 
prudent,  is  it  statesmanlike,  is  it  patriotict 
at  such  a  moment  to  bring  before  excited 
constituencies  a  measure  than  which  none 
can  be  more  provocative  of  discussion  and 
controversy,  and  upon  a  subject  which  emi- 
nently requires  to  be  treated  with  the  ut- 
most caution,  the  utmost  calmness,  the  ut- 
most deliberation  ?  Is  it  for  the  interest 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  themselves  that 
such  a  question  should  be  raised  at  this 
particular  time  ?  Of  late  years  religious 
animosities  have  much  subsided  and  reli- 
ligious  jealousies  have  been  much  ap- 
peased; and  is  it  desirable,  having  regard 
to  the  general  peace  of  the  various  reli- 
gious denominations,  that  the  Protestant 
jealousy,  deeply  rooted  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  should  have  a  fresh 
stimulus  given  to  it;  that  there  should  be 
opportunities  given  of  representing  the 
Roman  Catholics  as  always  dissatisfied 
and  aggressive,  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  Roman  Catholics  should  have  the 
means  of  retorting  against  those  with  whom 
they  are  engaged  in  the  elections,  the 
charge  of  bigotry  and  intolerance  ?  I  can 
conceive  nothing  more  calculated  to  pre- 
judice the  cause  of  the  Roman  Catholics, 
and  to  peril  the  removal  of  any  real  dis- 
advantages they  may  labour  under,  than  to 
bring  forward  what  I  would  caD  imaginary 
grievances  at  a  time  of  political  excite- 
ment. Well,  then,  my  Lords,  let  me  ask, 
by  whom  is  this  question  brought  forward  ? 
1  remember  the  time  of  the  old  discussions 
on  Roman  Catholic  disabilities — that  long 
protracted  struggle  that  lasted  during  the 
first  seven  years  in  which  I  had  a  seat  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament^ — I  remem- 
ber the  excitement  it  produced,  and  the 
controversy  to  which  it  led.  In  the  year 
previous  to  my  entrance  into  Parliament 
— the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Russell) 
was  then  a  Member  of  the  other  House— I 
did  not  come  in  till  1821 — the  noble  Earl 
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will  remember  that  Lord  Nugent  presented 
a  petition  for  the  removal  of  the  Roman 
Catholie  disabilities,  signed  by  8,000  Ro- 
man Catholics,  including  seven  Peers,  a 
great  number  of  baronets — in  fact,  bj  those 
who  had  the  best  Roman  Catholic  blood  in 
the  country.  But  those  petitioners  dealt 
with  real  and  substantial  grieyances,  and 
did  not  put  forward  imaginary  grounds  of 
complaint — for,  at  that  time,  the  Roman 
Catholics  were  unjustly  excluded  from 
privileges  to  which  they  were  well  entitled. 
On  the  present  occasion,  where  are  the 
petitions  ?  Who  are  those  that  bring  for- 
ward this  Bill  ?  What  are  the  vexatious 
impediments  to  the  enjoyment  of  the  rights 
of  British  subjects  which  they  require 
shall  be  removed  ?  Where  are  the 
Howards,  the  Cliffords,  the  Arundells,  the 
Stourtons,  the  Petres,  the  Gerards,  and 
the  Cliftons  ?  Again,  crossing  to  IreUud, 
where  are  the  Fingalls,  the  Gormanstowns, 
and  the  Trimlestowns  ?  Where,  in  fact, 
are  those  great  historic  names  who  in 
times  of  old  had  proved  by  their  acts  the 
sincerity  of  their  allegiance  to  the  Crown, 
and  served  the  "  Heretic"  Elizabeth  with 
as  much  zeal  and  devotion  as  they  after- 
wards showed  in  their  adherence,  greatly 
to  their  own  loss,  to  the  fallen  fortunes  of 
the  house  of  Stuart  ?  Not  one  of  them  is 
to  be  met  with  now.  And  why?  Be- 
cause they  feel  that  there  is  no  substantial 
grievance  to  be  removed,  because  they  do 
not  feel  that  by  this  oath  they  are  deprived 
of  any  political  privileges  to  which  they 
are  entitled.  There  is  not  one  of  them  but 
knows  that  the  restrictions,  such  as  exist, 
are  not  only  not  unjust,  that  they  were  not 
only  not  imposed  by  a  grudging  Protes- 
tant Legislature,  but  that  they  were  ac- 
tually prepared  and  framed  by  Roman  Ca- 
tholics themselves — by  Roman  Catholic 
Prelates,  by  Roman  Catholic  laymen,  by 
Roman  Catholic  lawyers,  by  Roman  Ca- 
tholic state^en;  that  they  were  the  con- 
ditions on  which  they  entreated  and  prayed 
that  they  might  be  admitted  to  a  full  par- 
ticipation in  the  privileges  of  British  sub- 
jects, which  they  succeeded,  on  those  con- 
ditions, in  obtaining  in  1829.  And  they 
prayed,  moreover,  as  I  will  show,  on  more 
than  one  occasioui  that  their  co-religionists 
should  not  be  allowed  to  sit  in  Parliament 
unless  they  were  prepared  to  take  one  of 
those  very  oaths  which  my  noble  Friend 
(the  Earl  of  Devon)  now  proposes  should 
be  abolished. 

I  will   mention    one   statement  of  my 
noble  Friend  which  rather  surprised  me. 
The  Earl  of  Derhy 


He  says,  he  proposes  an  oath  whieh,  with 
some  slight  modification,  is  the  same  oath 
required  to  be  taken  by  Protestants? 
What  is  that  slight  modification  ?  Let  me 
remind  my  noble  Friend  that,  in  proposing 
that  slight  modification  he  is  proposing  no- 
thing new,  for  he  is  only  proposing  that 
which  the  Roman  Catholics  now  enjoy— 
exemption  from  taking  the  oath  of  supre- 
macy in  the  sense  of  conferring  ecclesias- 
tical or  spiritual  jurisdiction.  When  my 
noble  Friend  speaks  of  this  as  being  a 
slight  difference,  he  must  be  aware  that 
that  slight  difference  is  just  that,  and  that 
alone,  which  for  years  before  1829,  pre- 
vented Roman  Catholics  from  sitting  in 
Parliament. 

It  is  said,  why  not  have  one  oath  ?  My 
noble  Friend  has  suggested  why  we  should 
not  have  one  oath.  It  was  necessary  to 
introduce  that  slight  difference,  because, 
although  you  allow  Roman  Catholics,  from 
conscientious  motives,  to  decline  assenting 
to  that  proposition  of  ecclesiastical  juris- 
diction, you  are  not,  I  believe,  prepared  to 
say  that  Protestant  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment shall  not,  as  an  essential  condition 
imposed  by  the  Constitution,  be  called 
upon  to  declare  their  assent  to  that  doc- 
trine of  the  supremacy  of  the  Crown  as  in- 
dependent of  any  foreign  prince,  potentate, 
or  prelate  with  regard  to  all  matters  eccle- 
siastical and  spiritual,  as  well  as  in  tem- 
poral and  civil  jurisdiction.  1  could,  in- 
deed, understand  the  argument  if  it  were 
proposed  to  have  one  oath  ;  but  that  is 
not  proposed  here.  We  are  now  discnss- 
ing  what  shall  be  the  terms  of  an  altered 
oath  to  be  taken  by  Roman  Catholics,  and 
by  them  alone.  In  considering  this  oath 
of  supremacy,  it  is  rather  singular  to  find 
that  from  a  very  distant  period  of  time 
that  oath  of  supremacy — that  declaration 
of  the  independent  ecclesiastical  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Crown — was  an  oath  not  im- 
posed by  a  Protestant  Parliament.  It 
was  introduced  previous  to  the  Reforma- 
tion, and  was  taken  to  Henry  VIII.  at  a 
time  when  the  assertion  of  Protestant 
doctrines  would  have  led  to  awkward  con- 
sequences to  the  person  who  professed 
them.  But  long  after  that,  in  the  early 
part  of  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  the  oath 
was  taken  without  the  slightest  objection 
by  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  alike. 
In  one  of  Lord  Plunket*s  most  able  state- 
ments in  the  discussions  upon  the  question 
of  Roman  Catholic  relief  he  made  use  of 
these  expressions — 

"Bat  it  was  said  that  those  principles  were 
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altered  at  the  Reformation.  There  had  been  no 
portion  of  the  vulgar  historj  of  this  country  more 
Alsifled  than  that  of  the  Reformation.  The  rery 
Act  of  Supremacy,  enacted  by  Elixabeth,  demon- 
strated the  fiUse  inferences  which  were  drawn 
from  that  great  epoch.  That  Act  was  passed 
with  the  Tiew  of  distinguishing  between  those 
Catholics  who  were  loyal  and  attached  to  the 
Throne  and  those  who  were  disloyal  and  dis- 
affMsted.  All  that  Elizabeth  required  was  the 
same  authority,  right,  and  rule  over  her  subjects 
as  was  possessed  by  her  predecessors.  She  would 
suffer  no  foreign  power  to  interfere  with  their 
concerns.  She  avowed  no  desire  to  intermeddle 
with  her  subjects  in  point  of  conscience,  but  she 
exacted  those  oaths  as  the  tests  of  loyalty.  This 
avowal  was  .incorporated  in  the  6th  of  her 
reign,  and  was  made  the  law  of  the  land.  In  its 
very  recital  it  states,  'Whereas  the  Queen  is 
otherwise  sufBciently  assured  of  the  loyalty  and 
good  disposition  of  the  barons  and  nobles,  be  it 
therefore  enacted  that  they  shall  be  exempted 
from  the  operation  of  this  Act.'  These  words, 
'otherwise  suflSciently  assured,'  wore  evidence 
that  the  very  measure  then  contemplated  was,  at 
the  time,  considered  as  an  extended  test  of  loy- 
alty. It  was  notorious  that  Catholics  continued, 
after  that  Act,  to  sit  and  vote  in  Parliament." 

That  shows  that  the  Act  was  not  directed 
against  Roman  Catholics  on  account  of 
their  religion,  but  as  a  precaution  against 
suspected  disloyalty.  And  this  is  the 
more  to  be  remarked  upon  because  Lord 
Plunket,  who  was  for  so  many  years  the 
leading  advocate  of  measures  for  the 
emancipation  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  in 
1821  proposed  the  introduction  of  certain 
words  relating  to  that  part  of  the  oath 
which  defines  the  Royal  power  in  matters 
ecclesiastical  and  civil,  giving  explanations 
at  the  same  time,  of  the  oath  which 
was  imposed  by  the  Act  of  Elisabeth. 
[See  2  Hansard,  i?.  275.]  That  Bill 
provided  a  form  of  oath  proposed  by 
a  leading  advocate  of  Roman  Catholic 
claims  in  1821,  in  which  be  not  only 
ealled  upon  them  to  renounce  the  prin- 
ciples whiob  were  imputed  to  them, 
but  also  proposed  to  introduce  the  words 
which  are  now  objected  to — 1  do  not  say 
nnnaturallj  or  unreasonably  objected  to — 
bj  my  noble  Friend,  and  to  take  the  oatb 
of  supremacy  in  matters  of  ecclesiastical 
and  spiritual  jurisdiction  with  such  modi- 
fication and  explanation  as  was  expressed 
in  the  Act  of  Elizabeth.  At  the  time  of 
the  long  controversy  previous  to  the  re- 
moval of  the  Catholic  disabilities,  there 
were  certain  principles  laid  down  and 
agreed  to— great  fundamental  bases,  upon 
which  the  discussion  proceeded.  Certain 
imputations  were  thrown  out  against  the 
Roman  Catholics  —  I  believe  unjustly 
thrown  out — against  which  they  thought  it 


necessary  to  enter  a  protest  and  denial ; 
but,  as  I  bave  said,  certain  principles  were 
laid    down  —  namely,    conditions    without 
which  none  of  their  supporters  would  have 
brought  the   question   forward :  that   tbo 
Protestant   supremacy  should  be  held  in- 
violate ;   tbat   the    Sovereign  should    be 
held  to  be  independent  of  the  power  of 
the  Pope  to  absolve   subjects   from  their 
allegiance ;    that   the   settlement  of  pro- 
perty   should    be   respected  ;    and,  above 
all,  tbat   the   Established    Church  should 
be    maintained    as    an    integral    portion 
of   the    Constitution.      Those    were    not 
conditions  which  were  put  forth   by  the 
opponents  of  the  Roman  Catholic  claims — 
they  were  laid  down  by  the  advocates  and 
supporters  of  those  claims.     It  was  upon 
those  conditions   alone  —  on   the   cordial 
assent  of  the  Roman  Catholics  to  those  pro- 
positions— that  they  asked  that  they  should 
be  allowed  to  share  in  privileges  which  they 
admitted  it    to    be  otherwise    unsafe   to 
intrust  to  them.     There  were  also  various 
imputations    thrown  against  the   Roman 
Catholics,  such  as  that  it  was  a  doctrine  of 
Roman  Catholics  that  faith  need  not  be 
kept   with    heretics,  that  it   was   in  the 
power  of  the  Pope  to  absolve  them  from 
their  oath,  and  that  the  Pope  could  also 
absolve    subjects    from   their    allegiance. 
1  did  not  then  give  credit,  and  still  less 
now  do  I  give  credit,  to  those  imputations; 
but  I  must  be  permitted  to  remind  your 
Lordships  that  there  is  not  one  of  those  im- 
putations which  may  not  be  traced  to  some 
claim  which  has  been  put  forward  at  some 
time  or  the  other  by  the  Supreme  Pontiff^ 
and  which  may  not  be  found  vindicated  and 
defended  by  the  casuists  whose  opinions 
are  received  as  authority  by  the  Roman 
Catholics.      Surely,  my  Lords,  when  such 
claims  are  put  forward  by  one  exercising 
such  high  jurisdiction  as  the  Pope,  are  put 
forth  in  treatises  and  works  professing  to 
give  an   authoritative   exposition   of   the 
Roman  Catholic  faith,  it  cannot  be  con- 
sidered too  much — it  was  not  considered 
too  much  by  the  Roman  Catholics  them- 
selves—that they  should   be  called  upon 
to  repudiate  such  doctrines,  and  declare 
that  they  do  not  form  any  part  of  their 
religious  belief.      When    the   Relief  Act 
passed  in  1829,  there  were  certain  restric- 
tions imposed — respecting  which  I  will  say 
a  few  words  presently — ^but  they  were  re- 
strictions imposed  by  the  Legislature  with 
universal  consent.    Those  restrictions  were 
not  harsh  measures  by  which  the  grace  of 
a  great  act  of  conciliation  was  marred,  o' 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


in 


Soman  OathoUc 


ILOEDSl 


Oath  Bin. 


780 


made  to  appear  as  though  it  had  been 
granted  by  a  grudging  Parliament  or  a 
reluctant  Ministry,  but  they  were  provi- 
sions  which,  as  I  have  said,  were  framed 
by  Roman  Catholics,  were  urged  by  them, 
and  were  pressed  on  the  acceptance  of  the 
Legislature  by  those  who  advocated  their 
claims.  Recollect  what  were  the  circum- 
stances under  which  that  great  measure  of 
Relief  took  place.  It  had  been  a  matter 
of  controversy  among  most  distinguished 
men  and  the  most  able  statesmen  for 
many  years ;  it  had  kept  the  rival  parties 
aloof :  it  had  distracted  and  almost  para- 
lyzed the  action  of  Government  by  keeping 
open  a  question  to  which  the  Government 
at  length  yielded,  not  because  they  thought 
it  was  safe,  or  because  it  was  free  from 
danger,  or  failed  to  feel  the  force  of  the 
objections  against  it,  but  because,  dangerous 
as  they  felt  it  to  be,  they  saw  in  the  opposite 
direction  dangers  still  greater.  I  am  far 
from  saying  that  that  was  a  sufficient  justi- 
fication. The  part  which  Sir  Robert  Peel 
and  the  Duke  of  Wellington  had  to  take 
was  one  of  great  difficulty,  and  the  de- 
cision to  which  they  had  to  come  was  a 
painful  one.  I,  who  heard  it,  shall  not 
soon  forget  the  impression  which  was  made 
upon  my  mind  when  Sir  Robert  Peel  spoke 
of— 
"  The  sharp  convulsive  pangs  of  agonixlDg  pride," 

when  he  found  himself  compelled  to  aban- 
don convictions  which  he  had  entertained 
for  many  years,  and  at  the  prospect  of  the 
dangers  which  he  saw  impending  in  the 
country,  and  which  had  been  sufficient  to 
overcome  his  own  convictions  and  his  own 
feelings.  But,  my  Lords,  it  is  quite  clear 
that  the  unreformed  Parliament  of  that 
day — if  it  had  been  reformed,  I  hardly 
know  that  it  would  have  been  brought 
about — was  in  advance  of  the  opinions  of 
the  country  in  its  treatment  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  and  carried  that  measure  against 
what  I  believe  to  have  been  the  strong 
sense  of  danger  pervading  the  public  mind. 
The  change  was  forced  by  Parliament 
upon  a  reluctant  Ministry,  and  forced  in 
turn  by  the  Ministry  upon  a  still  more  re- 
luctant Sovereign  ;  and  it  would  have  been 
inexcusable  if  this  change  had  not  been 
modified  by  adding  to  it  every  safeguard 
and  provision  which  could  be  introduced 
for  the  purpose  of  mitigating  the  danger 
which  they  foresaw,  and  which  was  per- 
ceived to  an  even  greater  extent  by  the 
public  themselves.  The  alterations  which 
were  made,  were,  I  repeat,  practically  made 
at  the  instance  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
ne  Sari  of  Derby 


themselves.  My  Lords,  this  is  so  impor- 
tant a  part  of  my  argument  that,  at  the 
risk  of  wearying  your  Lordships,  I  must 
trouble  yon  to  listen  to  the  progress  of 
these  oaths,  the  manner  in  which  they 
were  introduced,  the  entreaties  made  to 
be  permitted  to  take  them,  and  to  trace 
the  question  down  from  as  early  a  period 
as  1757  to  1829.  During  the  progr^s 
of  the  Revolution  it  is  needless  to  say 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  mind  was  deeply 
agitated,  and  that  at  that  time  the  Roman 
Catholics  as  a  body  could  not  be  regarded 
as  loyal  to  the  Crown.  I  would  even  go 
so  far  as  to  agree,  in  the  words  of  a  very 
distinguished  and  eminent  person,  the  late 
Dr.  Doyle,  who  said  — 

*'  I  think  at  that  time  the  connection  of  the 
Roman  Catholios  with  the  Stuarts  was  inch  as 
justified,  and  even  made  it  necessary  for,  the 
English  Government  to  pass  some  penal  laws 
against  the  Catholios,  such  as  the  excluding  them 
fnun  offices  of  trust,  and  perhaps  even  from  the 
councils  of  the  Sovereign ;  but  I  think  that  the 
necessity  which  existed,  and  which  certainly 
would  justify,  perhaps  demand  of,  the  Government 
to  pass  certain  restrictive  laws  against  the  Ro- 
man Catholics,  could  not  justify  them  in  passing 
the  very  unnatural  and  hamhlaws  which  abounded 
in  the  penal  code.'' 

Thus,  that  eminent  Prelate  admitted  that 
it  would  not  be  safe  for  the  Government 
not  to  repress  and  put  restrictions  upon 
the  Roman  Catholios  as  a  body,  not  on  ac- 
count of  their  relii^ion,  but  on  aoeount  of 
their  widespread  disloyalty.  Again  Dr. 
Doyle  was  asked,  in  his  well-known  exami- 
nation — 

**  Inasmuch  as  that  conduct  was  hostile  to  the 
principle  of  the  constitution  of  England  and  civil 
liberty,  are  you  of  opinion  that  they  were  in  that 
degree  justifiable?" 

Answer. 

**  I  do  think  they  were  justifiable ;  nay,  that  it 
was  thebr  duty  to  pass  restrictive  laws  against 
the  Catholics,  considering  the  political  principles 
of  the  Oatboucs  of  that  period." 

Well,  towards  the  middle  of  the  eighteenth 
century  public  opinion  had  very  much 
changed,  the  now  dynasty  had  become 
established,  and  the  cause  of  the  Stuarts 
was  felt  to  be  irretrievably  lost.  The  set- 
tlement of  property  under  Charles  II.  had 
been  recognized;  and,  in  speaking  of  this 
settlement,  we  do  not  refer  to  the  sett!  i- 
ment  so  far  as  it  affected  the  general  right 
of  property  in  individuals,  but  we  refer 
to  that  great  Act  of  Settlement  of  pro- 
perty introduced  by  the  Duke  of  Ormond 
in  the  time  of  Chailes  II.  for  the  purpose 
of  removing  the  restrictions  introduced  in 
the  time  of  Cromwell,  and  of  restoring  the 
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ti&lea  ftRil  Mtttes  io  those  nriio  Lad  beeo 
depriTed  of  theni.  In  1757  the  Roman 
Catholics  framed  an  oath  which  proceeded 
on  the  hasis  of  this  Act  of  Settlement,  and 
it  was  a  portion  of  that  oath  to  maintain 
and  uphold  the  settlement  of  property  as 
hj  law  established  ;  and  this  is  remark- 
able, as  from  1757  to  the  present  time  no 
word  of  remonstrance  or  opposition  has 
been  heard  on  their  part.  In  1787  a  "  de- 
olaration  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland"  was 
framed  by  an  Irish  Catholic  Bishop,  Dr. 
O'Keeffe,  in  conjunction  with  M***  6 'Con- 
nor, of  Belenagore,  Dr.  Curry,  and  Mr. 
Wyse,  of  Waterford ;  and  these  are  the 
words  : — 

"  Whereas  certain  opinions  and  principles  ini- 
mical to  good  order  and  goTomment  have  been 
attrlbated  to  the  Catholics,  the  existence  of  which 
we  utterly  deny  ;  and  whereas  it  is  at  this  time 
peculiarly  necessary  to  remove  such  imputations 
and  to  give  the  most  full  and  ample  satisraction  to 
cor  Protestant  brethren  that  we  hold  no  prin- 
eiple  whatsoever  incompatible  with  our  duty  as 
men  or  as  subjects,  or  repugnant  to  liberty,  whe- 
ther political,  civil,  or  religious.  Now  we,  the 
Catholics  of  Ireland,  for  the  removal  of  all  such 
imputations,  and  in  deference  to  the  opinions  of 
many  respectable  bodies  of  men  and  individuals 
among  our  Protestant  brethren,  do  hereby,  and 
in  the  &ce  of  our  country,  of  all  Europe,  and  be- 
fore God,  make  this  our  deliberate  and  solemn 
declaration.  It  has  been  objected  to  us  that  we 
wish  to  subvert  the  present  Church  Establishment 
for  the  purpose  of  substituting  a  Churoh  Estab- 
llahment  in  its  stead.  Now,  we  do  hereby  dis- 
claim, disavow,  and  solemnly  abjure  any  such  in- 
tention ;  and,  further,  that  if  we  shall  be  admitted 
into  any  share  of  the  constitution,  by  our  being 
restored  to  the  right  of  the  elective  ftunohise,  we 
are  ready  in  the  most  solemn  manner  to  declare 
that  we  will  not  exercise  that  privilege  to  disturb 
and  weaken  the  establishment  of  the  Protestant 
religion  or  Protestant  government  in  this  country." 

This  was  a  declaration  signed  by  Roman 
Catholies,  and  prepared  by  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Bishop  ;  it  was  issued  also  in  1792 
— the  original  is  in  my  hand  and  in  it  they 
disafow  all  the  other  opinions  to  which  I 
haye  referred  ;  and  they  go  on  to  say — 

"  We  do  hereby  solemnly  disclaim  and  for  ever 
renonnce  all  interest  in  and  title  to  all  forfeited 
lands,  resulting  from  any  rights  or  supposed  rights 
of  our  ancestors,  or  any  claim,  title,  or  interest 
therein ;  nor  do  we  admit  any  title  as  a  foundation 
of  rights  which  is  not  established  and  acknow- 
ledged by  the  law  of  the  realm  as  they  now  stand. 
We  desire  further,  that  whenever  the  patriotism, 
liberality,  and  justice  of  our  countrymen  shall  re- 
store to  us  a  participation  in  the  elective  fran- 
chise, no  Catholic  shall  be  permitted  to  vote  at 
any  election  for  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament 
unless  he  shall  previously  take  an  oath  to  defend, 
to  the  utmost  of  his  power,  the  arrangement  of 
property  in  this  oount^  as  established  by  the  dif- 
ferent Aots  of  Attainder  and  Settlement." 


Your  Lordships  must  forgire  me  for  dwell* 
ing  on  this  matter^  because  I  wish  to  show 
you  that  what  is  now  complained  of  was 
recommended  during  a  series  of  years  in 
OTery  application  from  the  Roman  Catholic 
to  be  admitted  to  the  prifilege  of  the  fran- 
chise. In  1792  a  petition  was  presented 
to  the  Irish  Parliament  from  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland  which  contained  the 
following : —   . 

<*  With  regard  to  the  constitution  of  the  Oharoh, 
we  are  indeed  inviolably  attached  to  our  own. 
First,  because  we  believe  it  to  be  true  ;  and  next, 
because  beyond  belief  we  know  that  its  prinoiples 
are  calculated  to  make  us  good  men  and  good 
oitizens.  But,  as  we  find  it  assures  to  us  indi- 
vidually all  the  useful  ends  of  religion,  we  solemnly 
and  conscientiously  declare  that  we  are  satisfied 
with  the  present  condition  of  our  ecclesiastical 
policy.  With  satis&ction  we  acquiesce  in  the 
establishment  of  the  National  Church  ;  we  neither 
repine  at  its  possessions  nor  envy  iti  dignities ; 
we  are  ready  upon  this  point  to  give  every  as- 
surance that  is  binding  upon  man." 

In  1792  that  application  was  made  to  the 
Irish  Parliament ;  and  in  consequence,  in 
1793,  the  Roman  Catholics,  upon  taking 
these  oaths  and  making  these  declarations^ 
were  admitted  to  the  exercise  of  the  fran- 
chise. It  is  remarkable  that  so  early  as 
1793  the  Irish  Parliament  granted  to  Irish 
Roman  Catholics  that  which  the  English 
Parliament  never  granted  to  the  English 
Roman  Catholics  until  1829.  I  come  now 
to  a  petition  presented  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament  in  1808,  and  I  find  there — 

'<  Your  Petitioners  most  solemnly  declare  that 
they  do  not  seek  or  wish  in  any  way  to  injure  or 
encroach  upon  the  rights,  privileges,  possessions, 
or  revenue's  appertaining  to  the  bishops  and  clergy 
of  the  Protestant  religion  as  by  law  established, 
or  to  the  churches  oommitted  to  their  charge,  or 
to  any  of  them  ;  the  extent  of  their  humble  suppli- 
cation being  that  they  be  governed  by  the  same 
laws,  and  rendered  capable  of  the  same  civil  and 
military  offices,  franchises,  rewards,  and  honours^ 
as  their  fellow  subjects  of  every  other  religions 
denomination." — [1  Hansard,  xi.  49S.] 

In  1812  there  was  a  similar  declaration  ; 
and  in  1813  Grattan,  the  most  energetic, 
able,  and  eloquent  defender  of  the  rights 
of  the  Roman  Catholics,  declared  in  the 
preamble  of  the  Act  which  he  introduced, 
that— 

"  The  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  of  England 
and  Ireland  was  established  permanently  and  in- 
violably, and  that  it  would  tend  to  promote  the 
interest  of  the  same,  and  to  strenf^then  the  firee 
constitution  of  which  it  is  an  essential  part,  if  tJie 
disqualifications  under  whtoh  the  Roman  CathoUos 
laboured  were  removed." 

I  now  pass  to  the  speech  made  by  Lord 
Plunket|in  1821,  in  support  of  the  property 
of  the  Protestant  Church,  in  which  he,  ono 
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of  the  most  able  and  eloquent  supporters 
of  the  Roman  Catholie  claims,  sajs — 

"  Could  I  be1ie?e  that  the  measiire  of  redroM 
ioToWed  consequenoes  of  injury  or  of  danger  to 
those  estAblishments,  dear  to  mj  heart  as  I  hold 
the  interest  of  mj  Roman  Catholic  countrymen,  I 
should  abandon  their  long-asserted  olaimu  and 
range  myself  with  their  opponents.  But,  having 
the  most  entire  conviction  of  the  groundlessness 
of  the  apprehensions,  and  entertaining  a  sanguine 
hope  that  such  alarms  may  be  removed  from  the 
minds  of  those  who  are  sincere/^ 

and  so  on.  Again,  in  the  same  speech. 
Lord  Plunket  sajs — 

<*  On  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholics  I  am 
bold  to  say  that  though  they  prefer  their  own  re- 
ligion to  ours,  yet  that  they  find  the  Protestant 
religion  established  by  law,  by  the  same  law  by 
which  their  own  lives,  liberties,  and  properties, 
along  with  those  of  all  the  other  subjects  of  this 
realm  are  secured ;  that,  on  the  contrary,  the  Pro- 
testant established  religion  of  England  was  in 
Ireland  established  at  the  Reformation,  confirmed 
at  the  Reformation,  and  perpetually  incorporated 
at  the  Union  ;  that  it  forms  a  part  of  the  fun- 
damental, unalterable  law  of  the  empire  ;  that 
he,  therefore,  prefers  a  Protestant  establishment 
and  an  unimpaired  state  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
establishment  and  a  subverted  one  ;  that  he  con- 
siders the  possessions  of  the  Protestant  clergy  as 
their  absolute  property,  secured  to  them  as  sac- 
redly as  the  private  possessions  of  any  individual 
are  secured  to  him :  that  he  abides  by  the  oath 
which  he  has  taken  to  maintain  that  Establish- 
ment, and  that,  so  far  from  consideriasr  himself 
under  any  obligation  to  subvert  it,  he  holds  him- 
self  obliged  by  the  most  solemn  ties  which  can 
bind  him  to  society  as  a  man,  a  citixen,  and  a 
Christian,  to  resist  all  attempts  at  its  overthrow 
from  whatever  quarter  they  may  proceed." — [See 
2  Barnard,  iv.  979.] 

This  is  the  language  of  the  authorized 
advocate  of  the  Roman  Catholioa,  and  I 
shall  not  quote  a  word  from  any  of  the  op- 
ponents to  their  claims,  but  from  their  own 
adyocates,  who  state  their  own  convictions 
in  their  own  terms.  In  1825,  again, 
Archbishop  Murray,  a  most  excellent  and 
amiable  prelate,  with  whom  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  having  held  personal  intercourse, 
and  whom  I  believe  to  have  been  utterly 
incapable  of  deviating  from  his  pledged  and 
plighted  word — a  man  devoted  to  his  own 
religion,  but,  at  tbe  same  time,  scrupu- 
lously alive  to  the  claims  of  others,  was  ex- 
amined before  a  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Some  of  the  questions  and 
i^nswers  were  remarkable. 

"Have  you  any  reason  to  think  that,  in  the 
minds  of  any  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
there  exists  any  hope  or  any  wish  to  interfere 
with  the  temporal  possessions  of  the  Established 
Church  ?— Answer.  Not  the  least ;  there  is  no  wish 
on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  to  dis- 
turb  the  present  Establishment,  or  to  parUke  of 
any  part  of  the  wealth  it  enjoys.  Question. 
Nor  any  objection  to  give  the  most  full  and  entire 
The  £arl  of  Derby 


assaranoe  on  that  subject,  by  any  deelamtion  that 
may  be  required  of  them  f— Answer.  Not  in  the 
least" 

Again,  in  1826,  there  was  a  document 
signed  by  thirty  Roman  Catholic  bishops, 
in  which  they 

«  declare  upon  oath  that  they  will  defend  to  the 
utmost  of  their  power  the  settlement  and  arrange- 
ment of  property  in  the  country  as  established 
by  the  laws  now  in  being.  They  also  disclaim, 
disavow,  and  solemnly  abjure  any  intention  to 
subvert  the  present  Church  Establishment  for  the 
purpose  ot  substituting  a  Catholic  establishment 
in  its  stead.  And  further,  they  swear  they  will 
not  exercise  any  privilege  to  which  they  are,  or 
may  be  entitled,  to  disturb  and  weaken  the  Pro- 
testant religion  and  Protestant  government  in 
IreUnd." 

This  document  was  signed  by  thirty  Roman 
Catholic  bishops,  of  whom  one  only  ia  now 
alive,  and  he  cannot  be  charged  with  the 
endeavour  to  disturb  the  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment—Archbishop M'Hale — for,  bound 
by  his  own  declaration  and  by  the  assurance 
which  he  gave,  he  has  persistently  refused 
to  join  an  Association  presided  over,  I  re- 
gret to  say,  by  another  prelate  of  his 
Church,  formed  for  the  express  purpose  of 
subverting  that  very  Protestant  Establish- 
ment which  other  Roman  Catholics,  at 
their  own  request*  are  bound  by  oath  not  to 
endeavour  to  overthrow  or  weaken.  This 
refusal,  I  think  is  greatly  to  the  credit  of 
Dr.  M'Hale,  particularly  when  we  bear  in 
mind  how  zealous  he  is  in  the  advocacy  of 
his  own  religion.  It  is  clear  that  he  must 
feel  himself  bound  by  the  sense  which  he 
entertains  of  the  voluntary  engagement 
into  which  he  entered  to  refrain  from  co- 
operating with  a  brother  prelate  in  a  move- 
ment which  has  for  its  object  the  injury  of 
a  Church  to  which  he  as  much  as  any  one 
is  opposed.  I  will  not  trouble  your  Lord- 
ships with  the  evidence  upon  these  declara- 
tions further  than  that  which  was  given  by 
Mr.  O'Connell  and  Dr.  Slevin,  Professor 
of  Canon  Law  in  Maynooth.  They  de- 
clared that  there  could  not  be  a  shadow  of 
a  pretence  for  any  of  those  who  were  for- 
merly interested  in  forfeited  property  in 
Ireland  seeking  to  reclaim  it  and  to  reverse 
that  settlement  of  property.  In  a  B|)eech 
of  Lord  Plunket's  in  1828— he  had  been 
admitted  a  Member  of  your  Lordships' 
House  in  the  previous  year — he  said— > 

"If  I  could  agree  in  believing  that  we  can 
take  no  step  for  the  admission  of  Roman  Catholics 
into  Parliament  and  into  office  without  the  de- 
struction of  the  Protestant  Establishment  in 
Ireland,  I,  who  have  supported  these  claims 
almost  from  the  first  moment  I  could  think, 
would  abandon  my  ancient  and  confirmed  opinions 
would  change  my  side  and  become  as  determined 
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an  opponent  to  oonoession  as  I  ba?e  been  its  most  i 
anxious  advocate.  I  look  on  the  Protestant  Estab- 
lishment of  Ireland  as  a  fundamental  principle  of 
our  Imperial  constitution.  I  take  it  to  have  been 
unalterably  settled  at  the  Union,  and  that  to  talk 
of  changing  the  Protestant  religion  of  Ireland 
without  shaking  the  Protestant  Establishment  of 
the  empire,  is  idle.  I  speak  no  new  language. 
....  On  these  grounds,  and  not  for  any 
fiwciful  and  theoretical  reasons  assigned  by  some 
writers  upon  this  subject,  I  never  for  a  moment 
would  consent  to  anything  which  should  endanger 
the  Protestant  Establishment.  I  further  feel  that 
the  Protestant  Establishment  of  Ireland  is  the 
yery  cement  of  the  Union.  I  find  it  interwoven 
with  all  the  essential  relations  and  institutions  of 
the  two  kingdoms,  and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  ad- 
mitting that  if  it  were  destroyed  the  very  founda- 
tions of  public  security  would  be  shaken,  the  con- 
nection between  England  and  Ireland  dissolved, 
and  the  annihilation  of  private  property  must  fol- 
low the  ruin  of  the  property  of  the  Church." — 
S2  Hantctrd,  xiz.  1260.] 
Such  is  the  declaration  of  one  of  the  most 
pers^evering,  able,  and  eloquent  supporters 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  claims,  with  respect 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  Church  Bstablish- 
ment,  which  the  oath  we  are  now  asked  to 
repeal  was  intended  to  protect  and  secure. 
It  would,  I  may  add,  be  a  gross  injustice 
to  the  memory  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  to  sup- 
pose that  he  introduced  this  oath  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  satisfying  public  clamour, 
and  not  with  the  conviction  that  it  would, 
to  a  certain  extent,  operate  as  a  restraint 
on  those  Roman  Catholics  who,  from  oon- 
BcientiouB  motives  might  be  desirous  of 
disturbing  the  Roman  Catholic  church,  but 
would  be  prevented  from  doing  so  by  the 
obligations  of  the  oath. 

My  Lords,  having  said  thus  much  as  to 
the  history  of  this  oath,  let  me  now  proceed 
to  analyse  the  oath  as  it  stands,  and 
follow  my  noble  Friend  who  has  read 
through  the  oath.  I  am  quite  ready 
to  agree  with  my  noble  Friend  so  far  ; 
I  am  quite  ready  to  assent  to  such  an 
alteration  as  shall  relieve  the  Roman 
Catholics  from  the  obligation  of  taking 
any  declaration  or  renonncing  any  doctrine 
or  principles  the  supposed  adherence  to 
which  they  would  consider  an  injurious  re- 
flection on  their  private  honour.  I  draw, 
however  the  widest  distinction  between  the 
scyeral  grounds  on  which  the  abolition  of 
the  several  parts  of  the  oath  is  advocated. 
There  are  portions  of  the  oath — such,  for 
instance,  that  in  which  they  are  called  upon 
to  abjure  and  renounce  that  which,  if  they 
professed,  would  be  a  matter  of  moral  tur* 
pitude — although  these  were  inserted  with- 
out any  objection  from  former  generations 
of  Roman  Catholics,  yet  if  it  grates  on 
the  feelings  of  my  Roman  Catholic  fellow- 
oountrymen  |  think  it^  anneoessary,  ^nd  I 


agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that  I  would 
not  hesitate  to  strike  out  this  portion  of 
the  oath.  There  is  another  part  of  the 
oath  which  my  noble  Friend  dwelt  upon — 
that  whereby  the  person  who  takes  the 
oath  declares  that  he  takes  it  without  any 
mental  reservation  or  equivocation  which, 
if  it  be  offensive  to  Roman  Catholics,  I 
would  sweep  away,  provided  it  can  be  done 
without  hazard  to  points  of  real  and  vital 
importance.  It  happens,  singularly  enough, 
that  this  oath  and  the  declaration  that  the 
Pope  has  no  power  to  absolve  are  taken 
by  no  less  a  functionary  than  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  though  no  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  entertained  a  contrary 
opinion,  I  never  heard  of  a  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant who  hesitated  to  declare  that  he  took 
the  oath  without  mental  reservation  or 
equivocation.  But,  again,  I  agree  with 
my  noble  Friend  that  the  man  who  would 
equivocate  in  taking  the  oath  would  de- 
clare that  he  took  it  without  mental  reser- 
vation ;  therefore,  if  it  is  offensive  to  the 
Roman  Catholics,  provided  I  can  see  that 
it  can  be  expunged  without  risk  to  obliga- 
tions of  more  vital  importance,  I  will  not 
hesitate  for  a  moment  to  agree  to  expunge 
it.  I  may  be  asked  if  you  are  willing  to 
dispense  with  a  considerable  portion  of  this 
oath  ?  Why  is  it  you  do  not  assent  to 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  ?  Why  do 
you  leave  yourselves  open  to  misrepresen- 
tation and  misconstruction  ?  Why  do  you 
not  introduce  such  Amendments  as  you 
think  necessary,  expunging  that  which  you 
think  immaterial  and  retaining  that  which 
you  think  is  an  essential  portion  of  the 
oath  ?  That  is  a  very  fair  question,  and  I 
will  give  it  a  fair  and  frank  answer.  In 
the  first  place,  that  Tery  proposition  was 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  was 
by  the  House  of  Commons  rejected,  and  I 
think  the  occasions  are  very  rare  where 
your  Lordships  would  seek  to  call  upon 
the  House  of  Commons  to  affirm  an  Amend- 
ment which,  upon  full  deliberation  and  dis- 
cussion, they  have  alrevdy  rejected.  I  lay 
that  down  as  a  general  rule,  but  not  one 
without  exception.  I  was  so  anxious  to 
avoid  the  necessity  of  calling  upon  your 
Lordships  to  give  a  vote  which  might  by 
possibility  be  misconstrued  against  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  Bill  that  I  addressed  my- 
self to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  said 
if  they  would  consent  to  lend  the  influence 
of  the  Government  to  retaining  in  the 
House  of  Commons  and  restoring  to  the 
Bill  those  portions  of  the  oath  which  I 
conceived  to  be  important  and  essential,  I 
would,  for  my  part,  very  readily  abstain 

.   Digitized  by  VjOOQ IC 


ni 


B&man  OtthoU^ 


(LOEDS) 


OrikBiU. 


798 


from  offering  any  opposition  to  the  second  posed  to  rebel,  and  yet  you  call  upon  all 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  that  I  would  take  persons  to  take  it.  My  noble  Friend  in 
their  assurance  that  they  would  use  their  his  amending  Bill  does  not  propose  to 
influence  to  bring  this  matter  to  a  satis-  exempt  Roman  Catholics  from  taking  that 
factory  conclusion.  And  I  repeat  now,  that  |  or  any  other  oath  which  Protestants  are 
if  the  Government,  on  full  consideration,  >  called  upon  to  take  ;  but,  he  says,  that  the 
think  that  such  an  arrangement  might  be  |  oath  is  ambiguous,  and  he  stated  that  to 
advantageous  to  the  interests  of  religious   my  great    surprise.      He    says   difllerent 


pesce — might  be  satisfactory  to  the  Pro- 
testants— might  remove  some   portion  of 
the  objections  of  the  Roman  Catholics — I 
am  ready  to  say  that  if  I  receive  that  as- 
surance to-night  I  will  even  now  abstain 
from  asking  your  Lordships  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.     But  if  I  am  told  by  the  Government 
that  they  cannot  assent  to  such  an  altera- 
tion, that  they  cannot  assent,  in  point  of 
fact,  to  the  Bill  except  upon  the  condition 
that  it  does  away  with  all  the  security 
provided  for   the   Established  Church  in 
Ireland  and  for  the  settlement  of  property 
in  that  country,  I  am  bound  to  take  the 
course  of  opposing  the  measure  as  a  whole. 
With  regard  to  that  portion  of  the  oath 
which  I  think  is  indispensable — and  I  do 
not  say  that  that  portion  which  refers  to 
the  settlement  of  property  is  at  this  day 
indispensable  ;    but  this   I  know — and    I 
shall  be  confirmed  by  many  noble  Lords 
connected  with  Ireland — that  there  exists 
in  the  minds  of  the  more  ignorant  of  the 
peasantry  and    lower  classes    in  Ireland, 
even  at  this  day,  a  belief  that  the  time  is 
to  come  when  estates  are  to  return  to  their 
former  owners  ;  that  maps  are  kept  of  for 
feited   property,  in    the  hope  that  those 
they  call  the  rightful  owners  will  be  again 
put  into  possession.     That  is  a  wild  hope, 
I  admit,  and  one  that  eould  enter  only  into 
no  imagination  less  sanguine  than  that  of 
an  ignorant  Irish  peasant ;  but,  if  they  see 
in  Parliament  a  Bill  for  expunging  from 
the  oath  that  part  wbieh  has  reference  to 
the  settlement  of  property,  will  not  their 
ignorance  and  sanguine  temperament  lead 
them  to  be  encouraged  in  the  extravagant 
expectation  that  the  Protestant  party  and 
the  Imperial  Parliament  do  not  hold  to 
that  settlement  as  an  essential  part  of  the 
constitution  of  these  kingdoms  ? 

My  Lords,  I  have  heard  two  objections 
to  the  oath  as  it  at  present  stands ;  first, 
that  it  is  ambiguous,  and  second,  that  it  is 
not  binding  ;  or,  if  it  is  binding,  it  is  only 
binding  upon  scrupulous  and  conscientious 
minds,  and  not  upon  those  who  desire  an 
excuse  to  satisfy  their  consciences.  This 
latter  observation  applies  to  every  oath. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  the  oath  of  allegi- 
ance ever  bound  any  person  who  was  dis* 
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people  take  different  views  with  regard  to 
the  obligations  and  restrictions  under  which 
the  oath  places  them  ;  and  that  it  is  in 
the  judgment  of  many  men  a  prohibition  to 
Roman  Catholics  taking  any  part  in  the 
discussion  of  Church  questions.  I  was 
surprised  to  hear  my  noble  Friend,  in  de- 
fence of  that  interpretation,  quote  a  pas- 
sage from  Sir  Robert  Peel,  which  appeared 
to  me  to  have  an  entirely  contrary  signi- 
ficance. He  says  that  Sir  Wilmot  Horton 
proposed  to  introduce  a  clause  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inserting  an  express  prohibition 
against  Roman  Catholics  dealing  with 
Church  questions.  What  was  Sir  Robert 
Peel's  answer  ?     He  said— 

"  X  propose  to  make  this  a  settlement  so  final 
and  so  complete  that  no  one  shall  be  entitled  to 
fay  that  it  debars  him  from  his  public  liberty  and 
fetters  him  in  the  course  he  should  pursue,  except 
in  the  exception  expressly  laid  down  in  the  oath." 

Not  binding  ?  1  could  point  to  noble  Lords 
and  to  Members  of  the  other  House — I 
could  point  to  a  very  learned  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Judge,  of  the  highest  character,  who 
declares  most  solemnly  that  so  long  as  that 
oath  remains  on  the  book,  he  should  bold 
himself  bound  by  the  strictest  religious  ties 
to  do  nothing  to  weaken  or  disturb  the 
Protestant  religion  or  the  Protestant  Go- 
vernment. Another  very  distinguished 
Roman  Catholic,  the  late  Mr.  Lucas,  said, 
that  he  would  as  soon  think  of  uttering 
blasphemy,  as  of  giving  a  vote  that  he  bo- 
liev^  to  be  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  Established  Church.  I  know  that  the 
same  principles  have  regulated  the  conduct 
of  noble  Lords  in  this,  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
When  you  speak  of  the  oath  being  ambi- 
guous, in  what  sense  can  it  be  ambiguous? 
The  person  who  takes  it  swears  that— 

"  I  will  never  exercise  any  privilege  to  whidi 
I  am  or  may  become  entitled  to  disturb  or  weaken 
the  Protestant  religion  or  the  Protestant  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  Kingdom.'* 

Does  that  swear  that  he  shall  not  legislate 
upon  Church  questions  ?  Not  in  the  least. 
If  in  his  inmost  conscience  he  believes  that 
the  measure  which  he  is  advocating  is  one 
not  for  the  injury  but  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Established  Church,  he  is  as  completely  at 
liberty  to  legislate  upon  that  question  as  is 
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Any  Protestant  Member.  Why,  I  myself 
brougtit  forward  some  years  ago  a  measnre 
which  reduced  the  number  of  Bishops  in 
Ireland,  and  altered  the  distribution  of  the 
property  of  the  Church,  infinitely,  as  I 
think,  to  the  Church's  ad?antage.  Many 
Roman  Catholics  supported  that  Bill,  and 
they  supported  it,  believing  conscientiously 
and  honestly  that  it  was  not  a  measure  for 
the  weakening  or  disturbance,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  for  the  strengthening  and  sup- 
port of  the  Established  Church.  What 
motife  a  man  has  for  a  particular  vote  is 
known  only  to  God  and  his  own  conscience, 
and  no  one  can  judge  the  motives  from 
which  he  takes  a  particular  course  ;  but  it 
10,  I  apprehend,  as  clear  as  day  that  a  Ro* 
maa  Catholic  Member  is  precluded  from 
giving  any  vote  which  in  his  inmost  oon- 
seienee  he  believes  will  be  injurious,  or 
which  he  intends  and  designs  should  be 
injurious  to  the  Protestant  Establishment 
or  the  Protestant  Government.  Therefore, 
.in  opposition  to  my  noble  Friend,  that  this 
oath  is  no  real  security  to  the  Establisiied 
Church,  I  hold  that  it  is  to  a  certain 
extent  a  security  to  that  Church.  It  is  a 
recognition  by  Parliament  of  the  inviolabi- 
lity of  that  Church  as  a  portion  of  the 
Constitution  ;  it  is  binding  upon  honour- 
able minds,  and  other  minds  we  cannot  ex- 
pect to  bind  by  any  oath.  It  is  not  ambi- 
guous if  men  will  look  at  it  clearly  in  the 
light  of  those  who  framed  it  and  imposed 
it.  I  believe  it  has  acted  as  a  protection 
to  the  Established  Church,  and  I  believe 
still  further  that  its  removal  would  be  a 
serious  injury  and  a  heavy  blow  to  that 
Church,  and  that  it  would  indicate  a  dis- 
position on  the  part  of  Parliament,  which, 
however  it  may  be  professed,  even  in  high 
quarters,  I  trust  will  not  receive  the  sanc- 
tion of  your  Lordships  or  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament. 

My  Lords,  in  the  course  of  the  debate 
elsewhere  an  hoa.  Gentleman  used  an  ex- 
pression which  was  certainly  more  forcible 
than  elegant.  He  said  that  "  the  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  unimieBle  the  senators." 
Unmuzzle  them  for  what  purpose?  In 
dealing  with  the  former  part  of  the  oath 
they  say  that  it  is  not  only  unnecessary, 
but  injurious,  because  it  calls  upon  them  to 
repudiate,  in  words,  doctrines  which  they 
never  desire  to  sustain  ;  but  when  you  come 
to  the  latter  part  of  the  oath  which  deals 
only  with  a  malum  prohtbiiumf  and  not  a 
miiXmn  in  te,  the  only  bar  to  which  is  a 
legislative  prohibition,  but  yet  one  which 
we  Protestants  and  which  the  people  of 
this  country  maintain  to  be  an  important 


principle,  and  one  which  ought  to  be  steadily 
adhered  to  and  guarded  by  every  safeguard 
which  the  law  can  throw  around  it — when 
you  come  to  that,  what  is  the  argument  f 
Not  that  "  we  have  not  the  least  intention 
of  doing  that  which  you  propose  to  pro- 
hibit." No,  it  is  **  because  we  desire  to 
do  the  very  thing  which  you  wish  to  pro- 
hibit— unmuzzle  us."  *'  Unmuzzle  us,'* 
says  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  lately 
been  returned  for  an  Irish  county  by  the 
influence  of  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood 
— "  unmuzzle  us  ;"  and  why  !  Because 
we  are  harmless?  No.  "Because  we 
want  to  bite  ?"  If  a  man  comes  to  me 
with  a  dog  with  a  muzzle  on  and  says, 
'*  Take  the  muzzle  off  this  poor  creature  ; 
he  will  do  us  no  harm,  he  is  quite  harmless, 
and,  besides,  the  muzzle  is  half-rotten  and 
affords  no  great  protection,"  I  understand 
him  ;  but  if  he  says,  **  This  is  a  most 
vicious  animal,  and  nothing  prevents  his 
pulling  you  and  me  to  pieces  except  the 
muzzle  which  is  put  round  his  nose,  and 
therefore  I  want  you  to  take  it  off,**  I  am 
inclined  to  say,  '*  I  am  very  much  obliged 
to  you,  but  I  had  rather  keep  the  muzzle 
on."  The  very  argument  which  is  made 
use  of  to  induce  us  to  take  the  muzzle  off 
is  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  ingenious 
contention  of  my  noble  Friend  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  restraint  is  perfectly  in- 
efficacious; that  it  is  only  a  vexatious 
impediment,  and  not  one  which  affords  any 
real  protection. 

I  feel  deep  regret  at  having  detained 
your  Lordships  so  long,  but  I  wish  to  place 
distinctly  before  you  and  the  country  the 
position  in  which  I  stand,  and  in  which  I 
desire  to  stand.  For  forty-three  years  I 
have  been  anxious  to  extend  the  fullest 
amount  of  civil  and  religious  liberty  to  all 
my  fellow-countrymen.  I  have  invariably 
supported  every  claim  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  which  I  did  not  conceive  to  be 
injurious  to  or  destructive  of  that  Church 
of  which  I  am  an  attached  member.  '  I 
believe  that  the  removal  of  restrictions 
which  do  not  really  impose  any  burden  or 
any  hardship  upon  the  Roman  Catholics, 
who  have  obtained  their  present  position 
in  virtue  of  taking  that  oath,  will  be  worse 
than  useless,  and  will  open  the  door  to 
serious  attacks  upon  the  Protestant  Church 
of  Ireland.  Is  this  the  proper  moment  to 
select  for  taking  off  any  of  those  restric- 
tions which  form  the  safeguards,  however 
slight,  for  the  security  of  the  Protestant 
religion  ?  Can  we  say  that  there  is  no 
desire  at  the  present  time  on  the  part  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  Roman  Catholics  to 
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Bubfert  and  dnstroy  the  Becarities  for  the 
Established  Church  in  that  country  ?  Can 
we  say  so  in  the  face  of  the  statements  put 
forth  in  reference  to  the  approaching  elec- 
tion— that  MemberB  will  be  returned  for 
the  especial  object  of  sabferting  that 
Church  ?  Ib  this  the  moment  to  relax 
our  vigilance  when,  from  persons  as  high 
in  authority  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown, 
the  Church  of  Ireland  is  held  forth  as  an 
object  not  for  immediate  assault,  but  for 
assault  at  no  distant  date  ;  and,  with  that 
knowledge  and  conviction,  are  you  pre- 
pared not  now  to  come  to  a  vote  that  that 
Church  be  destroyed  and  overwhelmed,  for 
that  would  be  the  honest  course,  but  to 
take  with  your  ejes  open,  and  with  these 
declarations  made  to  you,  measures  rela- 
tive to  Roman  Cntholics  which  will  pave 
tlie  way  for  the  contemplated  attack,  and 
leave  the  walls  of  the  fortress  absolutely 
undefended  and  open  to  the  first  assault 
made  against  it  ?  If  this  measure  was  to 
have  been  brought  forward  at  all,  it  should 
have  been  brought  forward  after  serious  in- 
yestigationof  the  arguments  by  which  the  re- 
strictions were  supported  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill ; 
it  should  have  been  brought  forward  with  the 
full  strength  and  authority  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  should  not  have  sheltered  them- 
BelveSy  as*  they  have  done  on  the  present 
occasion,  under  the  wing  of  a  highly  re- 
spectable, but  still  private  but  unimportant 
individual.  The  Ministers  should  have 
oome  forward  in  support  of  the  measure 
with  the  authority  of  the  Crown  and  of 
the  Government,  and  there  should  have 
been  a  clear  statement  of  their  intentions 
and  objects.  They  ought  not  to  have  al- 
lowed this  question  to  have  been  thrown 
upon  the  House  in  the  loose  way  it  has 
been,  hastily  and  inconsiderately,  when  the 
public  mind  Ib  about  to  be  excited  by  a 
general  election.  If  1  could  have  relieved 
the  Roman  Catholics  from  that  which  they 
feel  degrading  and  harsh,  I  should  have 
only  been  too  glad  to  have  joined  in  sweep- 
ing away  that  which  is  considered  super- 
fluous and  offensive,  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  have  permitted  me  to 
do  so  ;  but  they  say,  "  No,  you  shall  not 
strike  out  this  part  of  the  oath,  unless  you 
consent  to  strike  out  that  part  of  the  oath 
which  was  intended  to  be  a  safeguard  to 
the  Established  Church,"  and  the  removal 
of  which  would  agitate  the  Protestant  mind 
of  the  country,  and  would  encourage  the 
Roman  Catholics  to  commit  assaults  upon 
the  Church  which  appears  to  be  about  to 
be  abandoned.  If  upon  these  conditiouB 
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alone  I  could  confer  the  boon  I  should 
desire  upon  the  Roman  Catholics,  I  should 
have  no  alternative  but  to  stand  by  that 
Church  which  I  have  supported  from  the 
earliest  period  I  could  think,  and  which  I 
am  not  likely  to  abandon  for  any  fanciful 
advantages  at  the  time  when  I  am  ap- 
proaching the  confines  of  the  grave. 

Amendment  mimed,  to  leave  out  (<<  now  * ') 
and  insert  ("  this  Day  Three  Months.")— 
(The  Earl  of  Derby.) 

Earl  RUSSELL  :  My  Lords,  I  think 
it  was  quite  unnecessary  for  the  noble 
Earl  who  has  just  sat  down  (the  Earl  of 
Derby)  to  tell  us,  as  he  did,  that  he  op- 
posed the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  with 
no  prejudice  against  the  Roman  Catholic 
body,  and  that  it  was  not  with  any  enmity 
towards  religious  freedom  that  he  approach- 
ed this  grave  question.  I  agree  with  the 
noble  Earl  that  it  is  no  light  matter  to  re- 
open the  Roman  Catholic  question  by  pro- 
posing an  alteration  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
oath  after  its  settlement  thirty-six  years 
ago  under  oircumatances  which  ahould 
make  your  Lordships  reflect  seriously  be- 
fore you  alter  the  oath  then  imposed,  fiut, 
how  does  the  question  now  come  before 
your  Lordships  ?  A  most  influential  sec- 
tion of  the  Roman  Catholic  body  declares 
that  the  retention  of  certain  parts  of  the 
oath  is  a  grievance  to  Roman  Catholiea. 
The  noble  Earl  said,  that  but  few  Roman 
Catholics  complained  of  the  burden  imposed 
upon  them  by  the  oath  ;  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, I  believe  that  the  great  body  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  object  to  it,  as  those  who 
are  not  compelled  to  take  it  themselves 
sympathise  with  those  who  are  compelled 
to  take  it,  and  they  regard  it  as  the  great 
mark  of  inferiority  which  attaches  to  their 
religion  in  this  country.  There  are  several 
objections  to  the  words  of  the  oath.  I 
will  now  allude  to  those  portions  to  the 
alteration  of  which  the  noble  Earl  has  so 
readily  assented.  One  part  of  the  oath, 
the  omission  of  which  he  does  not  o)>jeci 
to,  is  this — 

*'  I  do  renounoe,  reject,  and  utterly  abjure  the 
opinion  that  prinoes  exoommanioated  or  delved 
by  the  Pope,  or  any  authority  of  the  See  of  Rome, 
may  be  deposed  or  murdered  by  their  subjects,  or 
by  any  person  whatsoever." — [2  i7anMrd,xx.700.] 

Now,  the  noble  Earl  is  not  desirous  of  im- 
posing that  part  of  the  oath  upon  the  Roman 
Catholics,  because  he  does  not  regard  the 
principles  abjured  as  forming  a  portion  of 
their  belief.  Another  part  of  the  oath 
which  is  a  matter  of  offence,  and  which 
the  noble  Earl  would  also  not  object  (o 
see  omitted,  is  that  part  which  refers  to 
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the  ''mental  reservation."  But  when  the 
noble  Earl  says  he  communicated  to  the 
Gofemment  his  readiness  to  part  with 
these  words  of  the  oath,  it  appears  to  me 
that  he  takes  away  one  of  the  great 
objections  to  the  Bill;  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  chief  objection  to  making  any 
alteration  in  the  oath  must  be  that  the 
matter  has  been  settled  years  ago  by  the 
wisdom  of  Parliament  with  the  consent  of 
all  parties — and  that  settlement  ought  not 
to  be  disturbed.  But  surely,  if  once  you 
consent  to  make  any  alteration  in  the  oath, 
yon  should  remove  all  parts  of  it  which 
are  regarded  by  Roman  Catholics  as  pecu- 
liarly offensive  in  these  times,  and  which 
really  form  in  their  minds  a  substantial 
grievance.  My  objections  to  the  parts  of 
the  oath  which  the  noble  Earl  wishes  to 
retain  are  that  they  are  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Relief  Act,  and  that  they  are 
in  direct  contradiction  to  the  spirit  of  the 
present  age  ;  and,  finally,  that  they  form 
no  security  whatever  for  the  Protestant 
Church.  It  was  urged  by  the  noble  Earl 
that  we  ought  not  to  make  this  concession, 
because  the  oath  formed  part  of  the  con- 
ditions of  the  compact  under  which  the 
Roman  Catholics  were  permitted  to  enter 
Parliament ;  but  I  deny  altogether  that 
any  such  compact  exists.  During  the  long 
contest  which  preceded  the  Relief  Act  of 
1829,  Grattan,  Plunket,  and  others,  with 
the  view  of  obtaining  the  consent  of  Par- 
liament and  removing  the  jealousies  of 
Protestants,  offered  various  securities — the 
noble  Earl  has  referred  to  the  securities 
offered  in  1757  and  1793~but  they  did 
not  obtain  the  assent  of  Parliament.  At 
the  end  of  the  long  Parliamentary  contest, 
when  it  came  to  be  a  question  between  Earl 
Grey  on  the  one  part  and  Mr.  Canning  on 
the  other,  Earl  Grey,  that  most  illustriouB 
defender  of  the  Roman  Catholics  in  this 
country,  said  to  Mr.  Canning — 

**  Tou  ask  me  for  security ;   show  me  your 
danger,  and  I  will  show  you  my  security/' 
Mr.  Canning  said — 

**  I  am  reproached  and  taunted  with  not  goins^ 
on  demanding  security,  as  in  former  years ;  but  1 
don't  think  there  is  any  necessity  for  exacting  any 
such  security,  and  all  former  proposals  for  seou- 
rity  have  been  rejected.  The  principle  to  be  acted 
upon  is  that  there  should  be  mutual  concession." 
This  was  the  spirit  in  which  both  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  and  Sir  Robert  Peel 
regarded  the  question  when  they  proposed 
the  great  measure  of  Catholic  emancipa- 
tion in  1829.  Sir  Robert  Peel,  in  the 
latter  part  of  his  speech,  said — 

**  There  appears  to  me  numerous  and  cogent  ob- 
jections to  this  proposal.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
duigeroos  to  establish  the  precedent  of  limiting 


by  law  the  discretion  by  which  the  duties  and 
functions  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  are  to  be 
exercised.  In  the  second,  it  is  difficult  to  define 
beforehand  what  are  the  questions  which  affect 
the  interests  of  the  Church  ;  thirdly,  by  excluding 
the  Roman  Catholic  from  giring  his  individual 
vote,  you  do  little  tojdiminish  his  real  influence 
if  you  leave  him  the  power  of  speaking,  of  bias- 
ing the  judgment  of  others  on  the  question  on 
wUch  he  is  not  himself  to  vote ;  and  if  by  a  jea- 
lous and  distrusting,  but  ineffectual,  precaution 
you  tempt  him  to  exercise  to  your  prejudice  the 
remaining  power  of  which  you  cannot,  or  do  not, 
propose  to  deprive  him."— [2  Bansard,  xx.  168.] 

That  is  what  you  do  at  this  moment  by 
depriving  the  Roman  Catholic  of  an  equal 
position  with  the  Protestant.  The  noble 
Earl  states  that  if  you  take  away  this  se- 
curity from  the  oath  you  enable  the  Roman 
Catholic  to  say  that  he  is  free,  if  he  thinks 
proper,  to  endeavour  to  subvert  the  Church 
Establishment,  and  you  then  let  in  a  flood 
of  danger  upon  that  Church.  But  the 
noble  Earl  forgets — and  it  is  the  gist  and 
point  of  this  whole  complaint — that  that 
right  which  you  tell  the  Roman  Catholic 
he  is  not  to  exercise,  and  that  right  of 
which  he  is  to  be  deprived,  you  freely 
allow  to  the  Protestant.  Protestants  may 
belong  to  Liberation  Societies;  they  may 
say  they  think  that  an  Established  Church 
is  altogether  wrong  ;  that  it  is  an  injury 
to  religion  to  have  any  State  endowments. 
And,  therefore,  you  give  to  the  Protestant 
that  very  power  which  you  attempt  by  this 
oath  to  withhold  from  the  Roman  Catholic. 
What  is  the  consequence  of  that?  Why, 
the  very  consequence  which  Sir  Robert 
Peel  points  out.  Roman  Catholics  in  Ire- 
land, moved  by  several  reasons,  and,  per- 
haps, by  the  notion  that  this  oath  might 
prevent  Members  of  their  own  faith  from 
voting  to  take  away  the  revenues  of  the 
Established  Church,  have  elected  Protes- 
tants who  can  use  this  very  power,  and 
who  come  forward  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  declare  that  their  object  is  to 
subvert  the  Church  Establishment,  and 
deprive  it  of  its  revenues.  There  is,  then, 
this  inconsistency,  that  you  allow  to  Pro- 
testants that  which  you  say  must  not  be 
allowed  to  Roman  Catholics.  Then  Sir 
Robert  Peel  says — 

"  I  believe  there  is  more  of  real  security  in 
confidence  than  in  avowed  mistrust  and  suspicion 
unacompanied  by  effectual  guards.  For  thesa 
reasons  1  am  unwilling  to  deprive  the  Roman 
Catholic  Members  of  either  House  of  Parliament 
of  any  privilege  of  firee  discussion  and  free  exer- 
cise of  judgment  which  belongs  to  other  Members 
of  the  Legislature." 

Yet,  by  the  words  of  this  oath,  according 
to  what  may  be  its  right  interpretation, 
you  do  deprive  the  Roman  Catholic  of  the 
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power  of  ezeroisiDg  hit  jadgmeDi  ou  anj 
qnettion  relating  to  the  reveoaee  of  the 
Estahlished  Church.  I  now  come  to  that 
part  of  the  oath  which  relates  to  the  settle- 
ment of  property.  Here  are  the  words  of 
the  oath — 

"  I  do  swear  that  I  will  defend  to  the  utmost 
of  my  power  the  settlement  of  property  within 
this  realm  as  established  by  the  laws." — [2  Han- 
sard,  xz.  760.] 

Now,  although  in  the  year  1757,  when 
this  question  was  discussed,  there  were, 
no  doubt,  many  who  thought  that  the  an- 
cient settlement  of  property  might  be  dis- 
turbed, I  doubt  whether  there  be  any  per« 
son  —  any  Roman  Catholic — who  would 
think  that  there  is  any  likelihood,  any 
hope  or  chance,  of  its  being  disturbed  now. 
The  Roman  Catholic  rests,  as  the  Protest 
tant  does,  upon  the  general  security  of  the 
law,  and  you  need  exact  no  oath  from  him 
in  order  to  make  the  settlement  of  property 
safe.     The  oath  then  goes  on  to  say — 

"  And  I  do  hereby  disclaim,  disavow,  and 
solemnly  abjare  any  intention  to  subvert  the  pre- 
sent Church  Establishment  as  settled  by  law 
within  this  realm  ;  and  I  do  solemnly  swear  that 
I  never  will  exercise  any  privilege  to  which  I  am 
or  may  become  entitled  to  disturb  or  weaken  the 
Protestant  religion  or  Protestant  Government  in 
this  kingdom."— [/W(i.] 

Well,  you  say  that  the  Protestant  is 
not  debarred  from  doing  this,  but  that 
the  Roman  Catholic  is ;  and  by  saying 
that  you  at  once  admit  that  there  is  no 
equality  between  the  Protestant  and  the 
Catholic.  I  frankly  own  that  in  holding 
this  language  you  offer  an  affront  to  the 
Roman  Catholic,  and  likewise  do  that 
which  is  contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  spirit  of  the  present  time, 
I  venture  to  say,  is  that  all  Members  of 
Parliament  should  have  that  equality  to 
which  Sir  Robert  Peel  refers  ;  every  man 
who  enters  Parliament  should  have  the 
power  of  voting  according  to  his  own  con- 
Boience  for  those  measures  which  he  be- 
lieves to  be  for  the  welfare  of  the  kingdom. 
The  noble  Earl  said  he  thought  this  was  a 
question  affecting  the  welfare  of  the  king- 
dom. I  agree  with  him  in  that,  and  I 
bold  that  it  is  for  the  welfare  of  the  king- 
dom that  every  man  who  enters  Parliament 
and  declares,  as  we  all  do,  his  allegiance 
to  the  Crown  should  have  full  liberty  to 
express  his  opinion,  whether  with  regard 
to  the  Church  Establishment  or  with  re- 
gard to  any  part  of  the  laws  of  his  country. 
And  if  you  attempt  by  any  oath  to  restrain 
any  man  from  exercising  that  liberty,  you 
debar  him  from  that  equal  and  just  freedom 
which  every  Member  of  either  House  of 
EarlRu999U 


Parliament  ought  to  have.  I  say,  then, 
that  this  oath  is  contrary  to  the  intention 
and  views  with  which  the  Roman  Catholie 
Emancipation  Act  was  passed,  and  con- 
trary also  to  the  spirit  of  the  present 
times.  It  may  have  been  that  in  the  year 
1757  or  1797  tliere  was  a  different  spirit 
prevalent  in  respect  to  these  things*  but  I 
hold  that  we  are  living  in  an  age  of  progreaa 
in  all  these  matters.  My  opinion  is.  that 
the  more  regardful  men  become  of  each 
other's  opinions,  the  larger  and  more  li- 
beral will  be  their  view  of  a  question  like 
the  present.  And  what  I  find  fault  with 
the  noble  Earl  for  is,  that  while  he  sub- 
mits to  Roman  Catholic  emancipation, 
while  he  is  ready  to  agree  to  all  that  waa 
enacted  in  1829,  he  can  make  no  conoea- 
sion  to  the  progress  of  religious  liberty, 
and  refuses  that  which  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic fairly  and  justly  asks  at  your  handa. 
Then  we  come  to  the  question  of  the  am* 
biquity  of  the  oath.  The  noble  Earl  saja 
there  is  no  ambiguity  in  it,  or  that  any 
oath  may  be  in  a  certain  degree  ambiguous. 
Now,  1  confess  that  it  appears  to  me  that, 
with  regard  to  the  oath  of  allegiance,  there 
is  no  ambiguity  about  it;  but  with  regard 
to  this  oath  there  is  ambiguity.  It  liaa 
been  disputed  up  to  the  present  time  among 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  what  sense  this 
oath  ought  to  be  understood.  There  are 
many  who  think  it  precludes  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic who  has  taken  it,  as  a  Member  of 
this  or  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
from  giving  any  vote  which  may  tend  to 
injure  the  revenues  of  the  United  Church 
of  England  and  Ireland.  There  are  many 
who  act  upon  that  principle.  There  are 
others  who  hold  totally  different  opinions. 
One  very  learned  person  has»  I  believe, 
been  quoted  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment as  having  given  the  true  interpreta- 
tion of  this  oath.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Justice 
Shoe,  then  Mr.  Serjeant  Shoe.  But  what 
was  said  by  another  very  learned  and  ex- 
cellent man,  Mr.  Napier,  with  respeet  to 
Mr.  Serjeant  Shoe's  interpretation  of  the 
Catholic  oath  ?  Speaking  in  June  1859, 
Mr.  Napier  observed — 

*'  The  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman,  when  not 
a  Memher  of  that  House,    published   a  book 
irreconcilable  with  the  plain  construction  of  the 
oath." 
Again,  Mr.  Napier  said — 

"The  proposition  of  Serjeant  Shee  in  his 
speech  was  contrary  to  the  oath  to  which  he 
had  himself  alluded." 

Yet  Mr.  Whiteside,  speaking  on  May  17 9 
this  very  Session,  quoted  Mr.  Serjeant 
Shoe's  interpretation  of  the  oath,  and  re- 
marked-i* 
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**  That  ii  an  exposition  of  the  oath  hj  one  who 
is  a  Roman  Oatholio,  and  an  ornament  to  the 
Benoh,  and  I  believe  his  interpretation  is  a  cor- 
rect one." 

At  the  same  time  there  are  many  con- 
Boientions  Roman  Catbolios  who  say  that, 
although  this  oath  might  be  bindiDg  on 
them  in  case  they  held  any  civil  appoint- 
ment  or  office,  yet  in  their  capacity  as  le- 
gislators it  is  no  more  binding  on  them 
than  the  Coronation  Oath  was  held  to  be 
on  George  IV.,  and  that  they  are  perfectly 
at  liberty  to  give  a  vote  for  the  entire  sub- 
yersion  of  the  Church  Establishment,  so 
far  as  its  revenues  are  concerned.  I  re- 
member hearing  the  noble  Earl  himself  on 
one  occasion  read  out  this  oath  in  the  pre- 
sence of  the  Roman  Catholic  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  then  leave  it 
to  them  to  reconcile  its  obligations  with  the 
Yotes  which  many  of  them  were  about  to 
give  on  a  question  affecting  the  revenues 
of  the  Established  Church.  And,  my  Lords, 
I  must  say  I  think  that  was  a  very  painful 
state  of  things.  You  have  these  Catholic 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  you 
have  men  as  conscientious  as  any  other 
part  of  the  assembly  to  which  they  belong, 
and  yet  you  say  that  Protestants  are  at 
perfect  liberty  to  vote  in  support  of  the 
Established  Church,  or  to  vote  for  its  totnl 
subversion,  but  that  the  Roman  Catholic 
Members  are  guilty  of  perjury  if  they  give 
a  vote  which  may  touch  the  revenues  of 
that  Church.  I  say  that  that  is  not  a 
position  of  equality.  It  is  not  a  position 
to  which  you  ought  to  subject  the  Roman 
Catholics  unless  it  be  necessary  for  your 
security.  But  how  is  it  necessary  ?  Sup- 
posing the  Roman  Catholics  were  no  more 
Dound  in  this  matter  than  the  Protestants, 
what  would  be  the  consequence  ?  There 
are  many  Roman  Catholics  who  think  that 
the  Protestant  Church  is  a  security  for 
good  order,  for  property,  for  the  general 
observance  of  piety;  and  these  men  would 
most  willingly  and  far  more  cheerfully  give 
a  vote  against  any  attempt  to  subvert  it  if 
an  oath  of  this  kind  were  no  longer  main- 
tained. There  would  be  others  who  would 
give  a  vote  against  the  present  revenues 
of  the  Church  iu  Ireland.  But  does  any 
one  believe  that  the  oath  is  a  security 
for  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  ? 
As  long  as  the  Members  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  believe  that  the  Established 
Church  is  connected  with  religion  in  Ire- 
land, with  the  Union  between  Ireland  and 
this  country,  and  with  the  general  welfare 
of  Ireland  and  the  United  Kingdom,  so 
long  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  irill 


be  supported ;  but  if  these  securities  fail 
— if  men  should  cease  to  have  an  attach- 
ment to  the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland 
— should  see  that  the  maintenance  of  that 
Church  was  unnecessary  for  upholding  the 
Union  —  should  think  that  the  good  of 
Ireland  and  of  the  kingdom  at  large  made  it 
necessary  that  the  revenues  of  that  Church 
should  be  out  down — I  do  not  think  the 
flimsy  protection  of  these  two  or  three  sen- 
tences m  the  oath  would  be  any  security. 
Why,  then,  not  rely  on  that  which  would 
be  a  real  security — namely,  giving  to  Pro- 
testants and  Catholics  the  same  jnst 
liberty  ?  Why  not  rely  on  the  discretion 
and  wisdom  of  Parliament  for  what  is 
useful  to  that  country,  beneficial  to  religion, 
and  essential  to  the  maintenance  of  pro- 
perty, and  not  depend  for  security  on  those 
words  which  are  put  in  to  entrap  Roman 
Catholics,  and  which,  at  least,  only  raise 
doubts  as  to  their  ability  to  give  votes 
affecting  the  revenues  of  the  Protestant 
Church  in  Ireland  ?  The  noble  Earl  said 
he  was  willing  to  give  up  those  parts  of 
the  oath  which  pledge  Roman  Catholics 
against  mental  equivocation  in  the  taking 
of  the  oath,  and  against  the  doctrine  that 
it  is  lawful  to  murder  an  excommunicated 
Sovereign.  I  own  I  think  there  would 
be  no  advantage  in  taking  away  those 
parts  of  the  oath  ;  for  by  so  doing  you 
would  disturb  the  settlement  made  in  1829; 
but  you  would  not  at  the  same  time  give 
satisfaction  to  the  Roman  Catholics,  neither 
would  you  complete  that  which  is  neces- 
sary for  religious  liberty  in  this  country. 
With  regard  to  the  objects  of  the  Roman 
Catholics,  if  they  wish  to  set  up  a  Roman 
Catholio  establishment  in  place  of  the 
Protestant,  or  if  they  should  endeavour  to 
injure  the  Protestant  establishment  with 
the  view  of  advancing  the  Roman  Catholio 
religion,  I  think  you  may  rely  on  the  Pro- 
testant feeling  of  this  country  to  defeat 
any  such  attempt.  Looking,  then,  at  this 
measure  as  a  step  in  the  progress  of  reli- 
gious liberty,  as  a  necessary  step  tending 
to  give  a  portion  of  our  fellow-subjects  the 
full  freedom  which  they  ought  to  enjoy,  I 
shall  vote  most  heartily  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBT  said,  he 
was  so  pained  at  having  to  take  any  step 
which  might  seem  hostile  to  his  Roman 
Catholic'  fellow-subjects,  and  at  variance 
with  every  antecedent  of  his  former  life, 
that  he  trusted  the  House  would  excuse 
him  for  a  few  minutes  while  he  expressed 
his  reasons  for  voting  against  this  Bill.  He 
could  not  consider  Uiis  measure  simply  as 
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a  conoeBsion  to  civil  and  religious  liberty  ; 
for  he  did  believe  that  those  words  now  pro- 
posed to  be  omitted  had  been  put  into  the 
oath  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  accepted  by 
the  country,  reluctant  to  see  the  Emanci- 
pation Act  passed,  as  a  specific  security  for 
the  Irish  Church.  Whether  it  was  neces- 
sary to  introduce  them  at  first  was  another 
question ;  but  he  believed  Parliament  could 
not  now  remove  them  without  indirectly 
and  by  a  side  wind  giving  a  very  consider- 
able impulse  to  the  attempts  to  destroy  the 
Irish  Church.  And  for  what  purpose  ? 
Because  the  words  did  not  give  a  perfect 
security,  did  they  afi'ord  no  security  at  all  ? 
Why  do  we  not  dismiss  our  police  because 
they  do  not  entirely  prevent  robberies  and 
outrages  ?  No  single  security  was  perfect ; 
but  a  multiplication  of  them  might  aftord  a 
perfect  security.  The  oath  of  allegiance  did 
not  protect  the  Sovereign  from  conspiracy  ; 
but  would  any  one  tell  him  that  putting 
the  oath  of  allegiance  on  the  statute-book 
and  into  the  mouth  of  every  subject  did 
not  contribute  very  materially  to  the  secu- 
rity of  Her  Majesty  ?  Therefore,  he 
thought  it  impossible  to  have  this  oath 
existing  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  without 
at  the  same  time  having  a  declaration  on 
the  statute-book  that,  at  present,  at  all 
events,  Parliament  was  not  prepared  to 
deal  with  the  Church  Establishment  in 
Ireland.  He  agreed  with  what  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  had  said  as  to  the 
expressions  in  the  oath  which  were  really 
offensive  to  Roman  Catholics  ;  and,  there- 
fore, though  unwilling  to  disturb  the  settle- 
ment of  1829,  he  would  go  as  far  as  to 
remove  them,  on  the  ground  that  they 
constituted  a  grievance.  Bnt  was  there  a 
grievance  in  the  declaration  that  they 
would  not  destroy  the  Protestant  Church  ? 
This  was  the  very  thing  which  Sir  Robert 
Peel  wanted  to  prevent  them  from  doing. 
In  the  offensive  passages  doctrines  were 
imputed  to  them  which  they  repudiated  ; 
but  in  the  declaration  relating  to  the  Esta- 
blished Church  no  opinion  was  imputed 
to  them  which  they  did  not  hold.  They 
did  not  recoil  from  the  charge  that  it  was 
their  wish  to  destroy  the  Protestant  Church 
in  Ireland.  Not  at  all.  At  their  public 
meetings  and  in  their  organs  they  said,  *'  We 
shall  destroy  the  Established  Church." 
The  question,  therefore,  was,  would  their 
Lordships  say,  «*  You  may,"  when  the 
Roman  Catholics  said,  «  We  shall?**  If 
the  Protestant  Church  in  Ireland  was  to 
be  destroyed,  let  it  be  by  the  votes  of 
Protestants  and  not  by  those  of  Roman 
Catholics.  Parliament  ought  to  be  very 
2%0  Earl  of  Hmrowly 


slow  in  touching  settlements.  No  doubt* 
no  Act  of  Parliament  could  bind  for  all 
time.  The  Act  of  Union  with  Scotland 
could  not  so  bind  ;  but  Scotland  would 
have  felt  very  much  aggrieved  if,  withia 
thirty-five  years  after  the  passing  of  tb# 
Act  of  Union,  Parliament  bad  done  any- 
thing to  touch  the  conditions  on  which  the 
Scotch  people  had  assented  to  that  Act.  If 
a  grievance  could  be  shown,  he  would  coa- 
sent  to  touch  the  settlement ;  but  there 
was  no  grievance. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  It  is  a  fetter.  The 
Roman  Catholics  are  told  they  commit 
perjury  if  they  take  a  |)articular  course  of 
action  in  Parliament. 

Thb  Earl  op  HARROWBY:  No  doubt 
it  is  a  fetter — it  was  intended  as  a  fetter ; 
and  if,  because  the  fetter  galled  now  Par- 
liament consented  to  remove  it,  its  doing 
so  would  be  tantamount  to  a  declaration 
that  every  security  given  at  the  passing  of 
the  Bill  might  be  thrown  to  the  winds  as 
soon  as  the  object  of  the  moment  had  been 
achieved.  Let  the  Protestant  members  of 
the  Legislature  discuss  the  position  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  without  the  aid  of 
Roman  Catholics,  and  if  they  should  arrive 
at  the  conclusion  that  it  ought  to  be  abo- 
lished, then  let  them  remove  this  oath  ; 
but  let  them  not  prejudge  the  question  by 
first  removing  what  was  intended  to  be  a 
protection  to  the  Protestant  Church.  With 
tl>ese  views  he  was  sorry  he  must  object  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  being  of 
opinion  that  it  was  a  step  in  a  direction 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  go,  and  not 
finding  any  statement  of  grievance  aufifi- 
cient  to  induce  him  to  incur  any  risk. 

Earl  GREY:  My  Lords,  I  have  heard 
the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down  with  great  regret,  because 
I  could  not  have  believed  he  would  vote 
against  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill; 
and  the  grounds  on  which  he  has  based 
his  opposition  to  the  measure  have,  if  pos- 
sible, increased  that  regret.  My -noble 
Friend  resists  this  Bill  on  the  ground  that 
its  principles  and  tendency  are  to  remore 
what  he  thinks  is  a  security  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land. Now,  my  Lords,  I  am  prepared  to 
argue  that  the  continuance  of  the  oath 
now  imposed  on  Roman  Catholics  when 
they  take  their  seats  in  either  House  of 
Parliament,  far  from  being  useful  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  Established  Church  in 
that  country,  is  injurious  to  the  cause.  In 
the  first  place,  allow  me  to  remark  that  st 
most  the  only  effect  which  the  oath  can  have 
is   to  prevent  Roman  Catholic   Members 
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of  either  House  from  voting  on  measures 
afifecting  the  Established  Church,  But 
it  may  be  doubted  whether  the  oath  was 
originallj  intended  to  hafe  this  effeoti  and 
experience  proves  that  it  has  not  been  so 
understood.  Onlj  a  few  jears  after  this 
oath  was  imposed  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Derby)  brought  in  a  Bill  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  sweeping  away 
altogether  the  right  of  festry  cess  in  Ire- 
land, and  making  considerable  reductions 
in  the  property  of  the  Established  Church. 
No  doubt  the  noble  Earl's  motive  was 
thereby  to  give  greater  security  to  the 
Establishment  in  Ireland  ;  but,  for  this 
purpose,  it  made  a  considerable  sacrifice  of 
the  property  to  which  the  Church  was  then 
entitled.  Vet  it  never  entered  into  the 
noble  EarFs  head  that  Catholic  Members 
were  debarred  by  their  oath  from  voting 
for  that  Bill.  A  few  years  after  that  a 
clause  was  proposed  in  the  Irish  Tithe 
Bill,  which  was  known  as  the  Appro- 
priation Clause  ;  and,  upon  the  same  prin- 
ciple that  the  Roman  Catholic  Members 
had  been  considered  entitled  to  support 
the  noble  Earl's  Bill,  they  were  regarded 
as  having  a  right  to  support  that  clause 
also.  Although  there  might  be  some  few 
exceptions,  as  a  body  they  certainly  con- 
sidered themselves  entitled  to  do  so.  Look- 
ing at  the  principle  on  which  both  these 
Bills  were  founded,  I  do  not  see  how  the 
noble  Earl  can  suppose  that  Catholic  Mem- 
bers who  voted  for  them  might  not,  in 
like  manner,  vote  for  any  measure  which 
may  hereafter  be  proposed  fur  carrying 
the  same  principle  farther,  and  altering 
the  existing  arrangement  of  Church  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  by  transferring  a  portion 
of  it  to  the  Roman  Catholics.  And  I  think 
the  oath  admits  of  a  construction  which  is 
plausible,  at  all  events,  and  which  would 
fully  justify  such  a  vote.  It  may  be  argued 
that  the  oath  as  it  stands  was  intended 
to  bind  those  who  take  their  seats  in  either 
House  of  Parliament  to  abstain  from  any 
attempt  to  subvert  the  Church  Estab- 
lishment while  it  is  established  by  law; 
not  to  fetter  the  discretion  of  Members 
of  the  Legislature  as  to  supporting  such 
measures  for  the  alteration  of  the  law  as 
may  be  brought  before  them.  In  favour 
of  this  construction  it  may  be  urged  that 
no  Legislature  has  a  rigbt  to  biud  suc- 
ceeding Legislatures — so  that  the  Parlia- 
ment of  1829  had  no  right  to  bind  the 
Parliament  of  lb65,  and  the  oath  it  im- 
posed ought  to  be  understood  in  a  sense 
consistent  with  this  principle.  Some  of 
your  Lordships  may,  perhaps,  remember 
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that  the  question  of  the  right  of  one  gene- 
ration to  bind  their  successors  by  oatha 
imposed  on  those  to  whom  the  supreme 
power  of  legislation  is  intrusted  was  argued 
in  this  House  by  one  whose  name  I  have  the 
honour  to  bear,  and  whom  I  very  unwor- 
thily succeed  in  this  question — when  he 
argued,  with  regard  to  the  Coronation 
oath,  with  great  success,  as  it  seemed  to 
me,  that  it  could  not  be  held  to  bind  the 
Crown  against  giving  its  assent  to  any  Act 
which  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  might 
think  necessary  for  the  welfare  of  the 
people.  So  it  appears  to  me  that  every 
Member  of  the  Legislature  is  under  a 
higher  and  prior  obligation  to  give  his  vote 
according  to  his  conscience  for  the  good  of 
the  country,  and  no  oath  imposed  by  the 
authority  of  a  previous  Parliament  can 
fetter  him  in  the  exercise  of  his  judgment 
and  discretion.  If  it  be  shown  thai  the 
oath  does  fetter  him  and  deprive  him  of 
that  discretion,  so  much  the  more  reason 
is  there  for  relieving  him,  because  it  is 
not  right  or  consistent  with  the  principles 
of  our  Constitution  that  we  should  endea- 
vour to  prevent  those  who  sit  in  either 
House  of  Parliament  from  freely  dis- 
charging their  duties  by  voting  according 
to  their  consciences.  For  these  reasons  I 
believe  that  the  oath  fairly  admits  of  a 
construction  that  would  allow  Roman 
Catholic  Members  to  vote  for  such  a  Bill 
as  it  is  anticipated  may  some  day  come 
before  them;  and  certainly  the  experience 
we  have  had  with  regard  to  former  mea- 
sures, should  lead  us  to  expect  that  it  will 
be  generally  so  understood.  Suppose,  how- 
ever, it  were  admitted  .that  the  oath  is  at 
stringent  as  can  be  wished,  and  that  it 
will  effectually  prevent  Roman  Catholic 
Members  from  voting  for  measures  in 
respect  of  the  Irish  Church  which  they 
in  their  judgment  believed  to  be  rights 
I  Wiiuld  ask  your  Lordships  what  yuu 
would  gain  by  maintaining  it  ?  It  is  clear 
that  no  Bill  tur  altering  the  existing  law 
with  respect  to  the  Church  Establishment 
in  Ireland  can  be  passed  until  there  shall 
be  such  a  change  of  opinion  on  this  subject 
in  England  and  Scotland  that  the  British 
Parliament  is  prepared  to  pass  a  Bill  for 
that  purpose.  But  if  the  opinion  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  should  undergo  such  a 
change,  this  oath  would  be  so  flimsy  an 
obstacle  to  the  passing  of  a  Bill  for  giving 
effect  to  the  wishes  of  the  nation  that  it 
would  be  at  once  swept  away.  If  public 
opinion  were  satisfied  that  such  an  altera- 
tion, with  respect  to  the  Church  EsUblish- 
ment  of  Ireland,  ought  to  take  place,  Par- 
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liament  wonld  have  no  diffiooltj  whatever 
in  sweeping  away  the  oath  as  a  preliininary 
measure.  This  security,  therefore,  which 
you  yalue  so  highly  is  utterly  imaginary, 
jt  protects  you  so  long  as  there  is  no 
danger;  hut  the  moment  danger  becomes 
serious,  and  there  is  a  prospect  of  Parlia- 
ment passing  a  Bill  of  this  nature,  your 
security  is  morally  certain  to  be  swept 
away.  But  that  is  not  all.  The  most 
probable  cause  of  such  a  change  of  opinion 
in  the  public  mind  I  believe  would  be  the 
aggravation  of  the  animosity  and  hostility 
of  the  Irish  people  to  the  Establish^ 
Church  to  such  a  degree  [that  the  people 
of  this  country  would  come  to  the  concla- 
aion  that  such  a  change  was  necessary  to 
meet  the  increased  difficulty  in  governing 
Ireland.  That,  I  believe,  would  be  the 
most  probable  cause  of  such  a  change. 
What  do  you  gain,  then,  by  retaining  your 
security  at  the  expense  of  increasing  a  slate 
of  feeling  which  must  infallibly  cause  the 
loss  of  that  security  ?  What  other  effect 
can  result  from  the  rejection  of  this  Bill  ? 
The  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  both 
Houses  feel,  and  justly  feel,  that  to  re* 
quire  this  oath  from  them  is  an  insult  and 
a  degradation  ;  and  you  tell  them  **  we  will 
compel  you  to  submit  to  that  degradation 
for  the  safety  and  security  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church.''  Could  you  contrive,  by 
the  utmost  stretch  of  ingenuity,  any  course 
of  action  more  calculated  to  inflame  and 
embitter  the  hostility  of  the  Irish  people 
to  the  Establishment  which  you  wish  to 
protect,  and  thus  to  increase  the  real 
danger  to  which  that  Establishment  is 
exposed  ?  I  object  to  the  Amendment,  be* 
cause  I  am  convinced  it  tends  to  embitter 
the  feelings  of  both  parties  in  Ireland,  and 
to  accelerate  the  struggle  which,  sooner  or 
later,  will  come  if  Parliament  is  determined 
to  maintain  the  existing  arrangements  with 
regard  to  Church  property  in  Ireland.  In 
arguing  this  question,  I  do  not  shrink  from 
declaring  that  I  adhere  to  the  opinion  I  have 
ever  expressed  during  nearly  forty  years  that 
I  have  taken  part  in  public  life,  and  which 
has  only  been  strengthened  by  experience 
and  reflection,  that  the  existing  arrange- 
ment with  reference  to  the  distribution  of 
Church  property  in  Ireland  is  so  essentially 
unjust,  and  so  contrary  to  natural  equity, 
that,  if  you  are  determined  to  maintain  it, 
sooner  or  later  a  struggle  for  its  removal 
must  come.  But  it  is  not  desirable  to  ac- 
celerate that  struggle  or  make  it  more  bit- 
ter, as  I  am  persuaded  you  will  do,  by 
rejecting  this  Bill.  Upon  an  occasion  like 
this  I  am  not  about  to  enter  into  so  large 
JSarlGroy 


and  so  diffieult  a  question  as  the  Irish 
Church  ;  but  I  must  remind  your  Lord- 
ships that  all  the  most  distinguished  advo- 
cates of  a  Church  Establishment,  as  a  na- 
tional institution,  have  one  and  all  rested 
their  defence  of  it  on  its  usefulness.  Only 
the  other  evening  the  Bishop  of  Oxford,  in 
advocating  an  extension  of  the  episcopate, 
in  an  eloquent  speech,  said  the  episcopal 
order  existed  for  the  benefit  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people.  That  principle  has 
also  been  forcibly  laid  down  by  every  writer 
on  the  subject.  But  in  Ireland  atone,  at 
all  countries  in  the  world,  you  have  a 
Church  professing  to  be  a  national  Church, 
which  is  of  no  use  to  the  great  majority 
of  the  people,  and  the  whole  endowment 
of  which  goes  to  support  a  clergy  whose 
instruction  is  only  accepted  by  a  small 
minority  of  the  people,  and  that  mainly 
the  richest,  while  the  largest  and  poorest 
part  of  the  population  is  left,  unassisted 
by  public  funds,  to  maintain  its  own  clergy. 
The  Irish  people  cannot  forget  that  three 
centuries  ago  the  property  which  now  con- 
stitutes the  endowment  of  the  Church 
Establishment  in  that  country  was  property 
belonging  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church; 
that  the  Irish  people  have  not  changed 
their  religion,  but  that  the  English  people 
have,  and  by  the  superior  power  of  this 
country,  and  by  means  of  an  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, in  which  the  people  of  Ireland  had 
no  real  representation,  the  property  so 
long  held  by  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
has  been  transferred  to  the  Protestant 
Church  ;  and  that  from  that  time  to 
this  we  have  seen  the  extraordinary  ano- 
maly of  the  property  of  that  Church 
devoted  to  the  support  of  the  clergy  of 
a  small  minority.  I  say  that  is  a  sUte 
of  things  which  must  shock  the  natural 
sense  of  justice  of  any  dispassionate  man, 
and  I  am  persuaded  that  it  is  the  sense  of 
wrong  which  that  state  of  thing?  has  pro- 
duced which  lies  at  the  root  of  all  the  diffi- 
culties we  have  experienced  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland,  and  why  we  have  never 
succeeded  in  raising  the  people  of  that 
country  from  the  unfortunate  position 
which  they  occupy.  I  am  persuaoed  that 
that  difficulty  will  never  cease  until  Par- 
liament is  prepared  to  undertake  the  set- 
tlement of  this  question.  In  saying  this, 
let  me  not  be  misunderstood  as  advocating 
the  subversion  of  the  Church  Establishment 
of  Ireland  and  the  application  of  its  whole 
property  to  other  purposes.  The  passions 
that  would  be  excited,  and  the  difficulty 
there  would  be  in  carrying  it,  would  render 
such  a  measure  most  inexpedient^  even  if  it 
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eould  be  aceomplished.  I  beliefe  that  any  I 
Tiolent  measure  of  this  sort  would  inflict  a 
grievous  blow  to  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  and 
would  be  most  injurious  to  both  Ohurches. 
But  if  this  question  be  regarded  in  a  spirit 
of  justice,  wisdom,  and,  abo?e  all,  of  Chris- 
tian charity,  I  believe  it  would  not  be  impos- 
sible to  discover  a  mode  of  settling  the  ques* 
tion  in  a  manner  that  would  be  just  to  all 
parties  and  advantageous  for  the  interests  of 
the  Protestant  religion.  I  cannot  forbear 
saying  that  one  reason  why  I  deplore  the 
present  state  of  things  is  the  injurious  effect 
it  has  upon  the  spread  of  the  Protestant 
religion — I  mean  the  real  living  power  of 
the  Protestant  religion— over  the  minds  of 
the  people.  Entertaining,  as  I  do,  a  strong 
conviction  of  the  truth  and  purity  of  our 
faith,  I  can  scarcely  understand  how  it  is 
that  during  so  many  years  and  with  such 
great  advantages  it  has  made  such  little 

Progress  in  the  affections  of  the  people  of 
reland ;  I  can  only  attribute  it  to  one  cause 
•^the  sense  of  injustice  kept  alive  in  the 
minds  of  the  Roman  Catholics  by  the  main- 
tenance of  the  present  arrangements,  and, 
above  all,  to  the  effect  produced,  by  their 
seeing  that  while  we  are  professing  to  teach 
them  the  highest  precepts  of  Christianity, 
we  are  pursuing  towards  them  a  course  of 
conduct  which  is  inconsistent  with  one  of 
the  first  of  these  precepts — those  feelings 
have  prevented  the  success  of  all  ef- 
forts to  extend  the  Protestant  religion  in 
Ireland.  Therefore,  I  say  that,  in  the 
interests  of  our  religion,  I  am  anxious 
to  see  some  more  equitable  arrange- 
ment adopted.  I  have  said  that  I  be- 
lieve it  would  not  be  impossible  to  dis- 
cover a  mode  which  miglit  be  adopted 
fairer  to  all  parties.  My  great  objection 
to  the  Amendment  is  that  it  seems  to  be 
calculated  to  make  any  such  settlement  im- 
possible, but  is  rather  calculated  to  em- 
bitter the  feelings  on  both  sides  and  to 
render  both  parties  more  unwilling  to  ac- 
quiesce in  any  reasonable  arrangement  or 
compromise,  and  that  it  will  stimulate  our 
Boman  Catholic  fellow  subjects,  who,  for 
many  years  past,  bad  been  willing  to  allow 
this  question  of  an  Establishment  to  fall 
comparatively  into  abeyance,  and  dispose 
them  to  commence  their  assaults  on  that 
Establishment,  and  be  satisfied  with  nothing 
but  the  utter  subversion,  instead  of  seeking 
to  effect  its  reformation  and  re-arrangement. 
The  noble  Barl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
has  read  to  us  many  speeches  and  declara- 
tions of  Roman  Catholic  prelates  and  others 
before  1829,  showing  that  at  that  time 
there  was  little  disposition  to  attack  the 


Establishment.      Those  declarations  were, 
I  am  sure,  quite  sincere ;  but  the  conse- 
quences of  the  controversies  which  raged 
after  they  were  made  have  been  to  bring 
about  an  altered  state  of  feeling,  and   we 
are  now  reaping  the  consequences  of  the 
errors  then  committed.     When  the  Union 
was  brought  about  we  know  that  it  was 
the  desire  of  Mr.  Pitt  that  that  measure 
should  have  been  accompanied  by  one  to 
relieve  Roman  Catholics  from  civil  disabi- 
lities, and  another  for  making  some  public 
provision  for  the  clergy  of  that  faith.  That 
wise  policy  was  defeated  upon  the  same 
plea  as  is  now  put  forward— danger  to  the 
Established  Church.     What  has  been  the 
consequence  ?     Is  there  a  man  of  ordinary 
intelligence  in  this  country  who  is  not  con- 
vinced that  if  Mr.  Pitt's  views  had  been 
adopted  at  the  end  of  the  last  century  the 
Protestant  Establishment  in  Ireland  would 
have  stood  at  this  time  in  a  position  of  far 
less  insecurity  than  that  which  it  now  oc- 
cupies ?     Just  forty  years  ago  this  House 
was  induced  to  reject  the  Bill  for  Catholie 
Relief,  which  had  passed  the  other  House, 
upon    the    same   plea   of  danger   to   the 
Church  Establishment.     Affairs,  however, 
were   changed  between    1825  and  1829, 
and  in  the  latter  year  Catholic  emancipa* 
tion  was  carried.     In  1829,  as  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  who  moved  the 
Amendment  has  himself  told  us,  after  hav- 
ing refused  Catholic  Emancipation  when 
jtendered  on  the  grounds  of  fairness  and 
justice,  when  it  would  have  been  accepted 
with  gratitude  as  a  graceful  and  voluntary 
concession,  it  was  brought  forward  by  its 
old  opponents  and  justified  upon  the  ground 
that  however  great  might  bo  the  dangers 
of  concession,  the  dangers  of  further  re- 
sistance would   be  still  greater.      It  was 
passed  under  compulsion,  and  after  what  I 
may  call  an  insurrection  of  the  40s.  free- 
holders in  Ireland  against  the  attempt  to 
make  them  return  Members  hostile  to  Ca- 
tholic Emancipation.  Shall  we,  then,  after 
that   experience,    and   after   that   lesson, 
repeat  the  same  mistake,  and  will  you  now 
for  the  sake  of  maintaining  a  security  for 
the   Church,  which   I  have  shown  to  be 
utterly  imaginary  and  certain  to  fail  when 
the  time  of  need  shall  come  —  will  you, 
for   the    sake    of    maintaining    for    per- 
haps  four    or   five   years    longer — which 
is  the  longest  period  which  those  who  are 
accustomed  to  read  the  signs  of  the  times 
will  give  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  oath— will  you  for  that  add  a  new 
cause  of  irritation  and  hatred  against  the 
^  Establishment  in  the  minds  of  yoor  Roman 
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Catholic  fellow-subjects.  That  is  the  ques- 
tion we  haye  now  to  decide,  and  therefore, 
while  I  haye  not  disguised,  and  nevev  will 
disguise,  any  opinion  I  conscientiously 
entertain,  I  say  that  those  who  wish  to 
prevent  the  subversion  of  the  Church 
Establishment  in  Ireland  will  do  unwisely 
in  voting  against  tlie  second  reading  of  this 
Bill. 

Lord    ST.   LEONARDS  would  have 
been  content  to  have  left  the  debate  to  the 
eloquent  and  argumentative  speech  of  his 
noble  Friend  who  moved  the  Amendment, 
but  he  desired  to  bring  the  discussion  back 
to  the  real  question  before  the  House.     It 
was  not  whether  we  should  now  impose  on 
the  Roman  Catholics  the  conditions  of  which 
they  complain,  but  whether  those  condi- 
tions should  now  be  repealed.     We  should 
first  inquire  what  were  the  circumstances 
under  which  those  restrictions  were  put  upon 
the  great  benefits  conferred  in  1829  on  the 
Roman  Catholics.     The  Catholic  Associa- 
tion  was   then  in   existence  — an  illegal 
institution  and  utterly  inconsistent  with  all 
settled  government.      The  first  condition 
of  the  boons  to  be  granted  was  the  suppres- 
sion of  that  association,  and  accordingly  the 
very  first  Act  passed  in  the  Session  was  to 
effect  that  object.  Then  it  was  necessary  to 
alter  materially  the  elective  franchise  which 
also  was  accomplished,  these  were  great' 
and  important  measures,  without  which  the 
proposed  relief  could  not  be  granted.    Still 
It  was  deemed  necessary  to  obtain  from  the 
Roman  Catholics  themselves  some  assu-^ 
ranee  that  their  new  privileges  should  not 
be  used  to  the  detriment  of  the  State.     It 
is  now  urged  that  the  conditions  attached 
to  the  grant  were  unjust  ones.     It  is  true 
that  they  were  not  a  strong  security  against 
abuse,  but  he  (Lord  St.  Leonards)  was  a 
party  in  the  other  House  to  the  passing  of 
the  measure,    and  he  could  assure  *their 
Lordships   that   no   ministry  could    have 
passed  any  such  measure  of  relief  without 
some  satisfactory  guards  to  preserve  our 
civil    and   ecclesiastical    institutions.      It 
was,  indeed,  as  we  all  know,  with  great 
difficulty  that  the  measure  with  the  con- 
ditions could  be  passed.     Without  them, 
the  relief  would  not  have  been  granted. 
The  relief  was  extensive  and  the  conditions 
which  are  now  sought  to  be  repealed  are 
such  as  no  man  need  object  to  perform. 
They  consist  of  an  oath  that  the  party  will 
defend  to  the  utmost  of  his   power  the 
settlement  of  property  within   this  realm 
which  relates  to  the  settlement  of  property 
in  Ireland  in  the  time  of  Charles  II.     It 
might  not  be  necessary  now  to  enact  such  ^ 
JSarl  Qroy 


a  provision,  but  to  repeal  it  now  would  be 
to  place  in  the  power  of  those  who  mean 
mischief  the  means  of  persuading  the  lower 
orders  in  Ireland  that  the  claims  against 
the  present  owners  of  property  in  Ireland 
on  the  part  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
and  the  descendants  of  proprietors  long 
since  deceased  were  intended  by  Parlia- 
ment to  be  recogniaed.  Then  the  person 
taking  the  oath  has  to  disclaim  and  solemnly 
abjure  any  intention  to  subvert  the  present 
Church  Establishment  as  settled  by  law 
in  this  realm,  and  that  he  never  will  ex- 
ercise any  privilege  to  which  he  is  or  may 
become  entitled  to  disturb  or  weaken  the 
Protestant  religion  or  Protestant  Govern- 
ment in  the  united  Government.  These 
surely  were  not  hard  conditions  to  annex 
to  the  ample  grants.*  It  is  said  that  the 
same  oaths  are  not  imposed  on  Protes- 
tants. Certainly  not,  but  the  state  of 
things  at  the  time  fully  justified  the 
distinction.  Sir  Robert  Peel  had  other 
conditions  proposed  to  him,  for  example 
the  veto  which  he  might  have  imposed,  but 
he  wisely  rejected  it.  It  was  proposed  that 
he  should  restrain  the  Roman  Catholic 
from  voting  in  Parliament  on  ecclesiastical 
matters  ;  but  he  objected  to  this  as  really 
placing  the  Roman  Catholic  and  the  Protes- 
tant in  Parliament  upon  a  different  footing. 
It  was  clearly  understood  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  might  vote  on  ecclesiastical  mat- 
ters in  Parliament.  There  were  other 
conditions  imposed  which  every  one  would 
now  willingly  get  rid  of,  but  that  it  is 
agreed  that  it  would  be  unwise  to  disturb 
the  settlement  of  1829  by  their  repeal 
without  going  further  so  as  to  satisfy  the 
Roman  Catholics.  England  is  prepared 
to  grant  to  them  every  privilege  which  is 
consistent  with  the  safety  of  the  Protes- 
tant Establishment.  Mr.  Canning,  he 
believed  it  was,  who  stated  that  the  only 
defence  for  the  penal  laws,  now  happily 
repealed,  was  that  they  answered  the  pur- 
pose for  which  they  were  passed.  He 
could  not  but  regard  the  measure  before 
the  House  as  tending  to  destroy  the  settle- 
ment of  1829,  a  settlement  which  during 
thirty-six  years  had,  he  felt  certain,  pro- 
duced exceedingly  good  fruits.  That  settle- 
ment had  worked  very  satisfactorily,  but  if 
they  destroyed  one  important  portion  of  it 
— the  conditions  imposed — might  not  an 
attempt  be  made  to  sweep  away  the  grant 
to  which  they  were  attached.  Surely  no 
one  could  accept  the  grant  and  reject  the 
conditions.  In  his  opposition  to  the  Bill 
he  did  not  believe  that  any  one  could  ac- 
cuse him  of  being  actuated  by  bigotry,  he 
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had  ooDonrred  in  the  settlement  of  1829, 
and  whilst  some  six  years  in  Ireland,  and 
exercising  the  patronage  of  his  office,  he 
never  asked  what  was  the  religion  of  the 
applicant,  but  looked  only  at  character  and 
capacity.  Things  had  gone  on  smoothly, 
and  it  was  a  pity  that  such  a  question  of 
discord  should  have  been  brought  in  at 
the  present  time.  It  might  possibly  be 
urged,  in  favour  of  the  measure,  that  no 
difficulty  bad  arisen  during  the  thirty-six 
years  that  the  settlement  had  been  in  ex- 
istence, but  he  believed  that  the  difficulty 
had,  in  all  probability,  been  obviated  by  the 
settlement  itself.  If  the  settlement  of 
1829  was  not  a  contract  it  was  at  all  events 
a  grant  of  a  great  privilege  upon  certain 
conditions  and  accepted  upon  those  condi- 
tions. Could  any  man,  therefore,  come 
forward  now  after  thirty- six  years  and  say 
that  it  was  a  mistake  to  accept  the  grant 
on  those  conditions  ?  A  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site had  said,  ''  Oh,  but  since  that  time  we 
have  made  great  progress.'*  Well,  he 
hoped  that  progress  would  stop  short  of 
pulling  down  part  of  the  structure  of  1829. 
He  would  remind  the  House  that  there 
were  other  guards  contained  in  the  Act  of 
1829.  Roman  Catholic  Archbishops, 
Bishops,  and  Deans  had  been  forbidden  to 
usurp  the  rights  belonging  to  the  dignitaries 
of  the  Protestant  Church.  But  the  law  had 
been  evaded  and  set  at  nought.  Roman 
Catholic  Bishops,  instead  of  taking  the 
title  of  the  Protestant  Archbishops  and 
Bishops,  assumed  titles  from  other  places  ; 
bat  when  England  was  parcelled  out  by 
the  Pope  of  Rome  into  divisions  in  de- 
fiance of  Acts  of  Parliament,  the  blood 
of  England  was  roused,  and  such  a  uni- 
versal agitation  excited  in  the  country  as 
he  never  remembered  to  have  witnessed  be- 
fore. The  evasion  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  of  the  provision  in 
the  Act  of  1829  against  their  assuming  the 
titles  of  the  Protestant  Archbishops  and 
Bishops,  led  to  the  enactment  in  the 
14  &  16  Vict.  c.  60,  which  recited  the 
settlement  of  1829,  and  that  it  might  be 
doubted  whether  the  former  Act  extended 
to  the  assumption  of  the  title  of  an  Arch- 
bishop, dec,  of  a  pretended  province,  dec, 
not  being  the  See  of  any  Archbishop,  dec 
recognifed  by  law,  but  the  attempt  to  es- 
tablish such  pretended  Sees,  &c,  under 
colour  of  authority  from  the  See  of  Rome 
or  otherwise  was  declared  to  be  illegal 
and  void.  The  Act  then  makes  such 
assumption  liable  for  every  offence  to  a 
penalty  of  £100.  This  Act  which  for- 
bade the  aBBomption  of  those  titles  had 


no  ambiguity  in  it,  as  this  oath  was 
said  to  have.  There  never  was  an  Act  of 
Parliament  framed  with  greater  care;  but, 
in  spite  of  all  that,  we  had  Roman  Catholio 
Bishops,  including  an  Archbishop  in  the 
metropolis,  with  territorial  titles,  and  yet 
there  was  not  a  single  instance  of  an  at- 
tempt to  recover  any  of  the  penalties  im« 
posed  by  the  Act.  He  was  not  prepared 
to  give  up  all  the  securities  which  were 
deemed  necessary  at  the  settlement  of  1829» 
and  to  allow  the  Roman  Catholics  to  do 
just  as  they  liked.  Now,  the  Bill  before 
the  House  was  very  singularly  framed. 
The  oaths  of  allegiance,  supremacy,  and 
abjuration  were  oaths  which  the  Protestant 
took  in  common  with  the  Roman  Catholic 
In  the  oath  imposed  by  the  Act  of  1829, 
instead  of  saying  that  the  Pope  had  no 
jurisdiction  in  matters  ecclesiastical  or 
spiritual,  which  the  Protestants  swore  and 
swore  truly,  these  words,  out  of  respect  to 
the  feelings  of  Roman  Catholics,  were 
omitted.  An  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed 
a  few  years  ago  not  to  alter  the  oaths 
taken  by  the  Protestants,  but  to  reduce 
them  to  one,  and  that  one  contained  the 
very  words  abjuring  the  Pope's  jurisdiction 
in  ecclesiastical  or  spiritual  matters.  But 
what  did  this  Bill  propose  to  do  ?  It  pro- 
fessed to  consolidate  the  three  oaths  into 
one,  in  imitation  of  the  Act  of  Parliament 
to  which  he  had  just  referred,  but  of  course 
leaving  out  the  denial  of  the  Pope's  ec- 
clesiastical and  spiritual  power  in  this 
realm.  And  there  it  stops,  so  that  without 
venturing  openly  and  directly  to  repeal  the 
provisions  and  guard  in  the  settlement  of 
1829,  it  indirectly  repeals,  by  omitting 
them.  There  would  therefore  be  no  de- 
claration to  preserve  the  settlement  of  pro- 
perty, to  protect  the  present  Church  Estab- 
lishment, or  to  prevent  the  exercise  of  the 
privileges  secured  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
by  the  Act  of  1829,  so  as  to  disturb  or 
weaken  the  Protestant  religion,  or  Protes- 
tant government  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
And  yet  there  could  not  be  more  proper 
declarations  to  impose  upon  Roman  Catho- 
lics. The  present  time,  when,  as  their 
Lordships  knew,  the  utmost  efforts  were 
being  made  to  promote  the  spread  of  mo< 
nastic  institutions  in  this  country,  which 
were  expressly  struck  at  by  the  Act  of 
1829,  was  not  a  moment  to  weaken  any  of 
the  securities  which  the  Bill  of  1829 
afforded,  and  for  these  reasons  he  should 
vote  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

The  Habquebs  of    CLANRICARDE 
saidt  he  thought  that  nothing  could  be 
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more  idle  than  the  attempt  to  support  any 
institution  bj  mere  tests  and  subscriptions. 
It  was  a  matter  of  astonishment  to  him 
how  \on^  the  Established  Church  in  Ire- 
land had  contrived  to  survive  the  damaging 
advocacy  of  those  who  professed  to  he  its 
most  zealous  followers.  Bvery  liberal  mea- 
Aure  which  had  been  passed  during  the 
last  forty  years  had  been  opposed  in  its 
name  ;  it  was  avowedly  for  its  sake  that 
80  protracted  a  resistance  had  been  oflfered 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Emancipation  Act, 
and  against  the  proposals  for  the  national 
system  of  education ;  and  it  was  from  a  simi- 
lar consideration  that  the  friends  of  that 
Church  would  have  rejected  the  measure 
brought  forward  by  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
aite  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  for  the  reduction 
of  the  number  of  its  bishops  and  a  some- 
what different  distribution  of  its  revenues, 
which  had  turned  out  to  be  so  beneficial  to 
its  interests.  That  Church,  he  would  ad- 
mit, was  an  anomalous  institution  placed 
in  peculiar  circumstances,  and  matters  con- 
nected with  it  required,  no  doubt,  to  be  dealt 
with  with  the  utjbost  deliberation;  but  he, 
for  one,  altogether  denied  that  its  existence 
or  prosperity  depended  upon  the  retention 
of  the  words  in  the  present  Roman  Catho- 
lic oath  having  reference  to  the  settlement 
of  property.  He  must,  at  the  same  time, 
observe,  having  had  an  opportunity  of 
witnessing  in  Ireland  the  working  both  of 
an  Established  Church  and  of  voluntary 
bodies,  that  he  looked  upon  the  mainte- 
nance of  Establishments  as  of  the  ut- 
most consequence.  He  regarded  it,  he 
might  add,  as  a  misfortune  that  the  idea 
first  broached  by  Mr.  Pitt,  and  re- 
verted to  and  proposed  to  Parliament 
in  1826,  of  paying  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic clergy  out  of  the  revenues  of  the 
State  had  been  rejected.  He  thought  that 
rejection  one  of  the  most  unfortunate 
events  which  had  occurred  for  the  last 
century  in  the  political  history  of  this 
country.  As  regarded  those  portions  of 
the  present  Roman  Catholic  oath  which 
related  to  the  renunciation  of  the  doctrine 
that  princes  excommunicated  by  the  Pope 
might  be  deposed  and  murdered  by  their 
subjects,  and  by  which  all  those  who  took 
the  oath  were  asked  to  swear  that  they 
made  that  renunciation  without  any  equi- 
vocation or  mental  reservation,  he  could 
only  say  that  he  looked  upon  them  as  an 
insult  to  those  of  whom  such  declarations 
were  required,  and  as  perfectly  useless  in 
ttfe  shape  of  a  security.  The  temper  of 
the  times  and  the  position  of  the  Roman 
Catholics  since  those  declarations  were  first 
The  Marques$  of  Ctanrioardo 


imposed,  had  undergone  a  great  alteration; 
and  even  if  that  had  not  been  the  case,  it 
would  still  be  of  no  avail  as  a  security  for 
the  Irish  Church  Establishment  to  main- 
tain a  form  of  oath  which  had  no  effect  in 
preventing  members  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
or  any  other  religious  persuasion  from  as- 
sociating together  to  bring  about  its  over- 
throw ;  while  many  Roman  Catholic  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  looked  upon  the  oath  as 
degrading  and  offensive.  No  one  would 
propose,  at  the  present  day,  to  exclude 
men  from  Parliament  merely  because,  like 
the  members  of  the  Liberation  Society, 
they  published  their  determination  to  effect 
the  total  separation  of  the  Church  from 
the  State.  Under  these  circumstances 
their  Lordships  would,  he  thoughtt  act 
most  wisely  in  passing  the  present  measure. 
The  admission  of  Jews  into  Parliament 
had  been  regretted  by  nobody  except  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Chelmsford),  and  he  trusted  that  their 
Lordships  would  not  follow  the  course  they 
had  adopted  towards  that  measure  of  libe- 
rality, but  would  read  this  Bill  a  second 
time. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  he 
felt  po  great  desire  to  enter  upon  a  discus- 
sion of  this  question,  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  argue  it  completely  without 
offending  the  feelings  of  men  for  whom  he 
entertained  the  highest  respect,  and  whose 
faith  he  was  desirous  of  treating  with  the 
forbearonce  and  moderation  which  had  been 
observed  during  the  whole  of  this  discus- 
sion. He  must  af^ree  with  the  noble  Earl 
behind  him  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  in  regret- 
ting that  this  question  should  have  been 
brought  forward  upon  the  eve  of  a  general 
election,  when  the  whole  country  would  be 
agitated  with  political  contests  with  which 
it  was  most  undesirable  that  any  subject 
should  be  mingled  which  was  calculated  to 
stir  up  religious  animosity.  If  the  ques- 
tion was  to  hifcve  been  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  Parliament  at  this  or  any 
other  time,  it  should  have  been  brought 
forward  upon  the  open  and  avowed  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government.  It  was  no 
doubt  to  a  certain  extent  true  that  the 
Government  had  no  control  over  the  actiou 
of  independent  Members  of  Parliament ; 
but  the  author  of  this  measure  was  a  warm 
supporter  of  the  Ministry,  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt  that  he  would  gladly  have 
secured  to  his  cause  the  advantage  of  the 
weight  and  authority  of  the  Government, 
by  committing  the  question  to  their  care. 
At  all  events,  when  the  Bill  came  mto 
that  House  it  would  bav^  been  tuore  be- 
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comiDg  in  the  Govetntiieiit  to  bare  takeit 
its  management  into  their  own  hands  than 
to  have  ranged  themseltes  behind  any 
leader,  even  though  he  was  one  who  was 
BO  well  entitled  to  respect  and  esteem  as 
was  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Devon) 
who  had  moved  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  His  noble  Friend  said  that  there 
was  verv  little  difference  between  the  oath 
proposed  in  this  Bill  and  that  contained  in 
the  Act  of  1858  ;  but,  as  his  noble  Friend 
behind  him  had  already  pointed  out  in  the 
oath  of  1858,  there  was  a  declaration  of 
Bupremacy  which  was  wanting  in  that 
which  was  now  before  the  House.  He  re- 
curred to  this  subject  because,  speaking  in 
another  place,  the  Home  Secretary^ said 
that  if  this  Bill  was  passed  the  oaths  taken 
by  Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants  would 
be  so  similar  that  he  could  not  conceive  it 
possible  but  that  we  should  soon  have  an 
uniform  oath  ;  and  he  (Lord  Chelmsford) 
regretted  to  find  that  some  hon.  Friends 
of  nis  had  been  caught  by  the  idea  of  one 
uniform  oath.  He  was  quite  sure  that 
they  had  not  reflected  upon  what  must  be 
the  result  of  having  one  uniform  oath.  It 
was  impossible  that  a  Roman  Catholic 
should  take  an  oath  in  which  the  supre- 
macy was  at  all  recognized,  and,  therefore, 
any  oath  which  was  to  be  taken  by  Protes- 
tants and  Roman  Catholics  alike  must  not 
contain  even  an  indirect  recognition  of  the 
Bupremacy.  There  were  some  members  of 
the  Established  Church  who  were  strongly 
opposed  to  the  idea  of  the  supremacy,  and 
he  should  be  very  averse  to  taking  the 
bridle  off  their  necks  by  allowing  them  to 
take  an  oath  similar  to  that  taken  by  Ro- 
man Catholics.  In  the  year  1854,  when 
the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl  Russell)  in- 
troduced one  of  his  Bills  for  the  admission 
of  Jews  to  Parliament,  he  proposed  a  form 
of  oath  which  contained  no  recognition  of 
the  Bupremacy.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford) 
divided  the  House  of  Commons  against  the 
Bill  upon  that  ground,  and  defeated  the 
measure.  The  question  now  before  their 
Lordships,  however,  was  not  with  regard 
to  one  uniform  oath,  but  whether  they 
were  prepared  to  abolish  a  most  vital  and 
essential  part  of  the  oath  which  was  con- 
tained in  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act 
of  1829,  and  to  substitute  for  it  the  oath 
proposed  by  this  Bill.  He  did  not  desire 
to  strain  the  compact  of  1829  beyond  its 
fair  limits — he  did  not  contend  that  the 
oath  adopted  in  1829  was  in  every  part 
unalterable ;  but  he  did  maintain  that 
there  were  parts  of  it  which  were  vital  and 
esBontiftl,  and  which  were  and  ought  to  be 


of  permanent  obligation.  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  Par- 
liament to  change  that  oath  or  even  to 
abolish  it  altogether  ;  but  as  it  had  been 
accepted  as  the  condition  upon  which  the 
Roman  Catholics  had  been  admitted  to 
Parliament,  he  did  say  that,  although 
Parliament  might  have  the  power  to 
change  it,  it  would  not  be  right  for  them 
to  do  so  lightly.  He  begged  their  Lord- 
ships to  recall  the  circumstances  under 
which  that  oath  was  framed.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session  in  which  the 
Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act  was  passed. 
His  Majesty,  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  recommended  that  Parliament 
should — 

'*  Review  the  laws  which  impose  eivil  disabili- 
ties on  His  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic  sabjeots, 
and  consider  whether  the  removal  of  those  dis- 
abilities can  be  dfeeted  oonsistently  with  the  ftill 
and  perfect  seeuriiy  of  our  establishments  ia 
ChuToh  and  State,  and  with  the  maintenance  of 
the  reformed  religion  established  by  law,  and  of 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  the  bishops  and  clergy 
of  this  realm,  and  of  the  ohorohes  committed  to 
their  charge."— [2  Hamctrd,  xx.  4.] 

Therefore,  the  oath  being  one  of  the  Becnri- 
ties  which  were  considered  necessary,  it  was 
framed  with  a  special  view  to  the  protection 
which  was  suggested  in  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne.  That  oath,  as  had  already  been 
stated  by  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Derby),  was  agreed  to  by  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Prelates  of  that  day  —  and  its 
terms  were  taken  from  the  oath  contained 
in  the  Act  of  1793.  The  oath  of  1793 
contained  those  parts  of  the  oath  which 
pledged  the  person  taking  it  to  abstain 
from  doing  anything  to  weaken  or  injure 
the  Establishment  and  to  respect  the  set- 
tlement of  property,  and  it  contained  other 
clauses  to  which  he  was  surprised  that  any 
Roman  Catholio  could  have  submitted. 
When  the  oath  was  framed  which  was  estab- 
lished by  the  Roman  Catholio  Relief  Aot» 
the  parts  which  were  now  objected  to  were 
not  contrived  for  the  purpose  of  flattering 
the  Roman  Catholics,  but  were  simply  a 
portion  of  the  oath  which  Protestanta  bad 
taken  for  a  great  number  of  years.  It 
seemed  to  be  assumed  that  those  parts  of 
the  oath  which  were  said  to  be  offensive  to 
Roman  Catholics  were  contrived  especially 
for  them.  But  Protestants  as  well  as  Ro- 
man Catholics  had  been  required  to  take 
the  oath  in  that  form,  and  Roman  CatholicB 
took  it  then  without  any  idea  of  offence  at 
being  required  to  renounce  sentiments 
which  were  no  doubt  odious  in  themselves^ 
and  which  must  be  repugnant  to  everybody. 
The  objectionB  to  these  parts  of  the  oath 
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Srew  op  rather  late  in  the  daj ;  beoanse 
om  1829  down  to  the  present  year,  he 
was  not  aware  that  any  Roman  Catholic 
had  objected  to  them  as  insulting.  Down 
to  1854  no  one  ever  dreamed  of  altering 
the  oath.  In  1849  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (Barl  Bussell),  in  one  of  his  many 
Bills  for  the  admission  of  the  Jews  to 
Parliament,  said  he  did  not  think  it  ex- 
pedient to  alter  the  Boman  Catholic  oath 
which  was  settled  in  1829.  "Many  hon. 
Gentlemen  "(said  the  noble  Earl),  "thought 
the  oath  did  git e  security  to  the  Protes- 
tant Church,  and  therefore  he  saw  no  suffi- 
cient cause  for  proposing  an  alteration  of 
it."  On  that  occasion  Sir  Robert  Peel  said, 
in  his  opinion,  the  noble  Earl  had  acted 
wisely  in  not  disturbing  the  Boman  Catho- 
lic oath.  In  1852,  in  one  of  the  Beform 
Bills  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Earl, 
there  was  a  new  oath  framed  ;  but  the 
Boman  Catholic  oath  was  not  altered,  ex- 
cept by  leafing  out  the  word  "  murdered" 
after  the  word  "deposed"  because  the 
noble  Earl  thought  that  was  insulting  to 
the  Boman  Catholics  ;  but  he  did  not 
seem  to  think  at  that  time  that  the  re- 
mainder of  the  oath  could  be  regarded  as 
any  insult  to  them.  Then,  in  1854,  when 
the  noble  Earl  introduced  a  general  form 
of  oath,  he  said  that  the  Roman  Catholics 
had  neter  applied  for  any  alteration  of 
the  oath ;  that  he  had  not  consulted 
them,  and  was  not  at  all  aware  that 
they  required  any  change.  Thus,  from 
1829  down  at  least  to  1854,  there 
teemed  to  ha?e  been  no  objection  to 
this  oath  on  the  part  of  Roman  Catho- 
lics, and  no  idea  of  insult  from  taking  it. 
He  (Lord  Chelmsford)  admitted  that,  in- 
asmuch as  during  the  whole  of  this  time 
Protestants  were  required  to  take  the  same 
oath,  Roman  Catholics  might  feel  that  no 
improper  or  invidious  distinction  was  made. 
But  in  1858  a  new  oath  was  introduced 
for  Protestants — a  general  oath,  instead 
of  the  oaths  of  allegiance,  of  supremacy, 
and  abjuration  ;  and  from  that  oath  there 
was  eliminated  all  that  portion  respecting 
the  deposition  and  murder  of  excommuni- 
cated princes,  and  the  declaration  that  the 
oath  was  taken  without  evasion,  equivoca- 
tion, or  mental  reservation.  After  1858, 
then,  he  admitted  that  the  Catholics  might 
say,  *'Tou  have  now  put  us  on  a  dif- 
erent  footing  from  that  on  which  our 
Protestant  fellow-subjects  stand  ;  a  dis- 
tinction is  now  made  between  us  which 
is  insulting  to  our  feelings ;"  and  they 
might  very  properly  have  asked  for  a 
remission  of  these  portions  of  the  oath. 
L^rd  Ch»lmford 


Until  the  present  year  they  did  not  ask 
lor  any  such  change  ;  but  if  they  had  now 
asked  for  it  and  nothing  more,  he  would 
freely  have  made  the  concession,  and  would 
have  abolished  this  invidions  distinction. 
But  the  other  part  of  the  oath  deserved 
much  more  serious  consideration  ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  dangerous  to  abandon 
the  part  of  it  which  formed  the  principal 
condition  upon  which  the  Roman  Catholic 
was  admitted  to  Parliament  in  1829.  It  was 
proposed  to  omit  that  part  of  the  oath  in 
which  the  Roman  Catholic  undertook  to 
defend  to  the  utmost  of  his  power  the  set- 
tlement of  property  as  established  by  law, 
and  in  which  he  disclaimed  any  intention  to 
subvert  the  Church  Establishment.  Their 
Lordships  would  observe  that  Roman  Catho- 
lics did  not  allege  that  this  was  any  matter 
of  offence.  What  they  said  was,  "We  find 
this  a  restraint  upon  our  free  action,  and 
we  desire  to  have  it  removed."  The  fair 
answer  was,  "  Why  that  is  the  very  thing 
that  was  intended  ;  that  is  precisely  what 
we  meant  and  what  you  agreed  to  accept. 
You  agreed  to  have  your  hands  tied  in 
this  way  as  a  condition  of  obtaining  a  seat 
in  Parliament."  In  fact,  as  his  noble 
Friend  had  stated,  the  Roman  Catholics 
tied  their  own  hands;  the  oath  was  prepared 
by  the  Roman  Catholic  Prelates,  and  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  if  they  had  not  agreed 
to  accept  it  on  those  terms  Roman  Catho- 
lics would  never  have  been  received  into 
the  Legislature.  This  oath  was  intended 
as  a  security.  Now,  had  it  proved  one  ? 
Their  Lordships  had  hesrd  that  there 
were  scrupulous  Roman  Catholics  who  ab- 
stained from  interfering  in  any  question 
connected  with  the  Church,  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  restrained  from  doing  so  bj 
the  oath  they  had  taken.  Another  com- 
plaint alleged  against  the  oath  was  that  it 
was  ambiguous,  that  Roman  Catholics 
hardly  knew  how  they  were  to  act  upon 
any  particular  occasion;  that  some  felt 
the  oath  to  be  binding,  while  others 
thought  that  it  had  no  restrictive  force. 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  no  one  ever  ex- 
pected that  unscrupulous  persona  would 
be  bound  by  any  oath;  but  it  was  desirable 
to  restrain  scrupulous  Roman  Catholics 
from  any  assault  upon  the  Establishment. 
As  to  its  ambiguity,  it  was  obvious  that 
every  man  must  construe  it  according  to 
his  conscience;  but  if  any  one  entertained 
the  slightest  doubt  whether  he  ought  or 
ought  not  to  vote  upon  a  particular  occa- 
sion, it  was  prudent  for  him  to  follow  the 
wholesome  rule  of  practical  morality,  that 
if  you  have  a  doubt  about  the  propriety 
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of  doing  a  thing,  yoa  had  better  re- 
frain from  doing  it.  The  oath  had  been 
%  security,  and  this  was  proved  by  the 
very  fact  that  Roman  Catholics  found 
it  a  restraint  and  wished  to  have  it  re- 
moved. The  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Bu8sell)|  with  whose  progress  on  this  and 
other  questions  their  Lordships  were  pretty 
familiar,  seemed  to  think  in  1854  that  all 
these  restraints  were  improper,  for  he  said — 

"  Tou  shoald,  by  the  termi  of  your  oath,  leave 
everj  man  to  vote  upon  one  political  question  as 
he  wonld  upon  another.  He  ought  to  be  free  to 
vote  upon  questions  of  every  kind,  be  it  Church 
Rates,  or  be  it  any  other  question  with  regard  to 
the  Churoh  Establishment.  WhatOTor  his  opinion 
may  be,  he  ought  to  be  able  to  give  effect  to  that 
opinion,  as  much  as  he  could  upon  a  question  with 
respect  to  the  Malt  Tax  or  to  Exchequer  Bonds." 
[3  Mansard,  cxxxiii.  955.] 

These  were  the  noble  Earl's  sentiments  in 
1854;  very  different  from  those  of  1849. 
That  was  not  surprising.  But  the  noble 
Earl  did  not  advert  to  the  stringent  condi- 
tion which  the  Roman  Catholics  had  taken 
upon  themselves,  and  which  would  be  vio- 
lated by  their  admission  to  the  freedom  of 
which  he  spoke.  He  (Lord  Chelmsford) 
maintained  that  the  oath  was  a  security; 
and  was  this  a  time  in  which  they  ought  to 
abandon  any  securities  which  were  pro- 
vided for  the  Established  Church  ?  Was 
there  no  disposition  shown  on  the  part  of 
Boman  Catholics  to  assail  the  Estab- 
lishment ?  With  regard  to  the  Irish 
Churoh,  it  was  admitted  that  the  Roman 
Catholics  desired  to  aim  a  deadly  blow  at 
that  portion  of  the  Establishment.  And 
with  regard  to  the  abandonment  of  securi- 
tiee,  he  might  be  allowed  to  read  a  letter 
written  by  the  Secretary  of  the  National 
Association  not  very  long  ago,  at  a  time 
when  the  Prince  of  Wales  was  in  Ireland — 

*<  Sir,~The  Irish  Times  of  this  day  contains 
an  announcement  that  the  Established  Church 
has  been  withdrawn  irom  the  programme  of  the 
National  Association  ;  and  the  questions  to  which 
it  will  confine  its  attention  will  be  tenant-right 
and  education.  I  beg  to  inform  jou  that  there 
is  no  foundation  for  the  above  statement,  and  the 
intentions  of  the  association  in  relation  to  the 
Irish  Churoh  Establishment  have  undergone  no 
modification  ;  and  that  the  gentlemen  with  whom 
rests  the  direction  of  the  policy  of  the  associa- 
tion are  unanimous  in  the  determination  to  have 
no  compromise  with  the  Establishment  or  its 
advocates,  and  to  spare  no  effort  for  its  over- 
throw." 

Now,  strictly  speaking,  though  reference 
was  made  to  the  Irish  Church,  there  was 
no  Irish  Church  in  contradistinction  to  the 
Church  of  England.  The  two  Churches 
were  united  by  the  Act  of  Union  as  one 
Charoh»  and  those  who  thought  that  any 


measure  that  affected  the  Irish  Churoh 
could  have  no  bearing  on  the  interests  of 
the  Church  of  England  were  much  mis- 
taken. The  oath  should  therefore  not  be 
made  merely  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholics,  but  should  be 
framed  with  a  due  regard  to  the  re- 
quirements of  the  English,  both  Pro- 
testants and  Roman  Catholics.  It  was 
said  that  these  were  merely  the  sentiments 
of  the  Irish  Roman  Catholics,  and  he  was 
asked  why  he  should  mistrust  the  English 
Roman  Catholics  ?  lie  had  a  very  great 
esteem  for  the  English  Roman  Catholics,  as 
they  invariably  expressed  their  sentiments 
upon  the  question  of  the  Church  Establish- 
ment and  the  Constitution  in  a  straightfor- 
ward and  manly  way  ;  but  they  wore  neces- 
sarily exposed  to  the  danger  of  external 
influence,  and  it  might  be  that  obedience 
to  that  external  influence  might  lead  them 
to  attack  a  Church  which,  if  left  to  their 
own  free  will,  they  might  be  disinclined  to 
touch.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
had  just  addressed  their  Lordships  had 
adverted  to  the  appointment  to  the  pre- 
lacy in  England  of  a  Roman  Catholio 
of  great  influence  and  authority,  who  had 
formerly  been  a  clergyman  in  the  Church 
of  England  (Dr.  Manning).  The  theo- 
ries propounded  by  that  prelate  in  his  lec- 
tures upon  the  subject  of  the  religious  sub- 
jugation of  England  were  rather  startling. 
He  said — 

''  If  ever  there  was  a  land  in  which  work  is  to 
be  done,  and  perhaps  much  to  suflbr,  it  is  here.  I 
shall  not  saj  too  much  if  I  say  that  we  have  to 
subjugate  and  subdue,  to  conquer  and  rule,  an 
Imperial  race  ;  we  have  to  do  with  a  will  which 
reigns  throughout  the  world  as  the  will  of  old  Rome 
reigned  once.  We  have  to  bend  or  break  that 
will  which  nations  and  kingdoms  have  found  in- 
vincible and  inflexible.  We  have  to  gather  for  this 
work  the  rough  stones  of  this  great  people  and  to 
perfect  them  as  gems  for  the  sanctuary  of  God. 
It  is  good  for  us  to  be  here,  because  a  nobler  field 
could  not  be  chosen  than  England  on  which  to 
fight  the  battle  of  the  Church.  What  Constanti- 
nople,  and  Ephesus,  and  AA*ica  were  to  the  here- 
sies of  old,  England  is  to  the  last  complex  and 
manifold  heresy  of  modem  times  Were  it  con- 
quered in  England  it  would  be  conquered  through- 
out the  world.  All  its  lines  meet  here,  and  there- 
fore in  England  the  Church  of  God  must  bo  ga- 
thered in  its  strength." 

He  read  that  extract  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  this  was  not  the  time  when 
we  should  abandon  any  of  the  securi- 
ties we  had  obtained  for  the  Established 
Churoh.  He  should  be  glad  to  give  up 
everything  which  was  oflfensive  to  the 
Catholics,  provided  that  in  doing  so  no 
safeguard  of  the  Churoh  was  abandoned. 
It  was  upon  the  guarantee  for  the  safety 
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of  the  EstabliBhed  Church  oontaiDed  in  the 
oath  it  was  now  propoBed  to  alter  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  obtained  that  whioh»  with- 
out that  guarantee,  they  never  would  have 
obtained — namely,  the  right  to  sit  in  Par- 
liament, and  it  appeared  to  him  that  as 
their  right  to  sit  m  Parliament  was  per- 
manent, so  the  conditions  upon  which  they 
obtained  that  right  should  be  permanent 
also,  and,  so  far  as  he  was  concerned,  be 
•would  never  willingly  abandon  one  of  those 
conditions  which  he  regarded  as  essential. 
Lord  LYVEDEN  said,  it  had  been 
stated  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
that  this  measure  had  heen  brought  for- 
ward as  a  piece  of  election  ''dap  trap," 
and  that  if  the  measure  was  seriously  in- 
tended to  be  carried,  the  Government 
would  have  lent  it  all  the  weight  of  their 
support  and  authority.  He,  however,  did 
not  think  the  Ministers  would  have  done 
rightly  in  bringing  the  matter  forward 
as  a  Government  measure,  and  they  would 
have  been  acting  most  unjustifiably  had 
they  taken  the  matter  up  after  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  had  been  adopted  by 
the  House  of  Commons  by  such  large  ma- 
jorities ;  and  he  thought,  therefore,  the 
Bill  came  before  their  Lordships  with 
much  more  grace  in  the  hands  of  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Devon)  who  had 
for  so  many  years  given  his  attention  to  the 
subject,  than  it  would  have  don6  had  the 
Government  tried  to  force  the  Bill  through 
the  House.  It  had  been  said  that  the  eve 
of  a  ffeneral  election  was  not  the  proper 
time  ror  bringing  forward  such  a  scheme ; 
but  he  thought  no  better  time  could  be 
•elected,  as,  depend  upon  it,  every  Member 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  endeavour- 
ing, as  far  as  possible,  to  study  the  views 
of  his  constituents  ;  and,  therefore,  if  they 
wished  to  obtain  the  opinion  of  the  people 
of  England  on  the  question,  they  could  not 
have  a  better  opportunity  for  doing  so 
than  at  the  period  of  an  eipiring  Parlia- 
ment. It  must  be  recollected  that  no  such 
oath  as  the  one  it  was  proposed  to  alter 
was  tendered  either  to  the  Dissenters  or  to 
the  Jews.  On  the  question  of  admitting 
the  latter  into  Parliament  he  had  some 
years  ago  himself  proposed  to  do  away 
with  the  Roman  Catholic  oath,  but  he  was 
then  opposed  by  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Russell)  below  him.  The  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, however,  also  objected  gene- 
rously to  his  proposal  on  the  ground 
that  it  might  weaken  the  cause  of  the 
Jews,  who  were  eventually  admitted  by 
a  shabby  subterfuge,  but  reserved  to  them- 
selves the  right  of  endeavouring  to  free 
Z<frdChelmiford 


themselves  Ax>m  the  mark  of  inferiority 
contained  in  the  oath  whenever  a  fitting 
opportunity  should  arise.  They  now  came 
forward  and  demanded  to  be  freed  from 
the  necessity  of  taking  the  objectionable 
parts  of  the  oath,  and  they  were  to  be  told 
that  in  consequence  of  something  somebody 
had  done  thirty-five  years  ago  they  were 
not  to  be  relieved.  But  he  contended  that 
nothing  was  done  thirty-five  years  ago 
which  wonld  preclude  Parliament  from 
granting  the  reasonable  request  of  the 
Catholics.  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1829  said 
distinctly  that  the  Roman  Catholics  had 
not  been  consulted,  because  it  was  better 
that  the  Legislature  should  be  independent 
in  considering  the  question  before  them. 
Therefore,  there  was  no  pledge  given  on 
the  part  of  the  Catholics,  and  the  oath 
formed  no  part  of  a  compact  entered  into 
between  them  and  the  Parliament.  The 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Derby) 
said  there  was  no  real  grievance  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  this  oath ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  they  were  the  best  judges, 
and  if  they  regarded  it  as  a  grievance, 
that  was  a  sufficient  answer  to  the 
noble  Earl.  Look,  also,  at  their  beha- 
viour since  their  admission  to  Parlia- 
ment. The  late  Sir  Robert  Peel  declared 
on  one  occasion  that  he  had  never  known 
a  Roman  Catholic  Member  who  had  not 
voted  from  conscientious  motives.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Chelmsford) 
had  contended  that  the  present  was  not 
the  time  for  bringing  forward  this  propo- 
sition, because  serious  attacks  were  being 
made  on  the  Church  of  England  ;  but  did 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  think  that 
ever  in  his  lifetime  the  Church  had  been 
safer  than  at  present,  resting,  as  it  did, 
upon  the  aff'ections  of  the  people  ?  And 
why  was  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  so 
fearful  only  of  the  Roman  Catholics  f  Did 
he  not  think  that  the  Dissenters  were  in- 
finitely more  hostile  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land f  Seeing  the  array  of  Peers  on 
the  Benches  opposite,  he  regretted  that 
there  was  no  chance  of  the  Bill  being  car- 
ried. He  certainly  thought  that  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  would  have  done  well  to  have 
allowed  the  House  to  go  into  Committee 
upon  the  Bill,  and  not  to  have  called  upon 
the  House  summarily  and  insultingly  to 
reject  a  measure  proposed  for  the  relief 
of  the  consciences  or  their  Roman  Ca- 
tholic fellow  subjects.  He  deeply  re- 
gretted to  think  that  the  Bill  would  be 
thrown  out,  but  he  hoped  that  a  large 
number  of  Peers  would  support  it,  and 
show  by  their  votes  that  they  were  not 
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forgetful  of  the  principles  of  religious 
liberty  they  acted  on  in  past  times. 

The  Marqubss  op  WESTMBATH  re- 
ferred to  the  oath  which  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic prelates  were  obliged  to  take  to  the 
Pope,  and  observed  that  as  that  was  not 
deemed  offensive,  he  could  not  understand 
why  Roman  Catholic  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment should  be  so  squeamish  about  the 
oath  they  were  called  on  to  take.  He 
reminded  the  noble  Lord  who  spoke  of  the 
large  majority  by  which  tlie  Bill  was  car- 
ried m  the  House  of  Commons  that  the 
majority  in  its  favour  was  only  19. 

Viscount  STRATFORD  DE  RBD- 
CLIFFE  said,  that  he  had  not  come  down 
to  the  House  with  the  intention  of  taking 
part  in  the  debate,  but  having  listened  to  the 
discussion  he  thought  it  right  to  explain  the 
Tote  he  intended  to  give,  because  he  en-, 
tirely  differed  from  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Treasury  bench.  When  he  considered  the 
manner  in  which  this  question  had  been 
brought  forward,  the  want  of  time  for  its 
due  consideration,  the  character  of  the 
Bill  itself,  and  the  circumstances  generally 
attaching  to  it,  he  could  not  conscientiously 
give  his  vote  in  its  support.  The  inclina- 
tion of  his  mind  was  rather  not  to  vote  at 
all,  and  he  could  not  say  that  he  had  heard 
any  argument  calculated  to  remove  the 
impression  he  entertained  against  the  mea- 
snre ;  but  being  in  the  House  he  could  not 
conscientiously  refrain  from  recording  his 
opinion.  The  same  arguments  which  had 
been  employed  against  the  property  of  the 
Ohureh  in  Ireland  were  equally  applicable 
.to  the  property  of  the  Church  in  England. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  sUnd  Part 
of  the  Motion  ?  their  Lordships  dimded : — 
Contents  63  ;  Not-Contents  84 :  Majority 
21.  Eesolved  in  the  Negative ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  2*  on  this  Day  Three  Months, 

CONTENTS. 
Westbury,  L.(L.(7toi.)    Ducie,  E. 

Granyille,  E, 
CleToland,  D.  Grey,  E. 

Devonshire,  D.  Minto,  E. 

Saint  Albaaa,  D.  Portsmouth,  £, 

Somerset,  D.  Russell»  £. 

Saint  Germans,  E. 
Ailesbury,  M.  Spencer,  E. 

Westminster,  M. 

Falmouth,  V. 
Airlie,  E.  Leinster,  V.  (D.  Leifh 

Albemarle,  E.  iter,) 

Caithness,  E.  Torrington,  V. 

Gamperdown,  E. 

Cawdor,  E.  Abercromby,  L. 

Clarendon,  £.  Annalj,  L. 

Cowper,  E.  Arundell  ofWardoar,L. 

Pe  Grey,  E.  Camoys,  L. 

PoTon^E.  [TeUer,1         Carew,  L. 


Clandeboye,    L.      (L.  Mostyn,  L. 

Dufferin  and  CIom-  Panmure,  L.  {B,  Dai^ 

boye.)  hottiie,) 

Clifford  of  Chudleigh,  L.  Petre,  L. 

Cranworth,  L.  Ponsonby,  L.  {E,  Bess* 
Dartrey,   L.    (//,  Crs-        borough.) 

mcme.)  Saye  and  Selo,  L. 

De  Tabley,  L.  Seymour,    L.   (E.    St, 
Ebury,  L.  Mcutr,) 

Foley,  L.    ITeUer.']  Somerhill,  L.  (3f.  Cktn. 
Granard,  L.    {E,  UtOr       Hoards,) 

nard,)  Stafford,  L. 

Houghton,  L.  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 

Hunsdon,  L.  ( V,  Folk-  Stourton,  L. 

land,)  Suffield,  L. 

LoTat,  L.  Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 

Lurgan,  L.  Taunton,  L. 

Ly  veden,  L.  Vaux  of  Harrowden,  L. 

Methuen,  L.  Wenlook,  L. 

Monteagle  of  Brandon,  L.  Wentworth,  L* 

NOT-OONTENTS. 

Dublin,  Arohp.  Llandaff,  Bp. 
Tendon,  Bp. 

Manchester,  D.  Bagot,  L. 

Marlborough,  D.  Bateman,  L. 

Richmond,  D.  Bolton,  L. 

Brodrlek,L.(F.lfiU^ 
Ailsa,  M.  ton.) 

Exeter,  M.  Calthorpe,  L. 

Salisbury,  M.  Castlemaine,  L. 

Westmeath,  M.  Chelmsford,  L. 

Churston,  L. 

Abergavenny,  E.  Clarina,  L. 

Amherst,  E.  Clinton,  L. 

Bandon,  E.  Colchester,  L. 

Bantry,  £.  Coiville  of  Culross,  L. 
Cardigan,  E.  [I'elUr.] 

De  La  Warr,  E.    .  Congleton,  L. 

Derby,  E.  Denman,  L. 

Ellenborough,  E.  Foxford,  L.  {E,  Lim^ 
Haddington,  E.  ricL) 

Hardwioke,  E.  Grantley,  L. 

Harewood,  E.  Grinstead,  L,(E,E  niS" 
Harrowby,  E.  kilUn,) 

Uome,  E.  Heytesbury,  L. 

Malmesbury,  E.  Inchiquin,  L. 

Mansfield,  E.  Kingsdown,  L. 

Manvers,  E.  Level  and  Holland,  L« 
Mayo,  E.  (E.  Egmont.) 

Orkney,  E.  Polwarth,  L. 

Pomfret,  E.  RedesdaU,  L. 

Romney,  E.  Saltersford,    (E.  Cotsr- 
Selkirk,  E.  town.) 

Shaftesbury,  E.  Saltoun,  L. 

Shrewsbury,  E.  Sherborne,  L. 

Stradbroke,  E.  Silohester,  L.  {E,Lonff* 
Strange,  E.  (D,  Athd.)       ford.) 

Vane,  E.  Skelmersdale,  L. 

Wilton,  E.  Sondes,  L. 

_    __      ,  -.  Southampton,  L. 

De  Vesoi,  V.  Stewart  of  GarUes,  L. 
Doneraile.  V.  ^^  GaUaway.)_ 

^     '  A      XT   rTi/^i  Strathspey.  L.  (JS.  iS<w. 
Hawarden  V.  [TeUsr.-]       j^^f'*      ^ 

^''^I'p^rirv  Tenterden,L. 

l^^^l^rf^^^^^^^ff^'V'  Thurlow,L. 

Strathallan,  V.  r^jrone,  L.  {M.  Water- 

Bangor,  Bp.  JJ^^'^ 

Chichester,  Bp.  Walsingham,  L. 

Ely,  Bp.  Wynford,  L. 

Hoose  adjourned  at  half  past  Ten 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

paat  Ten  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mondafff  June  26,  1865. 

MINUTES.>—Nbw  MniBSR  Sworn— Sir  Arthur 
William  Buller,  knight. /or  Liskeard. 

SsLicT  GoMMiTTSB  —  Report  —  Pablio  Acoonnts 
[413]. 

Public  Bills  —  Second  Reading  —  Marriages 
(Lambome)*  [Lords]  [237];  Admiralty,  Ac, 
Acts  Repeal  *  [Lords]  [242]  ;  Admiralty 
Powers,  Ac.  •  [Lords]  [243] ;  Dockyard  Ports 
Regulation  •  [Lards]  [244]. 

Committee — Clerical  Subscription  [Lords]  [199]; 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  [227] ;  Colonial 
Docks  Loans  •[226]. 

Report — Clerical  Subscription  [Lords]  [\99]\ 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  [227] ;  Colonial 
Docks  Loans  *  [226]. 

Considered  as  amended — Inland  Revenue  •  [207] ; 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  [Lords] 
^  ^36]  ;  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  *  [235]  ; 
Poor  Law  Boaid  Continuance,  Ac.  *  [238]. 

Third  iStfo^tn^— Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria- 
tion) ;  Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pen- 
sions)   [133];    Inland  Revenue  *j  [207];    In- 


demnity* [234]  ;  Compound  Spirits  Warehous- 
ing»[233];  Loc  "   '^  ~       ■ 

(No.  5)  •[209]. 


ing*[233t;  Local  Government  Supplemental 


GOVERNMENT  ANNUITIES— 

27  A  28  VICT.  0.  43. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  MINTO  FARQUHAR  said,  he 
would  beg  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  What  progress  is  being  made  in 
insuring  lives,  and  in  purchasing  Govern- 
ment Annuities  under  the  Act  27  &  28 
VicU  c.  43  ;  and  what  number  of  contracts 
have  been  entered  into  by  the  Postmaster 
General  in  pursuance  of  that  Act ;  at  how 
many  Post  Offices  such  business  has  been 
transacted,  and  whether  such  business  is 
carried  on  at  any,  and  how  many,  of  the 
old  Savings  Banks  ? 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  in  reply,  that  he  would  not 
enter  into  any  statistical  account  of  pro- 
ceedings under  this  Act,  which  had  come 
into  operation  so  recently  that  any  obser- 
vations founded  on  its  working  hitherto 
would  prove  deceptive.  The  Act  came 
into  operation  immediately,  but  a  consider- 
able time  necessarily  intervened  before 
machinery  relating  to  matters  of  so  grave 
a  character  could  be  finally  arranged  :  400 
officers  had  been  appointed,  but,  as  yet,  it 
had  not  been  found  possible  to  commence 
business  over  the  face  of  the  country  gene- 
rally. Progress  must  be  made  in  such  a 
matter  step  by  step  ;  and  no  doubt  pro- 


gress would  be  faster  as  they  got  farther 
afield.  With  regard  to  the  old  savings 
banks,  it  was  not  found  feasible  to  make 
satisfactory  arrangements  with  them  yet, 
owing  to  the  great  additional  responsibility 
entailed  by  their  new  business  of  assurance. 
Several  hundreds  of  transactions,  however, 
had  already  been  completed  ;  and  Mr. 
Scudamore,  who  was  at  the  head  of  this 
department  in  the  General  Post  Office,  felt 
perfectly  satisfied  with  the  indications  pre- 
senting themselves.  The  rules  appeared 
to  work  well  and  to  be  understood  by  the 
parties,  and  no  difficulty  had  been  expe- 
rienced by  the  Department  in  obtaining 
answers  to  questions  from  the  persons  ap- 
plying. He  had  no  doubt  that  by  the  next 
meeting  of  Parliament  they  should  be  in  a 
position  to  give  more  ample  information  as 
to  the  progress  made. 


POOR  LAW— THE  HIGHWORTH  UNION. 
QUESTION. 

Mr.  TORRENS  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Secretary  to  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
Whether  any  steps  have  been,  or  will  be, 
taken  by  the  Board  to  ascertain  that  Dr. 
Kennard,  medical  officer  of  the  Highworth 
Union  has  discontinued  to  employ  bis 
assistant,  which  was  animadverted  on  and 
forbidden  in  the  Secretary's  letter  to  Dr. 
Kennard,  dated  the  19th  of  April,  1865  ? 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  in  reply, 
that  in  March  last  the  Poor  Law  Board  re- 
ceived a  request  from  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians of  the  Highworth  Union  complaining 
of  the  neglect  of  their  medical  officer,  and 
asking  that  an  inquiry  might  be  instituted 
into  his  conduct.  Upon  a  review  of  the 
evidence  it  appeared  that,  although  the 
visits  of  the  medical  officer  were  not  fre- 
quent, his  conduct  did  not  require  any  par- 
ticular censure.  His  assistant  did  not 
possess  any  legal  qualification,  and  the 
JBoard  pointed  out  the  impropriety  of  his 
conduct  in  employing  such  a  person,  and  a 
copy  of  the  letter  was  sent  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians.  It  was  not  customary  for  the 
Board  to  inquire  whether  their  directions 
had  been  carried  out,  as  it  was  presumed 
that  the  Guardians  would  act  upon  them. 
He  believed  that  no  further  complaint  had 
been  made  respecting  Dr.  Kennard,  bat 
if  any  dissatisfaction  should  hereafter  arise 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Board  to  make 
further  inquiry. 
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to  Colonel  Wood,  pointiDg  oat  that  a  civil 
action  against  a  sab^cooBtable  of  police  was^ 
as  a  remedy,  wholly  inefficient,  and  that  if 
anything  could  come  properly  under  the 
cognizance  of  the  Inspector  General  of 
Constabulary  it  must  be  such  as  this.  To 
this  second  letter  the  following  reply  was 
sent  by  Colonel  Wood  : — 

*<  Constabulary  OiBoe,  Dublin  Castle,  Kay  80. 

**  Sir, — In  answer  to  your  letter  of  the  29th  ult., 
I  can  only  say,  in  addition  to  what  I  ha?e  already 
stated,  that  if  a  member  of  the  constabulary 
force  exceeds  or  neglects  his  duty  as  a  peace 
ofiBoer,  such  an  offence  does  not  properly  form  a 
subject  for  investigation  by  me.  The  steps  to  be 
taken  in  such  cases  are  pointed  out  in  the  19th 
section  of  the  6th  WiU,  IV.  c.  18  ;  and  I  shaU 
always  be  ready  to  afford  e?ery  fticility  in  my 
power  in  the  inyestigation  before  the  proper  tri- 
bunal of  any  charge  of  the  nature  referred  to. 
'*  I  am,  Sir,  your  obedient  servant, 

"  J.  Stbwabt  Wood,  Colonel,  Inspector  General. 
"  Mr.  Arthur  Ward, 
'<  52,  Townsend  Street,  Bel&st/' 


CONSOLIDATED    FUND 

(APPROPRIATION)  BILL. 

THIRD  SEADINO. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Sib  HUGH  CAIRNS  said,  he  wished 
to  obtain  some  information  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Sir  Robert  Peel)  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Constabularj.  That  force  was  verj 
considerable  in  point  of  numbers,  and  large 
grants  had  been  made  for  its  maintenance. 
There  was  at  the  head  of  the  force  in  Dub- 
lin an  officer  of  considerable  experience  in 
military  sernce,  who,  although  appointed 
recently  to  that  position,  was  in  every  way 
worthy  to  succeed  the  other  distinguished 
officer  who  had  preceded  him  in  the  office 
of  Inspector  General  of  Constabulary. 
Some  questions,  however,  had  arisen  under 
his  rule  as  to  the  discipline  of  the  force, 
and  it  was  very  desirable  that  the  public 
mind  should  be  reassured  on  the  matter. 
A  few  weeks  ago  some  very  respectable 
and  inoffensive  gentlemen  were  walking  in 
Belfast  one  Saturday  night,  when  they 
passed  two  members  of  the  constabulary 
force  loitering  in  front  of  their  barracks. 
They  were  standing  in  the  middle  of  the 
pavement,  and  one  of  the  gentlemen,  in 
passing,  happened  to  touch  the  leg  of  one 
of  the  policemen.  They  both  became  ex- 
cessively indignant,  used  vituperative  lan- 
guage, and  accused  these  inoffensive  gen- 
tlemen, to  their  surprise,  of  assaulting  the 
police.  According  to  law  in  Ireland,  a 
magistrate  alone  could  accept  bail  for  any 
person  charged  with  assaulting  the  con- 
stabulary, and  one  of  these  gentlemen, 
therefore,  was  kept  in  confinement  till  the 
following  Monday  morning.  Upon  the 
matter  being  brought  before  the  two  sti- 
pendiary magistrates  and  on  a  full  investi- 
gation of  the  facts,  it  was  satisfactorily 
proved  that  no  assault  had  been  committed, 
and  that,  if  touched  at  all,  it  was  only  a 
touch  which  had  been  given  accidentally  to 
the  leg  of  the  constable.  The  magistrates, 
moreover,  declared  that  the  police  had 
acted  with  great  impropriety  in  making 
use  of  vituperative  language,  and  in  giving 
this  gentleman  in  charge.  A  letter  was 
thereupon  addressed  by  the  gentleman  ag- 
grieved to  the  Inspector  General  in  Dublin, 
representing  what  had  occurred,  but  Colo- 
nel Wood  did  not  think  the  matter  came 
under  his  jurisdiction,  and  left  the  party 
aggrieved  to  take  such  steps  as  he  might 
be  advised.    A  second  letter  was  addressed 


If  a  constable  or  sub-constable  of  police 
exceeded  or  neglected  his  duty,  and  such 
excess  or  neglect  of  duty  did  not  properly 
form  a  subject  for  investigation  by  the  In- 
spector General,  he  did  not  clearly  see  what 
was  the  use  of  an  Inspector  General  at  all. 
The  gallant  officer  had  entirely  mistaken 
the  effect  of  the  Act  of  Parliament  to  which 
he  pointed,  which  was  to  give  power  to  the 
commanding  officer  of  the  force  throughout 
the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  in  case 
they  thought  proper  to  do  so,  to  bring  of- 
fending constables  before  the  magistrates, 
and  have  them  fined  ;  but  there  never  had 
been  any  intention  of  superseding  or  abro- 
gating their  proper  functions  by  any  enact- 
ment. By  the  Act  of  1 836  any  member 
of  the  force  guilty  of  neglect  or  violation  of 
duty  was  liable  to  a  penalty  not  exceeding 
£5,  recoverable  before  a  magistrate.  The 
object  of  that  provision  was  to  give  the 
commanding  officer  power  to  bring  the 
offender  before  a  magistrate,  and  get  a 
penalty  imposed,  and  stop  it  out  of  the 
pay  of  the  offender.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  the  Government  approved  the  doc- 
trine laid  down  by  the  Inspector  General, 
that  it  was  his  duty  to  sit  in  Dublin  Castle 
with  his  arms  folded,  and  do  nothing  when 
complaints  were  made.  Another  case 
which  had  attracted  much  attention  oc- 
curred in  the  county  Sligo,  where  a 
young  woman,  who  had  incurred  the  dis- 
pleasure of  her  relatives  by  a  change  of 
religion,  was  beaten  severely  by  them  in 
the  open  street,  in  presence  of  a  sub- 
inspector  of  constabulary  and  three  con- 
stables, who  all  refused  to  interfere  be- 
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eause  thej  said  it  was  a  **  tnmWj  matter.'' 
A  mixed  bench  of  magistrates  declared 
in  that  case  that  the  police  had  acted  with 
great  impropriety.  The  sub-inspector  was 
fined  £2,  the  bench  at  the  same  time  de- 
claring their  opinion  that  the  case  was 
one  in  which  ulterior  proceedings  ought 
to  be  taken.  But  here,  again,  according 
to  an  answer  gi?en  by  the  Gorernment  in 
another  place,  all  that  the  Inspector  Gene- 
ral had  done  was  to  remove,  or  talk  of 
removing,  these  members  of  the  police 
force  to  another  part  of  Ireland,  in  the 
case  of  the  sub  inspector  as  soon  as  his 
health  permitted,  and  in  the  case  of  the 
constables  as  soon  as  opportunity  offered. 
But  what  punishment  was  that  to  the 
offending  porties?  what  satisfaction  was 
it  to  the  aggrieved  party  ?  and  what  had 
the  other  districts  done  that  members  of 
the  force  found  guilty  of  misconduct  else- 
where should  be  quartered  upon  them  ? 
These  matters  were  notorious,  and  excited 
grave  distrust  in  regard  to  the  discipline 
of  the  force.  Every  one  had  heard  that  the 
constabulary  force  in  Ireland  was  more  of  a 
military  than  a  police  force,  and  he  had  been 
somewhat  surprised  not  long  since  in  the 
north  of  Ireland  to  see  what  he  took  to  be 
a  dragoon  regiment  in  undress.  He  asked 
•*  What  regiment  of  cavalry  that  was  ?" 
and  was  told  that  it  was  not  a  regiment 
of  cavalry  at  all,  but  a  body  of  the 
mounted  police.  These  men  rode  better 
horses,  and  were  better  turned  out,  than 
many  regiments  of  cavalry  that  he  had 
seen.  The  sight  was  very  creditable,  no 
doubt,  to  the  men  and  their  officers,  but 
they  did  not  resemble  a  body  of  peace 
officers.  Another  question  which  he  wished 
to  ask  referred  to  the  proposal  to  substitute 
a  large  body  of  the  constabulary  for  the 
local  force  of  the  town  of  Belfast.  He 
should  be  glad  to  know  when  that  force 
might  be  expected  to  enter  upon  the  perfor- 
mance of  their  duties,  and  also  whether  any 
arrangements  had  been  made  or  would  be 
made  for  the  force  to  be  drilled  as  night 
watchmen  and  detective  policemen.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Clonmel  told  the  House 
the  other  night  that  an  attempt  to  use 
the  constabulary  force  as  night  watchmen 
in  the  borough  had  failed,  and  that  they 
had  proved  themselves  to  be  inefficient 
in  the  discharge  of  their  duty.  He  had 
also  been  told  that  in  the  city  of  Cork, 
where  the  duty  of  a  police  force  was  dis- 
charged by  the  constabulary,  they  guarded 
the  city  by  day,  but  that  at  nijght  several 
night  watchmen  were  employed  by  private 
Sir  Hugh  Oaims 


firms.  The  Commissioners,  having  re- 
gard to  the  state  of  feeling  in  Belfast,  had 
recommended  that  the  police  force  should 
be  proportioned  to  the  various  religious 
denominations  in  that  town,  and  they  ob- 
jected to  the  present  local  force  as  not 
being  constituted  in  that  manner.  Was 
that  recommendation  approved  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  did  they  mean  to  carry  it 
out? 

Mb.  HADFIELD  said,  he  must  protest 
against  the  idea  of  apportioning  a  certain 
number  of  policemen  according  to  the  re- 
ligious sentiments  of  a  town.  Did  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean  that 
the  Pi^sbyterians  who  drew  the  Hegium 
Donum  were  to  be  allowed  to  choose  a 
certain  number  of  constabulary  of  their 
own  sentiments  ?  He  trusted  that  no  such 
principle  would  be  admitted. 

Mr.  HENNESSY  said,  that  before  the 
Chief  Secretary  replied  he  wished  to  refer 
to  another  subject.  The  House  was  aware 
(hat  a  conversation  took  place  on  Friday 
relative  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land 
in  Ireland.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
the  Government  intended  to  inflict  upon 
themselves  the  trouble— he  would  not  say 
the  disgrace — of  embodying  in  a  Bill  the 
Report  of  the  Committee.  The  House 
had  been  told  that  a  measure  would  be 
brought  in,  if  not  by  the  Government, 
yet  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee, 
carrying  into  effect  the  recommenda- 
tions of  that  Committee.  He  would 
recommend  the  Government  not  to  take 
that  course,  because  the  Report  was  in 
direct  opposition  to  the  evidence  and  to 
the  only  sensible  plan  of  adjustment  that 
could  ever  be  adopted  for  the  settlement 
of  the  question.  The  Committee  proposed 
to  perpetuate  the  altogether  useless  Act 
of  1860,  and  recommended  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Act  should  not  be  interfered 
with.  That  measure  had  never  been  of 
the  slightest  advantage  to  the  tenant^ 
farmer  of  Ireland,  no  amendment  of  it 
would  give  any  satisfaction.  The  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  Cardwell)  ex- 
pressed a  decided  opinion  the  other  night 
that  the  Committee  had  done  a  great  ser- 
vice in  terminating  the  tenant-right  agita- 
tion in  Ireland.  He  denied  that  the  action 
of  the  Committee  had  been  such  as  to  effect 
that  result.  He  was,  on  the  contrary,  con- 
vinced that  the  extraordinary  conclusion  to 
which  the  Committee  had  so  suddenly 
arrived  would  supply  an  additional  incentive 
to  agitation  on  the  subject,  and  that  a 
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future  Goyernment  would  be  compelled  to 
bring  in  a  measure  on  the  subject.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  was  a  grievous 
insult  to  those  who  had  devoted  their  time 
and  attention  to  the  question  of  tenant- 
right  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  know  whe- 
ther his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Kaas)  who 
was,  he  believed,  the  main  author  of  the 
Report  of  the  Gommittee»  was  of  the  same 
mind  with  the  Government,  but  he  should 
be  glad  to  learn  whether  any  intention 
existed  to  deal  with  the  subject  in  a  prac- 
tical manner. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  he  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Hennessy)  had  thought  proper  to  renew 
the  question  of  the  Report  of  the  Tenure 
of  Lands  Committee.  He  was  not  present 
when  the  matter  was  discussed  on  Friday 
night,  but  he  was  prepared  to  endorse  the 
opinion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Cardwell).  Whether  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  would  put  an  end  to  the  agita- 
tion on  tenant-right  in  Ireland  he  could 
not  say  ;  but  upon  that  Committee  sat  for 
many  weeks  several  Members  of  the  House 
who  had  given  the  subject  the  most  care- 
ful and  assiduous  attention.  Several  wit- 
nesses were  examined,  and  whatever  might 
be  the  effect  upon  the  minds  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  they  must  give  the  Committee 
credit  for  discussing  the  question  in  a  fair 
and  candid  spirit.  He  could  not,  of  course, 
say  what  course  the  Government  might 
determine  to  take  next  Session.  What 
they  must  all  desire  was  that  either  the 
Government,  if  it  thought  fit,  or,  if  not, 
that  some  independent  Member  should 
bring  in  a  Bill  and  attempt  to  settle  this 
vexed  question  in  a  fair  and  equitable  man- 
ner, and  upon  some  principle  the  justice 
of  which  every  one  would  admit.  He 
would  take  this  opportunity  of  answering 
a  question  put  to  him  the  other  night  about 
Doyle,  the  "cosherer."  He  found  that 
on  the  7th  of  May,  after  the  matter  had 
been  mentioned  in  the  House,  but  before 
he  was  memorialized  on  the  subject,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  had  exercised  his  pre- 
rogative of  pardon  and  had  released  Doyle, 
who  bad  been  convicted  under  the  pro- 
visions of  an  Act  now  repealed.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Belfast  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns)  had  remarked  on  what  he  had 
characterized  as  the  singular  views  taken 
of  the  discipline  of  the  constabulary  force, 
and  had  again  alluded  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Ward.  When  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man called  attention  to  the  case  the  other 
night  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  undertook  to 


write  at  once  upon  the  subject  to  the  In- 
spector General,  Colonel  Wood,  and  he 
would  read  the  letter  — 

"  Whitehall,  June  10. 1865. 
"  Dear  Colonel  Wood,— Sir  Hugh  Cairns  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  last  evening  the 
case  of  a  Mr.  Ward,  living  in  Townsend  Street. 
Belfiwt,  who  appears  to  have  been  roughly  treated 
hj  a  police  constable  while  on  patrol  duty,  and. 
as  alleged,  without  committing  any  offence  what- 
ever, to  have  been  locked  up  for  thirty-six 
hours,  when  upon  the  hearing  of  the  magistrates 
be  was  at  onoe  ordered  to  he  discharged.  Con- 
stabulary Inspector  Williams,  who  appears  to  have 
some  relations  with  Mr.  Kirbey.  the  editor  of  the 
Belfast  Newsletter,  told  the  editor  that  the  case 
had  been  reported  to  the  Castle,  and  that  he  ex- 
pected an  inquiry.  I  shall  be  glad  if  yon  would 
favour  me  with  particulars  of  this  case,  with  re- 
port of  Ck>nstabulary  Inspector  Williams,  and  if 
the  statement  made  last  evening  is  correct  I  would 
suggest  the  expediency  of  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  the  constable. — **  I  am.  yours  truly, 

•*  ROBBRT  PlBL." 

The  subiect  was  brought  before  the  House 
on  the  9th  of  June,  and  he  wrote  on  the 
10th,  so  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
roan  must  see  that  he  lost  no  time.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  read  the 
second  letter  of  the  Inspector  General  in 
answer  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ward,  ask- 
ing for  some  additional  explanations.  He 
(Sir  Robert  Peel)  did  not  see  anything  in 
that  communication  to  find  fault  with. 
The  Inspector  General  acted  according  to 
Act  of  Parliament  and  the  rules  of  the 
constabulary,  and  gave  a  very  proper 
answer.  Colonel  Wood,  in  reply  to  his 
(Sir  Robert  Peel's)  letter  of  the  10th,  wrote 
as  follows : — 

*'  I  will  endeavour  to  explain  the  case  to  you 
as  &r  as  I  know  it.  I  need  hardly  say  that  I  can 
have  no  desire  to  screen  an  offending  member  of 
the  constabulary  ;  but  it  has,  I  understand,  always 
been  the  custom,  and  I  fully  concur  in  the  pro- 
priety of  it.  to  make  a  distinction  between  derelic- 
tions of  duty  as  peace  officers  and  mere  breaches 
of  constabulary  regulations."  [The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  admit  that.]  «<The 
latter  class,  which  I  intended  to  epitomise  by  the 
word  *  Discipline,'  are  very  fit  subjects  for  investi- 
gation by  our  constabulary  courts  ;  the  public  have 
nothing  to  do  with  them.  But  it  is  otherwise 
with  the  former  class,  and  especially  when  the 
public  are  the  accusers,  and  the  law  has  made 
provision  accordingly  (vide  6  William  IV..  chapter 
13.  section  19).  which  affords  any  person  having  a 
just  complaint  against  the  constabulary  the  means 
of  redress.  Were  offences  of  this  nature  referred 
for  investigation  to  our  constabulary  courts  de- 
cision would  seldom  be  received  as  final  or  satis- 
&ctory  ;  but  I  cannot  conceive  any  course  prefer- 
able to  that  of  bringing  such  complaints  before 
the  ordinary  tribunals  of  the  country." 

Now,  he  thought  that  answer  a  very 
proper  one,  and  one  which  could  not  but  be 
satisfactory  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
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man.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
shook  h'lB  head,  but  he  was  bound  to 
saj  he  thought  Colonel  Wood's  answer 
quite  satisfactory.  He  was  quite  sure, 
Colonel  Wood  having  now  succeeded  Sir 
H.  Brownrigg,  that  the  force  would 
proTe  its  efficiency  and  discipline  under 
the  management  of  so  able  an  officer. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  also 
referred  to  a  case  which  had  occurred  in 
Sligo,  and  which  had  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  Government  by  Lord 
Westmeath  in  another  place.  That  case 
was,  no  doubt,  a  bad  one.  It  was  that  of 
a  girl  who  having  been  in  Scotland  was 
induced  to  change  her  religion,  and  when 
she  came  back  to  the  town  of  Ballisodare, 
in  the  county  of  Sligo,  she  met  some  of  her 
relatives,  who  wanted  to  prevail  on  her  to 
return  to  the  religion  she  had  left.  A 
scene  of  some  violence  took  place;  there 
was  a  sub-inspector  of  police  present  with 
four  other  constables,  and  they  certainly 
did  not  do  their  duty.  The  poor  girl  was 
kept  in  durance  vile  for  some  time,  and 
was  then  released.  The  Government  in- 
stituted an  inquiry  into  the  case,  and  sub- 
inspector  Burke  was  severely  reprimanded 
by  the  Inspector  General,  fined  by  the 
magistrates,  and  ordered  to  go  at  his  own 
expense  to  a  remote  district  in  the  county 
of  Donegal.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  think  that  it  was 
nothing  to  be  removed  and  to  be  severely 
reprimanded.  But,  in  the  first  place,  the 
man  removed  had  to  pay  the  expenses 
of  his  removal,  and  in  the  next  place  he 
had  his  chances  of  promotion  injured  in 
consequence  of  having  incurred  the  bad 
opinion  of  the  Inspector  General.  He 
fell  ill, .  however,  and  remained  in  Sligo, 
but  was  not  allowed  to  do  duty.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  the  Inspector 
General,  stating  that  sub-inspector  Burke 
had  sent  in  his  papers  and  retired  from  the 
force,  feeling  that  his  chances  of  promotion 
had  been  materially  affected.  As  regarded 
the  other  four  constables,  two  had  been 
acquitted  and  were  allowed  to  remain  in 
Sligo,  the  other  two  had  been  removed  and 
severely  censured.  They  had  been  dis- 
missed from  the  force  in  that  particular  lo- 
cality. He  would  admit  that  the  case  was 
a  bad  one,  but  he  would  put  it  to  the  House 
whether,  in  a  force  of  some  12,500  men,  in- 
stances of  misconduct  such  as  this  must  not 
Bometimes  occur ;  but  whenever  they  did 
Government  at  once  dealt  with  them  in  a 
stringent  and  determined  way.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns) 
Sir  Jtohert  Peel 


had  said  that  he  saw  the  horse  polico 
exercising,  and  that  he  took  them  for  a 
cavalry  regiment  in  undress.  Now,  that 
was  a  great  compliment  to  the  skill  and 
discipline  of  the  men.  It  was  a  credit 
to  the  force  rather  than  otherwise  to 
have  them  spoken  of  in  that  manner  bj 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He 
had  been  asked  several  questions  touch- 
ing the  Bill  now  passing  through  Par- 
liament, and  he  would  endeavour  to  re- 
ply to  them.  But,  first,  he  would  re- 
assure the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  HadHeld),  and  tell  him  that  liii 
alarm  might  subside.  The  Government 
had  no  notion,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  apprehend,  of  increasing  the 
Eegium  Donum  with  a  riei^  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Presbyterian  members  of  the 
constabulary  force.  The  Begium  Domm^ 
as  he  had  endeavoured  to  explain  for 
many  years,  went  to  pay  the  clergymen 
of  the  Presbyterian  body  in  Ireland,  and 
the  hon.  Gentleman  need  not  be  at  all 
apprehensive  that  it  would  be  increased 
for  the  purpose  of  paying  the  Presbyte- 
rians in  the  constabulary.  He  had  been 
asked  when  the  Bill  now  passing  through 
Parliament  would  be  put  into  operation. 
The  Government  would  endeavour  to  bring 
it  into  operation  at  the  earliest  possible 
period.  It  would  probably  pass  into  an 
Act  by  the  4th  of  next  month;  if  so,  it 
would  be  notified  in  the  GaxetU  of  the 
14th  of  July,  and  it  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  to  put  it  in  force  by  the 
10th,  or  at  the  very  latest  the  20th  of 
August  next.  They  were  making  every 
exertion  to  do  so,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  not  be  disappointed.  As  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  men  would  be  drilled, 
they  would  be  drilled  in  the  same  way  as 
they  were  for  Cork,  Waterford,  and  other 
places.  They  were  to  be  armed  with  a 
police  baton  when  they  were  simply  on  day 
duly  in  the  town.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  in  error  in  supposing  thst  the 
constabulary  did  not  do  night  patrol  doty 
in  the  city  of  Cork.  No  doubt  there  were 
private  watchmen  there,  but  the  consta- 
bulary did  night  watchman's  duty  '" 
Cork,  Waterford,  Limerick,  and  other 
places,  and  he  believed  to  the  entire 
satisfaction  of  the  parties  concerned. 
In  Cork,  at  all  events.  He  had  been 
asked  the  other  night  whether  a  a«- 
tinctive  mark  would  be  provided  for  tM 
constabulary.  He  wrote  to  the  U^^' 
tor  General,  stating  that  it  would  be  very 
desirable  in  cases  of    necessity  to  b^^ 
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8Uoh  a  means  of  identifying  the  men,  and 
steps  hlui  been  taken  to  provide  suoh  a 
distinctive  mark.  He  had  been  asked 
whether  anything  had  been  done  to  carry 
into  effect  a  certain  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners.  Novr,  in  his  opinion,  that 
recommendation  was  an  unfortunate  one, 
and  he  did  not  approve  of  it.  The  Com- 
missioners reported  that 

'<  In  selecting  men  for  Bel&st  there  need  be  no 
difiBcoltj  in  preterring  among  them  the  propor- 
tion which  the  nnmbere  of  the  different  congrega- 
tions there  bear  to  each  other,  and  in  preserving  it 
till  a  wiser  and  happier  time  renders  it  nnne- 
oessary  to  take  such  a  circumstance  into  consi- 
deration.*' 

It  should  be  recollected  that  recommenda- 
tion had  reference  to  a  local  force  of  164 
men,  the  whole  of  whom  were  Protestants 
with  the  exception  of  five.  The  propor- 
tions belonging  to  each  religious  denomi- 
nation in  Belfast  were,  omitting  decimals — 
Roman  Catholics,  34  per  cent;  Established 
Church,  24  per  cent ;  Presbyterians,  35 
per  cent ;  and  the  other  denominations, 
6  per  cent.  It  would  appear,  therefore, 
that  the  force  ought  to  be  thus  constituted, 
— 120  men  should  belong  to  the  Established 
Church,  160  should  be  Roman  Catholics, 
170  Presbyterians ;  or,  taking  the  broad 
distinction  between  Roman  Catholics  and 
Protestants,  160  should  be  of  the  former 
and  290  of  the  latter  denomination.  The 
Government  would  endeavour,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, to  follow  the  recommendations  of  the 
Commissioners.  He  would  give  the  hen. 
And  lenrned  Gentleman  that  assurance,  for 
he  was  anxious  that  all  parties  should  be 
fnirly  dealt  with,  and  had  no  wish  to  give 
the  preponderance  to  either.  The  Govern- 
ment would  take  steps  to  ascertain  the 
religion  of  the  constabulary,  with  a  view 
to  carry  out  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commissioners.  That  Return  he  hoped 
would  be  forniBlied  by  the  10th  of  August, 
and  it  would  of  necessity  be  laid  before 
Parliament.  It  was  proposed  to  give  450 
wen  to  Belfast.  There  were  50  men  now 
in  the  county  of  the  town  of  Belfast  from 
the  county  of  Antrim  ;  and  these  men 
would  remain  there.  Then  there  were  90 
men  of  the  reserve,  together  with  160  men 
from  the  different  depots ;  50  recruits  from 
the  depdt  would  also  be  sent  there,  and 
100  fresh  men  from  other  counties.  These 
would  make  up  the  450  men.  This  was 
the  best  arrann;cment  thnt  could  be  made, 
after  anxious  discussion  with  the  Inspector 
General.  As  regarded  what  he  could  not 
help  calling  the  most  unfortunate  Amend- 
ment which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
VOL.  CLXXX.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


carried  by  accident  the  other  night  by  a 
majority  of  two,  it  could  not  possibly  be 
worked  satisfactorily.  However,  this  ar 
rangement  had  been  made — Colonel  Hillier 
had  gone^down  to  Belfast,  and  he  would 
ask  the  mayor  whether  there  would  le  any 
objection  to  ascertain  the  probable  number 
of  men  in  the  Belfast  police  who  wished  to 
come  into  the  constabulary.  The  great 
difficulty  was  in  removing  these  local  police- 
men from  the  depot,  in  order  that  they 
might  be  drilled.  He  was  afraid  thnt  their 
removal  would  subject  their  wives  and  fami- 
lies to  great  hardships  ;  he  hardly  knew 
what  was  to  become  of  them,  and  hoped 
that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would 
provide  for  them.  Now  that  these  debates 
had  come  to  a  close,  he  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  think  that  he  bad 
treated  this  question  in  a  fair  and  liberal 
spirit.  As  to  Mr.  Ward's  case,  he  thought^ 
that  it  ought  not  to  be  brought  twice  before 
Parliament,  and  that  that  gentleman  might 
have  been  satisfied  with  the  explanations 
of  the  Inspector  General.  There  were 
cases  in  which  a  want  of  discipline  might 
be  occasionally  shown  ;  but  the  authorities 
always  endeavoured  to  redress  this  on  the 
first  opportunity,  and  he  hoped  thatafter  the 
Bill  was  brought  into  operation  on  the  10th 
of  August,  all  parties  would  unite  to  give 
the  new  system  a  fair  and  honest  trial. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  he  thought  the 
House  ought  to  feel  indebted  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  for 
bringing  under  notice  not  so  much  any 
particulor  case  as  the  principles  on  which 
the  force  oughf  to  be  managed.  He  wholly 
dissented  from  the  view  taken  by  Colonel 
Wood  OS  to  what  should  be  the  duties  of 
the  constabulary  authorities  in  such  a  case. 
Colonel  Wood  appeared  to  think  that  if  an 
offence  punishable  by  law  was  committed 
by  a  constable,  he  was  not  to  take  any 
steps  in  the  matter  unless  it  was  brought 
before  a  court  of  justice  by  some  other 
person.  This  was  an  entire  departure  from 
the  principles  on  which  the  discipline  of 
the  force  had  been  conducted  hitherto,  and 
he  believed  that  if  the  opinion  of  Sir  Dun- ' 
can  M*Gregor  were  taken,  it  would  be  found 
to  differ  wholly  from  the  view  taken  by 
Colonel  Wood.  In  case  of  any  dereliction 
of  duty  by  a  constable,  the  constabulary 
authorities  themselves  should  be  the  per- 
sons to  bring  the  case  under  the  cognizance 
of  a  court  of  justice  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity, and  not  leave  it  to  any  persons  who 
might  choose  to  prefer  a  complaint.  It 
would  be  most  unfortunate  if  it  should  go 
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ftbroad  that  unless  the  public  took  notice 
of  offences  committed  by  constables  they 
would  not  be  taken  notice  of  at  all.  He 
did  not  quite  understand  what  was  intended 
about  the  night  dutj  at  Belfast.  Was  it 
(9  be  like  Chat  of  the  metropolitan  police 
in  Dublin  ?  [Sir  Robert  Peel  :  That  is 
what  we  mean.]  He  was  glfid  to  hear 
that;  and  also  what  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  said  xnih  regard  to  the  religious  de- 
nominations in  the  force.  Of  course  it  was 
impossible  to  lay  down  any  rigid  rule  as 
to  the  proportion  which  the  respective  de- 
nominations should  bear  to  the  force.  All 
they  wanted  was,  that  there  should  be  a 
proper  infusion  of  the  various  denomina- 
tions, and  that  nobody  should  say  there 
was  anything  like  a  sectarian  tendency  in 
the  composition  of  the  force. 

Mr.  MAGUIRE  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Hennessy)  had  endeavoured  most  per- 
sistently, without  any  means  of  forming 
an  accurate  opinion,  and  although  no  Mo- 
tion on  the  subject  was  before  the  House, 
to  fill  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  with 
discontent,  and  convince  them  that  there 
was  no  possible  chance  of  getting  anything 
like  justice  upon  the  tenant-right  question 
from  this  House.     He  had  endeavoured  to 
represent  that  it  was  impossible  so  to  im- 
prove the  Act  of  1860  as  to  do  any  ap> 
preciable  good  in  Ireland.  Now,  he  utterly 
denied   this,   and    did    so   on  far   higher 
authority  than   that  of  his    hon.   Friend. 
0*Connell  was  inclined,  if  he  could  not  get 
a  whole  loaf,  to  take  half ;  and  he  denied 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  sufficient  know- 
lodge  of  the  proceedings  of  tlie  Committee, 
or  of  the  evidence  taken  before  it,  to  assert 
with    anything  like  authority   that   even 
though  Mr.  Card  well's  Act  still  remained 
in  force  it  was  not  possible  to  make  it  a 
very  valuable  and  easily  worked  Act.    He 
wos  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Act, 
hut  he  believed  it  might  be  enormously  im- 
proved to  the  advantage  of  the  country. 
Mr.  Curling  had  distincUy  agreed  with  Mr. 
Cardwell  and  a  majority  of  the  Committee; 
but  Mr.  Curling  gave  such  valuable  sug- 
gestions that  if  they  were  carried  into  law 
an  enormous  change  for  the  better  would 
take  place  in  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland.     He  did  not  think 
it  was  a  good  or  wise  policy  to  fill  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  ready  as 
they  were  to  fly  from  the  country,  with 
despair  of  any  future  improvement.     He 
believed  that  if  the  Government  were  to 
legislate  in  the  spirit  of  Mr.  Curling's  ad- 
vice they  would  do  great  tilings  for  Ire- 
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land.  The  real  cause  why  the  Act  of  1860 
would  not  work  was,  not  because  the  tenant 
could  not  get  compensation  unless  he  im- 
proved with  the  sanction  of  the  landlord, 
but  because  the  machinery  was  too  cam- 
brous  and  intricate,  and  because  the  in- 
ducements  were  too  small  for  persons  in 
Ireland  to  avail  themselves  of  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act.  Nevertheless,  the  ma- 
chinery could  be  made  more  simple,  the 
inducements  larger,  and  the  proteetion 
could  be  made  secure.  In  reply  to  some 
of  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy),  he  de- 
nied that  he  had  made  any  promise  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  though  he  bad 
expressed  his  hope  that  they  would  bring 
in  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  and  if  they  did 
not  he  would  be  ready  to  lay  a  Bill  on  the 
table  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  SCULLY  said,  he  hoped  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  would  not,  on  the  one  hand, 
grow  desponding  upon  the  question,  and 
would  not,  on  the  other  hand,  allow  them* 
selves  to  be  deluded.  He  regretted  that 
the  Irish  Members  generally  had  not  ac- 
cepted the  measure  of  1854,  which  wai  a 
better  one,  he  feared,  than  any  they  had 
at  present  a  chance  of  obtaining. 

Ma.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  Member 
for  the  King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy)  said 
a  few  words  on  this  subject,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  Maguire)  re- 
plied. Although  the  question  of  the  Irish 
constabulary  was  properly  brought  before 
the  House,>I  do  not  think  that  the  snbjeot- 
matter  under  discussion  now — the  tenure 
of  land — can  be  said  to  relate  to  the  third 
reading  of  the  Appropriation  Bill.  There- 
fore, to  pursue  this  discussion  further  woold 
be  out  of  order. 

Mb.  VANCE  said,  he  wished  to  refer 
to  a  subject  connected  with  the  Irish  police 
force,  and  one,  therefore,  which  he  would 
not  be  out  of  order  in  introducing.  It 
was  one  in  which  an  injury  had  been  done 
to  the  public,  to  the  constabulary,  and  to 
an  individual.  In  former  years  the  cloth- 
ing of  the  Irish  constabulary  was  supplied 
by  a  Dublin  tradesman,  who  had  fulfilled 
his  engagements  in  the  most  unobjection- 
able manner.  But  last  year  the  contract 
had  been  taken  from  him  and  given  to  Mr. 
Tate,  an  enterprising  contractor  of  Limer- 
ick, some  influence  having,  it  appeared, 
been  used  in  that  House  to  obuin  iu 
transference.  Mr.  Tate,  however,  who  had 
been  engaged  in  supplying  the  Confederate 
troops  in  America  had  not  oompUed  with 
the  terms  of  his  engagementSt  for  ho  had 
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undertaken  to  prodace  the  elething  by  the 
I5th  of  AngtiBt,  nnd  bad  not  bj  that  time 
supplied  any  portion  of  it.  The  conse- 
quenoe  waft  that  th^  constabularj  had  been 
kept  for  a  considerable  period  without  a 
change  of  clothing,  and  much  inconreni- 
ence  had  been  created.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  wished  to  ask  the  noble 
Marquess  the  under  Secretary  of  War, 
whether  the  authorities  at  his  office  would 
be  prepared  to  restore  the  contract  to  the 
tradesman  who  had  for  several  years  ful- 
filled its  conditions  ? 

The  Marquess  op  H ARTINGTON  said, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  no  act  of  injustice 
whaterer  had  been  committed.  Prior  to 
the  year  1864  there  was  no  contract  for 
making  the  clothing  of  the  Irish  consta- 
bulary, the  cloth  being  sent  in  what  was 
termed  a  *'  basted  "  state  to  the  far  ions 
stations,  and  an  allowance  gifen  to  the 
meh  tor  making  up  the  clothing.  The 
attei^tiob  of  theGoremment  had  been  called 
to  Aat  sUte  of  things  by  Mr.  Tate,  who 
undertook  to  cut  out  and  make  up  the 
clothing  for  the  same  price  as  that  allowed 
to  the  constabulary  for  making  it  up.  That 
proposal,  which,  if  successful,  would  have 
proved  a  considerable  saving  to  the  public, 
appeared  so  advantageous  that  the  War 
Department,  having  had  considerable  and 
favournblo  experience  of  Mr.  Tate  as  a 
contractor  for  army  clothing,  adopted  it 
for  one  year.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
clotliing  of  the  constabulary  was  not  sup- 
plied ill  August,  as  it  should  have  been  by 
the  terms  of  the  contract,  but  it  was  only 
fair  to  Mr.  Tate  to  state  that,  although  the 
Department  had  no  reason  to  be  altogether 
satisfied  with  the  performance  of  the  con- 
tract, he  believed  that  Mr.  Tate  considered 
he  had'very  good  reason  for  the  delay,  inas- 
much as  he  did  not  receive  at  the  proper  time 
the  necessary  "  size  roll "  from  the  officers 
of  the  constabulary.  He  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  admitted  that  the  contract  had 
not  been  carried  out  in  a  manner  satisfac- 
tory to  the  Government,  and  they  were  now 
about  to  receive  contracts,  without  revert- 
ing to  the  old  practice,  for  the  clothing  of 
the  constabulary.  The  patterns  for  clothing 
would  be  exhibited  in  Dublin  shortly,  and 
the  competition  would  be  perfectly  open. 

Bill  read  3%  hni  passed. 

CLERICAL  SUBSCRIPTION  BaL. 

riSor'^if.]    [bill  199.]    coiimitteb. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  House  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill." 


Mr.  HADFIELD  said,  he  condemned 
the  measure  as  affording  no  real  relief  or 
comfort  to  the  minds  of  many  clergymen 
of  the  Established  Ohureh,  who  enter- 
tained conscientious  scruples  in  respect  to 
the  forms  of  subscription  liilherto  adopted. 
The  Bill  in  no  way  dealt  with  the  Articles 
of  the  Church  or  with  those  of  its  formu- 
laries and  ceremonies,  which  urgently  re- 
quired re-adjustment.  Among  the  latter 
were  tho  Baptismal  Service,  the  Office  for 
the  Visitation  of  the  Sick,  the  Catechism, 
and  the  Burial  Service,  parts  of  which 
were  most  objectionable,  not  to  Noncon- 
formists  merely,  but  to  many  excellent 
clergymen  of  the  Established  Church. 
But  what  was  still  the  language  of  the 
heads  of  the  Church  f  Did  they  hold  out 
any  hope  that  these  questions  should  be 
dealt  with  and  settled  ?  No ;  they  said 
they  could  not  devise  another  or  a  better 
form  of  Services,  and  consequently  cler- 
gymen would  still  have  to  read  a  Burial 
Service  which  in  some  oases  must  be 
most  revoltinff  to  them,  when  they  consi- 
dered what  the  professions,  the  principles, 
and  the  moral  life  of  the  deceased  had 
been.  The  Romanist  practices  indulged 
in  by  many  clergymen  receiving  Protestant 
pay  were  obnoxious  to  the  public.  But 
this  Bill  would  not  afford  any  relief  to 
those  who  objected  to  these  fantastic  dis- 
plays, and  who  desired  that  they  should 
be  put  an  end  to.  He  deplored  the  way 
in  which  Parliament  treated  these  ques- 
tions, and  feared  that  it  would  bring  heavy 
reproach  upon  them  as  legislators  in  the 
eyes  of  posterity.  He  would  offer  no  op- 
position to  the  Speaker  leaving  the  chair ; 
but  there  was  one  notice  of  Amendment 
given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  to  which  he  could 
not  help  adverting.  That  Amendment 
declared  Uiat  the  Queen *s  Majesty  was» 
under  God,  the  only  Supreme  Governor  of 
this  realm,  as  well  in  all  spiritual  or  eccle- 
siastical things  as  temporal.  He  thought 
that  Amendment  would,  if  carried,  excite 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom  the  most 
determined  hostility.  He  believed  in  one 
head  of  the  Church — Jesus  Christ — who 
was  its  sole  governor  and  head,  whether 
on  earth  or  in  heaven.  To  Him  alone  the 
Protestantism  of  this  country  would  yield 
obedience  and  subjection.  He  did  not  op- 
pose this  Bill,  but  he  thought  the  paltry 
and  unworthy  compromise  which  it  made 
would  yield  no  satisfaction  to  the  minds  of 
those  for  whom  it  was  intended. 


Motion  agreed  to. 
2  E  2 
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Bill  eamidered  in  Committee. 


(Id  the  Committee.) 

Claaae  1  (DeeUration  of  Assent). 

Mr.  ROLT  said,  coDsiderable  doubt  was 
entertained  by  some  clergymen  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  words  at  the  end  of  the  de- 
claration, **  except  so  far  as  shall  he  or- 
dered by  fnwful  authority."  It  had  been 
suggested  that  the  exception  was  neces- 
sary to  proride  for  the  occasional  prayers 
which  were  ordered  by  the  Queen  in  Coun- 
cil on  fast  or  thanksgiving  days,  or  on  any 
emergency.  That  was  his  own  opinion,  and 
if  the  Gofernment  would  state  that  that 
was  the  object  of  the  exception,  the  doubt 
which  had  been  expressed  on  the  subject 
would  be  removed. 

Sir  6E0RQE  GRET  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  words  liable  to  the  objection 
stated.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  read  a 
very  valuable  paper  appended  to  the  Report 
of  the  Commissioners  which  had  been 
drawn  up  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Walpole),  and  which  gave  a  most 
admirable  history  of  all  the  declarations  on 
this  subject  which  had  been  required  to  be 
taken  from  time  to  time,  the  writer  being 
in  favour  of  one  uniform  and  simple  decla- 
ration. This  part  of  the  declaration  had 
been  drawn  up  very  carefully.  The  words 
were  limited  to  the  occasions  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Rolt), 
and  he  did  not  think  they  were  liable  to 
any  real  objection. 

Mr.  walpole  said,  that  the  view  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Rolt) 
entirely  agreed  with  that  of  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (The  Declaration  against 
Simony). 

Mr.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  he  must 
express  his  regret  that  the  Commissioners 
had  recommended  any  alteration  in  the 
declaration  without  an  amendment  in  the 
law  of  simony.  The  alteration  proposed 
was  that  the  person  taking  the  declaration 
had  made  no  payment  or  compact  which  to 
the  best  of  his  knowledge  was  '*  simonia- 
cal."  These  words  would  offer  a  loophole 
to  a  robust  conscience  and  a  trap  to  a 
tender  conscience.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  that  it  was  better  to  retain  the 
former  language  of  the  declaration  than  to 
alter  it  in  so  objectionable  a  manner.  He 
begffed,  accordmgly,  to  move  that  the  old 
wording  be  restored,  not  with  a  view  in 
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the  thin  state  of  the  House  of  pressing  it 
to  a  division,  but  in  order  to  place  the 
opinion  upon  record. 

Mr.  NEATE  said,  he  concurred  with 
much  that  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Devizes,  but  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  omit  all  reference  to  simonj. 
Simony  had  been  extended  to  acts  which 
were  not  originally  simoniacal,  and  he 
thought  the  punishment  for  simony  might 
safely  be  left  to  the  penalty  of  forfeiture, 
and  the  provisions  of  the  statute  of  Elisa- 
beth. The  word  "  simony  "  had  been  not 
only  misapplied  but  fraudulently  applied 
by  the  canonists,  and  he,  for  one,  had  al- 
ways been  of  opinion  that  it  would  be  bet- 
ter for  all  parties  if  vacant  livings  .could  he 
sold,  just  in  the  same  way  that  reversions 
to  livings  not  vacant  were  sold  under  the 
existing  system. 

Mr.  LTGON  said,  he  had  never  been 
able  to  comprehend  the  exact  reason  whj 
the  alteration  was  made.  So  far  from 
preventing  clergymen  from  obtaining  a 
living  by  unworthy  means,  it  left  the  of- 
fence, if  it  existed,  to  be  defined,  not  by 
certain  well  known  rules,  but  according  to 
the  conscience  of  the  individual.  It  was 
admitted  that  the  law  of  simony  was  in  an 
unsatisfactory  state,  and  tho  declaration, 
as  it  stood,  presented  a  great  snare  to  per- 
sons of  tender  consciences.  If  the  hon. 
Member  for  Devizes  pressed  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  division  he  should  vote  for  it. 

Thb  attorney  general  said, 
the  question  was  really  one  of  words.  The 
proposed  declaration  was  in  substance  the 
aame  as  the  existing  declaration.  The 
proposed  declaration  was  intended  to  meet 
persons  whose  scruples  were  excessive,  and 
who  might  say,  •*  The  matter  on  which  I 
am  asked  to  make  a  declaration  is  not 
simoniacal  so  far  as  my  knowledge  is  con- 
cerned, but  how  do  I  know  whether  in  law 
it  may  be  deemed  simoniacal  or  not?"  The 
Commissioners  thought  that  to  meet  such 
persons'  objections  the  declaration  ought 
merely  to  require  an  averment  that  nothing 
had  taken  place  which,  to  the  best  of  their 
knowledge,  was  simoniacal.  Refusing  to 
speak  as  to  a  matter  of  law  about  which 
they  were  imperfectly  informed,  they  were 
quite  prepared  to  declare  that  "to  their 
knowledge  "  there  had  been  nothing  si- 
moniacal in  connection  with  the  transac- 
tion. 

Mr.  walpole  said,  he  could  confirm 
the  statement  of  tho  hon.  and  lermed  Gen- 
tleman as  to  the  reasons  inducing  the 
Commissioners  to  assent  to  the  alteration. 
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The  anoertaintjT  of  the  law  as  to  what  oon- 
stitutes  timony  had  raised  a  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  tender  consoienoes,  which  it 
was  hoped  to  remoTe  by  the  amended  form 
of  declaration,  the  declaration  itself  re- 
maining in  substance  the  same.  The  un- 
certainty of  the  law  on  the  subject  rendered 
it  highly  expedient  that  an  amendment  or 
repeal  should  take  place.  But  until  the 
law  was  amended  or  repealed,  it  was  in 
such  a  state  that  many  of  the  clergy  ob- 
jected to  make  the  declaration  without  the 
qualifying  words  referred  to;  and  that  was 
tne  sole  reason  why  they  were  introduced. 

Mr.  SELWYN  said,  that  when  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  De- 
▼iies  was  disposed  of,  words  could  be  added 
to  the  declaration  preserving  the  common 
form,  according  to  which  the  declarant 
apoke  "  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and 
belief." 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  he  would 
accept  the  suggestion. 

Amendment  negatwed. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Subscription  and  Oaths  on 
Ordination). 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  moved  a  verbal 
Amendment,  substantially  restoring  the 
Bill  to  its  original  state  according  to  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commissioners. 
The  oath  taken  in  England  was  the  obso- 
lete oath  of  William  and  Mary,  while  the 
Irish  clergy  took  the  oath  prescribed  by  an 
Act  of  the  present  reign.  The  Amend- 
inent  gave  effect  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  Commissioners  that  the  oath  should  be 
uniform  in  both  countries,  and  the  oath 
taken  by  the  Irish  clergy  would  be  the 
one  adopted. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported^  with  Amendments ;  as 
amended,  to  be  considered  To'tnorrow,  at 
Twelve  of  the  dock, 

COLONIAL  GOVERNORS  (RETIRING 

PENSIONS)  BILL— [Bill  188.] 

THIBD  READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

CoLONBL  SYEES  said,  that  Clause  2 
enacted  that  a  Colonial  Governor  who  had 
been  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  salary  of  J&5,000 
a  year  shonld  receive  a  retiring  pension 
irf  £1,000  a  year  if  he  had  served  forfour 


years.  This  provision  was,  however,  qua- 
lified by  Clause  4,  and  he  wished  to  ask, 
first,  the  minimum  age  at  whieh  a  Gover- 
nor would  receive  the  full  pension ;  se- 
condly, what  length  of  time  a  Governor 
must  absolutely  have  served  ;  and,  thirdly, 
whether  a  person  would  obtain  his  pension 
for  cumulative  services  as  Governor  and  a 
member  of  the  Civil  Service. 

Mr.  WHITE  said,  he  would  like  to 
know  what  would  be  the  cost  to  the 
public  of  the  engagements  in  this  Act, 
and  the  amount  of  the  pensions  which 
would  accrue  under  it.  According  to  the 
Colonial  Office  Lists  it  appeared  we  had 
thirty- two  Governors  who  derived  salaries 
varying  from  £800  to  £10,000  per  an- 
num, and  twelve  lieutenant-governors  and 
presidents  administering  government  with 
salaries  varying  from  £500  to  £1,800. 
It  appeared  to  him  to  be  rather  late  in 
the  day  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  this  sortr 
We  had  gone  on  hitherto  without  the 
machinery  which  it  proposed,  and  he  waa 
quite  sure  that  if  there  had  been  any  ab« 
solute  or  pressing  necessity  for  it,  a  scheme 
would  long  ago  have  been  brought  for- 
ward, because  these  Governors  belonged 
to  a  class  which  had  always  plenty  of 
friends. 

Mb.  ADDERLET  said,  he  oould  not 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Brighton 
(Mr.  White)  that  it  was  rather  late  in  the 
day  to  introduce  such  a  Bill.  In  his  opi- 
nion it  was  rather  early  in  the  day  to  re* 
trace  our  colonial  policy  by  imposing  on  the 
taxpayers  of  this  country  the  payment  of  a 
portion  of  the  salaries  which  the  colonies 
ought  to  pay  to  their  Governors.  He  knew 
very  well  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Cardwell)  would  tell  him  that  the 
Governors  stood  in  a  different  category  to 
all  other  civil  servants,  and  that  while  per- 
forming a  service  to  the  colonies,  they  also 
performed  a  distinct  service  to  the  mother 
country,  but  the  answer  was  not  satisfac- 
tory. He  did  not  wish  to  impede  the  Bill, 
but  he  should  enter  his  protest  against 
it.  If  we  were  asked  to  take  this  first 
retrograde  step,  he  hoped  Parliament  wonld 
not  be  asked  next  year  to  take  another, 
and  to  pay  a  portion  of  the  salaries  of  other 
colonial  officers.  There  was  no  reason 
why  we  should  not  do  for  the  Colonial 
Secretaries,  for  instance,  what  we  now  in- 
tended to  do  for  the  Governors.  The  Co- 
lonial Secretaries  frequently  acted  for  the 
Governors,  and  had  as  good  a  claim«  In 
fact,  he  did  not  see  why,  according  to  the 
principle  of  this  Bill,  ire  should  not  go 
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fbrdier  and   pentioo  all  the  eobnial  offi- 
Mrs.    He  boped  the  right  boo.  OeDtleman 


woaM  attiire  the  Houte  that  if  before  Par- 
liament met  again  the  new  eonstitation  of 
oar  eoloniet  in  North  America  were  formed, 
io  which  ease  the  GoTernor  General  wenld 
have  the  appointment  of  the  other  (}over- 
Bors,  we  ibonld  not  have  to  pay  the  pen- 
sions of  those  GoTsmors. 

Mb.  CARDWELL  said,  in  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel 
Sjkes),  that  there  was  no  confnsioa  be- 
tween the  two^  claases  referred  to  by  him. 
That  the  first  olaute  simply  defined  what 
a  first-class  pension  should  be,  and  was  not 
otherwise  operatiTO  at  all.    The  4th  clause 
was  operatire,  and  enabled  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  giro  that  first-class  pension  in 
the  case  of   three  classes — where  a  man 
has  serred  eighteen  years  ;  where  a  man 
has  senred  twenty-fi?e  years,  at  least  ten 
of  which   mast  have  beea  passed  as  Go- 
Ternor, and  the  rest  in  the  Civil  Service ; 
and  where  a  man  has  served  fifteea  years 
and   been    permanently   disabled   in    the 
coarse  of  the  discharge  of  his  dnty.     The 
words  were  perfectly  plain.     The  period 
at  which  a  pension  was  to  be  granted  was 
either  upon  attaining  the  minimom  age 
of  sixty  years  length  of  service  being  &e 
ehief  qualification,  or  earlier  in  the  single 
case  pf  a  man  being  permanently  disabled 
by  illness  iu  the  discharge  of  his  duties. 
With  regard  to  the  question  asked  by  his 
hon.    Friend  the    Member    for    Brighton 
(Mr.  White),  as  he  coold  not  tell  who  would 
cease  to  be  employed  and  at  what  par- 
ticular period,  he  coald  not  say  what  the 
precise  extent  of  the  burden  to  be  borne 
by  the   country   would  be.     By  the  first 
operation  of  the  Bill  a  change  would  be 
imposed  of  much  less  than  the  jB10,000 
a  year  referred  to  in  the  printed  corre*- 
spondence,  and  that  was  not  a  very  serious 
burden  to  be  laid  upon  the  public.     With 
respect  to  the  remarks  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Adderley),  he  would  content 
himself  with  spying  that  the  service  which 
a  Governor  rendered  to  the  mother  country 
would  make  so' small  a   charge   as  was 
imposed  by  the  Bill  justifiable.    The  prin. 
ciple  upon  which  he  defended  the  Biill  was 
this— iMmo  tenehtr  adwitpo<#t5tlia,  because 
you  could  not  raise  a  common  pension  fund 
from  fifty  different  colonies,  and,  therefore, 
if  pensions  were   to  be    paid  at  all  they 
must  be  paid  out  of  the  Imperial  Treasury. 
He  did  not  regard  this  Bttf^as  a  retrograde 
step.     It  showed  that  they  were  disposed 
to  estimate  at  their  valae  the  public  ser- 
Mr.  AdderUff 


vices  rendered  by  a  most  mmtmow  sImi 
of 


BiU  read  3^  and  pai9$d. 


TURNPIKE  ACTS  QONTINUAN€B  BaL. 
[bIU.  227.]      OOMMTTTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Lord  HENLET  ^id,  that  he  did  not 
rj/ie  for  the  purpose  of  oppoc^  th^  House 
going  into  (Committee,  but  be  did  not  think 
that  the  pas/^ing  of  Continuance  Acta  was 
the  vfc^y  to  get  rid  of  these  turnpike  trusts. 
The  Committee  which  sat  upon  tbi#  sub- 
jec/t  thought  it  quite  feasible  to  abolish 
tumpikef  altogether.     They  were  an  un- 
fair and  inconvenient  mode  of  collecting 
money,  pressed  unequally  upon  different 
places,   end  we^   very  uneooAomical  in 
working.      The    whole    of    ^e   toll   in- 
come collected  under  turnpike  trusts  was 
£1,043,185,  an4  to  collect  ^b»  amionnt 
4,400  toll-gates  were  mainta^ne4«     The 
annual  expense  of  each  bar  must  be  some- 
thing like  £25,  so  that  the  total  expense 
was  £110,000,  or  more  than  10  per  cent 
upon  the  whole  toll  ineosfie  oelIeo4ed»    In 
the  present  Act  only  eleven  trusts  were 
mentioned  which  were  actually  intended  ifk 
expire,  ai^d,  as  t^re  wejre,  nearly  1,100 
trusts  altogether,  a  very  considerable  time 
wopid  elapse  in  getting  rid  of  these  if  they 
were   only  abolished  at  the  slow  rate  of 
eleven  a  year.     He  wanted  to  know  why 
160  trusts  which  were  out  of  debt  were 
not  abolished  and  the  roads  thrown  on  the 
parishes.     He  hoped  that  during  the  re- 
cess this  subject  would  be  considered  by 
the  Home  Office,  and  that  in  another  year 
eitfier  the  Government  or  some  influential 
Member  would  bring  in  a  Bill  which  would 
put  an  end  to  the  obnoxious  system   of 
turnpikes. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Continuance  of  Acts,  except 
7  G,  4.  c.  Ixxxv,,  7  G.  4.  c.  cxxv.,  7  4  8 
G.  4.  c.  vii.,  9  G.  4.  c.  cviii.,  1  W.  4, 
c.  viii.,  3  W.  4.  c.  liii.,  3  W.  4.  c,  Ixi.,  3  &  4 
W.  4.  c.  c,  2  Vict.  c.  xiv.,  5  Vict,  c.  xlv., 
6  di^  7  Vict.  c.  cviii.,  IZ  &  14  Vict, 
c.  Ixxxv). 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  he  shoald  again  move, 
as  an  Amendment,  the  addition  of  the 
words  "  also  an  Act  5  Qeo.  IV*  e«  56, 
for  repairing  the  Lower  Road  from  Green- 
wich to  W^wich,"  with  a  view  to  put  an 
end  to  that  trust  by  exempting  it  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill*    Ha  hs4 hoo^ghtrOft 
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the  8iib|eot  one  night  hsi  week,  and  on  a 
division  carried  biff  Amendment  by  eighteen 
to  fourteen,  but  as  there  were  not  auffi- 
oient  Membert  present  to  form  a  Ilouse  he 
was  bound  to  bring  on  the  question  again. 
This  trust  had  been  continued  for  nineteen 
jears,  and  the  debt  was  £2,400,  but  if  the 
trust  yrtA  continued  from  year  to  year  he 
doubted  whether  the  debt  would  ever  be 
liquidated.  On  the  north  aide  of  the 
Thames  the  trusts  were  abolished  without 
any  regard  to  the  question  whether  they 
were  in  debt  or  not. 

Mr.  T.  G.  baring  said,  that  the 
trusts  on  the  north  of  the  Thames 
were  not  abolished  before  their  debt  was 
paid  off.  He  maintained  that  the  Bill 
was  in  accordance  with  the  legislation 
affecting  the  trusts  on  the  north  side  of  the 
river,  and  equitable  as  between  the  public 
and  private  individuals.  He  regretted  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  not 
satisfied  with  what  had  been  done  by  the 
Home  Office  in  regard  to  this  trust.  The 
trust  was  indebted  to  the  extent  of  £2,000, 
the  debt  originally  being  £12,000.  An 
arrangement  was  made  by  which  the  ex- 
isting debt  was  to  be  paid  off  at  the  rate 
of  £500  a  year,  and  if  the  trustees  were 
advised  to  come  to  Parliament  for  a  Bill, 
the  effect  would  be  to  increase  the  debt. 
He  was  prepared  to  insert  that  trust  in 
the  schedule,  but  he  insisted  on  the  under- 
standing that  the  matter  might  be  consi- 
dered and  dealt  with  by  a  Committee  of 
Parliament  next  year  according  to  its 
merits. 

Colonel  PENNANT  said,  that  the  ag- 
gregate debt  had  been  diminished  from 
£».000,000  to  £4,000,000.  There  was 
no  instance  of  a  debt  on  a  tnmpike  trust 
being  sin^ept  away  by  a  Select  Committee 
of  that  House. 

Colonel  FRENCH  said,  that  through 
the  mismanagement  of  individuals  having 
control  of  the  matter,  the  money  which 
had  been  borrowed  on  the  security  of  the 
tolls,  instead  of  having  been  gradually  re- 
paid, still  remained  as  a  charge  upon  the 
tolls,  and  it  was  now  seriously  proposed 
that  Pafliament  should  pay  off  the  claim. 
He  should  not  divide  the  Committee  upon 
the  question,  but  he  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  good  security  for  the 
fulfilment  of  the  engagement.  He  could 
not  understand  why  the  country  should  be 
called  on  to  make  good  the  losses  caused  by 
errors  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  turnpike 
trustees.  Evervbody  advancing  money  on 
turnpike  trusts  knew  that  the  security  was 
limited  to  twenty  or  thirty  years.    The 


trusts  had  been  abused,  and  the  House  of 
Commons  had  in  many  cases  renewed  the 
Acts.  Last  year  the  Government  under- 
took that  this  trust  should  be  inquired  into 
by  a  Committee,  and  if  that  pledge  had 
been  redeemed  there  would  have  been  no 
need  for  them  to  come  forward  and  now 
say  that  they  would  do  it  next  year. 

Mr.  cox  said,  he  advised  the  aecept- 
ance  of  the  Government  offer.  He  objected 
to  a  different  system  of  legislation  taking 
place  with  regard  to  turnpike  trusts  on  the 
south  side  of  the  Thames  to  what  had 
taken  place  on  the  north  side  of  the 
Thames. 

Mb.  Aldbrhan  SALOMONS  said,  that 
he  also  advised  the  acceptance.  As  far  as 
his  constituents  were  concerned  they  were 
divided.  The  toll-payers  liked  the  Bill; 
those  who  would  have  to  pay  in  future 
disapproved  of  it. 

Mb.  LOCKE  said,  what  he  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  propose  was,  that 
the  turnpike  trust  of  the  Woolwich  and 
Greenwich  lower  road  should  be  put  into 
the  schedule,  and  that  next  year  he  would 
not  take  it  out,  and  that  when  a  Bill  should 
be  brought  in  by  the  trustees  of  the  road, 
as  was  done  this  year,  he  would  not  re- 
commend them  to  withdraw  it,  and  then 
put  it  into  the  exception  clause.  The  effect 
of  the  arrangement,  as  he  understood  it, 
was,  that  for  one  year,  and  for  one  year 
only,  the  trust  was  to  remain,  and  that  the 
Government  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
it  next  year,  but  would  leave  the  trustees 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  be  decided  upon  by 
Parliament.  That  would  carry  out  what 
was  proposed  by  the  Home  Office  last  year. 
On  that  understanding  he  was  willmgto 
accede  to  the  proposal,  but  he  should  have 
preferred  an  Amendment  declaring  that 
the  trust  should,  unless  revised  by  speoial 
Act  of  Parliament,  be  abolished  on  the 
1st  of  August  in  next  year. 

Clause  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Schedule. 

Mb.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  moved  to 
omit  "  1  Oeo.  TV.  o.  69,  an  Act  for  re- 
pairing and  improving  several  roads  leading 
into  and  from  Devises,  in  the  county  of 
Wilts."  He  said  that  the  trust  did  not 
come  within  the  reeommendations  of  the 
Committee  of  last  year,  and  the  person 
who  had  advanced  money  to  the  amount  of 
£850  had  threatened  to  seise  the  tolls  if 
the  trust  were  not  omitted  from  the  sche- 
dule. 

Mb.  T.  G,  BARING  Mud^  the  circum- 
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stances  of  the  trust  warranted  some  delay, 
and  he  was  therefore  willing  to  accede  to 
the  request  of  tlie  hon.  Member  for  De- 
Tizes,  hoping  that  before  next  year  some 
arrangement  might  be  come  to  between 
the  parties. 

House  r€9WMd. 

Bill  Reported;  as  amended,  to  be  consi- 
dered To-morrow^  at  Twe]?e  of  the  clock. 

COUNTY    COURTS    EQUITABLE 
JURISDICTION  BILL. 

{Larde.'\  [BaL  236.]  oonsidebation. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eomidered. 

Mr.  HENLET  said,  he  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  condition  of  the  priso- 
ners who  might  be  committed  under  the 
authority  of  the  Bill.  The  power  of 
commitment  was  unlimited.  He  supposed 
that  the  prisoners  would  come  under  the 
category  of  County  Court  or  fraudulent 
debtors;  and,  if  so,  their  condition  would 
be  almost  penal.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Home  Department  would  make 
some  regulation  by  way  of  safeguard  on 
the  subject. 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  said,  he  was  not 
certain  that  all  the  persons  committed 
under  this  Bill  would  be  in  the  position  of 
County  Court  debtors,  though  some  un- 
doubtedly would  be.  He  would  look  into 
the  matter,  however,  that  the  hardship,  if 
any,  might  be  corrected.  The  treatment 
was  defined  by  rules  made  by  the  Home 
Office,  and  not  under  an  Act  of  Parliament. 

Clause  20  (Imposing  upon  the  Judge 
in  certain  cases  the  duty  of  settling  the 
terms  of  appeals). 

Mr.  MURRAY  said,  there  were  many 
objections  to  this  provision,  and  moved 
that  it  be  struck  out. 

Mr.  MALINS  said,  he  thought  this 
was  an  attempt  to  re-introduce  a  perni- 
cious and  abolished  system.  The  same 
practice  existed  formerly  in  bankruptcy, 
and  he  had  seen  two  days  spent  before 
the  Judge  in  an  attempt  to  settle  the 
terms  of  an  appeal. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  said, 
that  in  deference  to  the  opinions  which 
had  been  expressed,  he  was  quite  willing 
to  allow  the  question  of  appeal  to  remain 
at  large,  and  see  how  the  system  worked. 

Clause  omitted. 

Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow,  at  Twelve 
of  the  clock. 

^r.  T.  O.  Raring 


RAILWAY  DEBENTURES.  Ac..  REGISTRY 

BILL— [X<m<».]  [Bill  241.] 

SECOND     RBADIMa. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Lord  NAAS  said,  that  the  Bill  had 
come  down  from  the  Lords,  but  as  it 
appeared  that  it  would  meet  with  con* 
siderable  opposition  in  that  House  its 
promoters  had  no  wish  to  proceed  with 
it  during  the  present  Session. 

Second  Reading  put  of  for  a  fortnight. 

House  adjourned  at  a  qaarter 
after  Eight  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday  J  June  27,  1865. 

MINUTES.]  —  Sat  Firtt  in  Pcarliameni  —  Tbo 
Earl  of  Morley,  after  the  Death  of  his  Father. 

PuBUO  Bills — First  Reading — Expiring  Laws 
Contihuance*  (226);  Poor  Law  Board  Coo- 
tinuance(227). 

Second  Reading — Peace  Preservation  (Ireland) 
Act  (1856)  Amendment**  (200);  Greenwich 
Hospital  (179) ;  Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis)* 
(215) ;  Turnpike  TrusU  Arrangements* (216) ; 
Ajr  Burghs  Election  *  (186) ;  Falmouth 
Borough  •  (201)  ;  Comptroller  of  the  Exche- 
quer and  Public  Audit*  (212);  Inland  Reve- 
nue *  (221 ) ;  Indemnity  *  (222) ;  Compound 
Spirits  Warehousing*  (224). 

Committee  —  Prisons  (156)  ;  Salmon  Fishery 
Act  (1861)1  Amendment  (199)  ;  Carriers'  Act 
Amendment  *  (198) ;  Foreign  Jurisdiction  Aet 
Amendment  [h.l.]*  (211) :  Rochdale  Vicar- 
age [h.l.]*  (213)  ;  Naval  Discipline  Act 
Amendment  [hx.]  *  (214) ;  Sugar  Duties  and 
Drawbacks*  (196). 

R$poH  —  Carriers  Act  Amendment  •  ( 198) ;  Fo- 
reign Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment  [hj^J* 
(211);  Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  if 
(208) ;  NaTj  and  Marines  ( Property  of  De- 
ceased) *  (220) ;  Rochdale  Vicarage  [hj..]* 
(213)  ;  Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment 
[B.L.]  *  (214) ;  Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks* 
(195). 

Third  Reading — Land  Debentures  (Ireland)* 
(219)  ;  Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment  •(168);  Navy  and  Marine  (Wills)* 
(169) ;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 
(No.  3)*  (184) ;  Naval  and  Marine  (Pay  and 
Pensions)*  (177);  Harbours  Transfer •  (182); 
National  Gallery  (Dublin)  *  (196),  and  pasied, 

TTNE  IMPROVEMENT  BILL. 

THIBD   BEADING. 

Thb  Earl  OP  ELLENBOTtOTJGB*,  hav- 
ing presented  two  petitions  from  Tyne- 
moath  and  South  Shields  against  this  Bill, 
which  stood  for  third  Reading  to-night,  said^ 
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he  mast,  in  the  first  place,  explain  how 
it  happened  that  he  had  not  presented 
these  petitions  earlier,  that  reason  heing 
that  he  had  not  seen  the  Bill  put  down  on 
the  paper.  All  he  could  now  do  was  to 
present  the  petition  and  request  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Somerset)  to  them.  He  regretted  to  see 
^at  there  was  another  Bill  to  be  read  the 
third  time  that  night,  by  which  it  was 
intended  to  transfer  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
all  the  powers  now  exercised  by  the  Ad- 
miralty over  the  harbours  of  this  country. 
Now  that  he  looked  on  as  a  most  unwise 
step,  belieying,  as  he  did,  that  those 
powers  would  be  much  better  exercised  by 
the  Admiralty,  whose  views  were,  gene- 
rally speaking,  of  a  higher  nature,  and 
whose  first  duty  was  towards  the  seamen. 
Up  to  recent  times  there  was  a  bar  on  the 
harbour  pf  the  Tyne  river,  which  was 
now,  however,  almost  entirely  removed. 
While  that  bar  existed,  a  vessel,  whatso- 
ever dangers  she  might  previously  have 
ODcountered,  the  moment  she  passed  it 
found  herself  in  still  water;  but  now  that 
it  had  been  taken  away,  the  great  dangers 
to  be  overcome  were  those  to  be  met  with 
in  the  inmost  recesses  of  the  harbour  itself. 
During  the  last  year  nineteen  vessels  had 
been  stranded  at  the  entrance  to  the  bar- 
hour,  instead  of  eight  or  ten  which  was 
the  usual  average,  and  in  the  case  of  three 
of  these  vessels,  forty-four  lives  were  lost. 
He  feared  that  so  long  as  the  harbour  re- 
mained as  it  was,  dreadful  loss  of  life  must 
be  expected  to  take  place  year  after  year. 
Tinder  those  circumstances  he  hoped  the 
noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Admiralty 
would  allow  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill 
to  be  postponed  until  he  had  obtained  the 
opinion  of  a  competent  oflScer  sent  down 
expressly  to  report  on  the  present  position 
of  the  harbour. 

Thb  Duke  of  SOMERSET  thought  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Earl  was  scarcely 
reasonable  in  the  case  of  a  Private  Bill 
which  had  passed  through  the  House  of 
Commons  and  been  before  a  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House.  Those  who  were 
interested  in  the  navigation^ had  had  ample 
opportunities  of  being  heard  before  Com- 
mittees of  that  and  the  other  House,  and 
it  was  not  fair  that  they  should  withhold 
their  opposition  until  the  third  reading  of 
the  Bill,  and  then  ask  that  it  should  be 
postponed  until  the  Admiralty  had  insti- 
tuted an  inquiry  into  the  subject.  The 
Admiralty  had,  in  fact,  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Tyne  Harbour,  which,  like  most  other 


!  commercial  harbours,  was  a  few  years  ago 
transferred  to  the  management  of  the  Boaxd 
of  Trade. 

LoBJD  RAVENSWORTH  said,  that  the 
Committee  of  their  Lordships  which  sat 
upon  this  Bill  bestowed  great  attention 
upon  it,  and  if  any  one  had  any  complaint 
to  make  against  its  provisions,  they  ought 
to  have  appeared  before  the  Committee  and 
stated  their  objections. 

Thb  Eabl  of  ELLENBOROUGH  said, 
that  no  doubt  the  petitions  were  intended 
to  have  been  presented  before  the  Bill  was 
referred  to  a  Committee.  Unfortunately 
those  from  whom  he  received  them  omitted 
to  inform  him  when  the  Bill  would  pass 
that  stage,  and  it  was  only  recently  that 
he  discovered  it  in  the  list  of  Bills  waiting 
for  third  reading.  He  was  as  anxious  as 
any  one  that  ihe  harbour  of  the  Tyne 
should  be  improved,  but  no  one  could  look 
at  the  chart  of  that  harbour  without  seeing 
that  the  proper  mode  of  improving  it  was 
to  excavate  the  Black  Middens. 

Earl  GREY  said,  he  saw  no  necessity 
for  adopting  the  course  suggested  by  the 
noble  Earl  in  reference  to  tlm  Bill. 

Bill  read  3\ 

THE  DISSOLUTION  OF  THE 
PARLIAMENT. 

Eabl  GRANYILLE  :  My  Lords,  before 
the  reading  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  I 
wish  to  make  a  communication  to  your 
Lordships  on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  respect  to  the  Dissolution 
of  Parliament.  After  the  statement  which 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  was  good 
enough  to  make  to  the  House  last  night 
regarding  the  state  of  the  Private  busi- 
ness, I  and  one  of  my  Colleagues  com- 
municated with  Lord  Palmerston  on 
the  subject.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
greatly  regret  having  to  interfere  with 
the  finishing  of  the  Private  business  be- 
fore the  House ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
there  are  various  and  important  rea- 
sons why  the  dissolution  of  Parliament 
should  not  be  postponed  for  any  oon- 
siderable  time  after  the  Public  business 
has  been  brought  to  a  conclusion.  There- 
fore, without  giving  any  distinct  pledge 
on  the  subject.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  advise  Her 
Majesty  to  prorogue  Parliament  on  Thurs- 
day week,  the  6th  of  July.  With  regard 
to  the  anticipated  interference  with  the 
Private  business,  in  consequence  of  the 
diMolution,  I  do  not  think  the  inconve- 
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oienee  will  be  bo  great  M  )m0  been  sap- 
posed,  as,  since  the  appeal  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  the  House,  considerable  progress  has 
been  made  in  that  business.  With  regard 
to  the  class  of  Bills  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord  yesterday — ^namely,  those  to 
which  parties  are  offering  opposition — I 
do  not  think  that  the  limitation  of  the 
time  for  the  prorogation  of  Parliament 
will  affect  them  in  any  great  degree.  It 
appears  to  me  that  there  are  weighty  rea- 
sons to  induce  Her  Majesty's  Government 
not  nnnecessarily  to  delay  the  dissolution 
of  Parliament.  Such  delay  would  cause 
great  expense  to  candidates,  who  all  earn- 
estly wish  to  proceed  as  soon  as  possible 
with  the  elections.  The  delay  would  also 
most  injuriously  affect  trade  and  manu- 
factures, which  are  much  affected  by  the 
electioneering  contest  about  to  take  place, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  a  greater  amount  of 
evil  would  be  caused  to  the  country  by 
delaying  the  dissolutioUi  than  would  result 
from  the  non-completion  of  so  much  of 
the  Private  business  as  yet  remains  to  be 
done.  Under  these  circumstances  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  are  of  opinion  that 
the  prorogation  should  take  place  on 
Thursday  the  6th  July,  which  would  give 
more  than  ample  time  for  disposing  of  the 
Public  business. 

LoBB  REDESDALB:  Of  course  I  have 
not  a  word  to  say  against  the  decision 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gh>vemment.  It  is  no 
doubt  their  duty  to  do  the  best  they  can 
for  the  general  interests  of  the  country, 
and  having  come  to  the  conclusion  to  dis- 
solve Parliament  at  an  early  day  I  can  no 
longer  contend  against  that  determination. 
I  hope,  however,  that  the  amount  of  in- 
jury to  those  interested  in  the  Private 
business  will  be  less  than  was  at  first 
expected,  as  I  believe  that  by  the  end 
of  the  Session  there  will  be  but  few,  if 
any,  Private  Bills  undisposed  of,  as  a 
great  number  of  those  Bills  have  been 
passed  within  the  lastfbw  days,  and  in 
nearly  every  instance  where  the  Bills  will 
remain  undisposed  of  the  fault  will  rest 
with  the  parties  themselves.  I  hope  no 
attempt  will  be  made  to  hang  up  any  of 
the  P^vate  business  until  next  Session — 
a  course  which  in  my  opinion  would  be 
clearly  wrong.  Any  intimation  of  such 
a  nature  would  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting amicable  arrangements  between 
the  contending  parties  which  otherwise 
might  possibly  take  place,  and  I  am  very 
glad  tluit  no  notice  of' such  a(n  ittt6ntion 
EarlOraiwah 


has  been  giten  by  the  noble  Ead.  IlSunk 
I  shall  ba  able  this  evening  to  appoint 
additional  Committees,  which  will  facili- 
tate the  disposal  of  the  remaining  basinets. 
I  shall  watch  the  progress  of  the  busmea 
carefully,  and  we  shidl  be  enabled  in  a 
fow  days  to  see  what  prospect  there  will 
be  of  oonduding  it  before  the  rising  of 
tlie  House. 

PRIVATE  BILLS.— RESOLUTION; 

Standing  Order  No.  179.  Sect.  1,  m- 
ridered  (according  to  Order). 
LoBD  BEDESDALE  moted-^ 

**  That  Wednesday  next  shall  be  considered  u 
a  sitting  day  with  respect  to  any  petition  pnyio; 
to  be  heard  upon  the  merits  against  any  Bill  men- 
tioned in  either  of  the  two  classes  of  priraie  Billi." 

Lord  BROUGHAM  did  not  rise  to 
oppose,  but  to  second,  Lord  Bedesdale's 
proposal  for  expediting  the  business,  and 
hasten  the  dissolution  so  necessary  for  pre- 
serving the  peace  and  for  relieving  all 
parties  from  the  anxieties,  labours,  and 
enormous  expense  under  which  so  many 
were  now  suffering.  But  he  never  could 
see  measures  taken  to  expedite  the  Private 
Business  of  Parliament  without  rendering 
the  tribute  of  justice  to  the  memorrof  the 
illustrious  man  whose  loss  we  daily  hare 
to  deplore  on  all  questions,  whether  of 
peace  or  war,  of  foreign  or  domestic  policy, 
his  illustrious  friend,  the  Great  Dol^e, 
never  to  be  replaced.  When  in  conjunc- 
tion with  him  he  (Lord  Brougham)  had 
referred  the  new  Standing  Order  to  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  tiie  Duke  said, 
"  Why  not  propose  our  great  plan  ?"  Lord 
Brougham  answered  that  the  Committee 
was  certain  to  reject  it.  "  Never  mind," 
said  the  Duke,  ''  we  can  but  be  defeated, 
and  then  we  retreat  upon  the  lesser  one." 
Accordingly,  we  were  defeated,  and  the 
present  Standing  Orders  were  adopted, 
first  by  the  Committee,  and  then  hy  the 
House,  and  effected  a  great  improvement 
in  our  Private  Business,  and  were  afte^ 
wards,  though  with  great  reluctance, 
adopted  by  the  pther  House.  It  was,  how- 
ever, a  fiup  inferior  measure,  as  the  Duke 
justly  said,  to  that  which  they  had  worked 
out  together.  That  was  the  true  remedy 
for  saving  both  time,  labour,  and  expense. 
It  consisted  in  having  a  Joint  Committee 
of  the  two  Houses,  seven  Conunoners  and 
five  Peers,  the  Duke  at  first  was  for  six 
of  each,  but  with  his  wonted  ssgacity  he 
soon  perceived  the  necessity  of  giving  • 
majority  to  the  Commons,  and  with  his 
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n^et^fiuUBg  (Nindonr  lie  aaaented  to  this 
change.  The  whole  matter  of  each  Bill, 
both  law  and  fact,  were  to  be  referred  to 
this  Committee^  with  a  professional  Ju^ge 
to  assist  and  inform  it  on  questions  of  law 
and  eyidenoe,  but  in  no  way  to  guide  or 
control.  The  Report  made  to  each  House 
was  to  be  oonclusiye  only  on  the  facts, 
leaving  the  whole  Question  of  the  Bill  to 
the  entire  and  free  aecision  of  each  House. 
Such  an  improvement  in  our  course  of 
legislation  would  effectually  prevent  the 
enormous  labours,  delay,  and  expense  of  a 
double  inquiry  in  each  case,  and  although 
the  pains  taken  by  an  able  and  experienced 
Member  of  the  other  House  had  effected 
considerable  improvements  of  late,  yet  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  was  convinced  that  this 
plan  thus  sanctioned  by  his  illustrious 
Friend  must  sooner  or  later  be  adopted,  as 
the  real  and  effectual  remedy  for  evils  at 
present  so  severely  felt  by  all  but  those 
mterested  in  the  continuance  of  the  evil. 
Resolved,  That  Wedi^iday  next  bt  considered 
as  a  Sitting  Day  with  respect  to  any  Petition  pray- 
ing to  bo  heard  upon  the  Merits  against  any  Bill 
mentioned  in  either  of  the  Two  ClMses  of  Private 
Billv.— { Tk»  Chairmcm of  ComnmUees.) 

PRIVATE    BILLS. 
Standing  Order  No.  178.  Seel.  9.  cami- 
dered  (acoording  to  Order),  and  dispen$ed 
with  for  the  Remainder  of  the  Seesiou.— 
{The  Chairman  of  ChmmUt$e$») 

DIVISIONS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
STAironro  Obdkb  No.  25  AKSHnsn, 
Standing  Order  No.  25.  Sect.  2.  eaU' 
Mered  (according  to  Order),  and  amended 
as  follows  :  After  the  Words  (*<  to  be  kept 
on  the  Table  for  that  Purpose")  add  (*•  and 
the  Tellers  shall  be  appointed") ;  and  after 
the  Words  ('*  as  indicnted  by  the  Sand 
Glass")  add  {•*  or  after  such  shorter  Time 
as  the  Tellers  appointed  on  both  Sides  may 
agree  to.") — {The  Chairman  of  Commit' 
iee$.) 

PRISONS  BILL— (No.  155.) 
COHICTTES. 

Hoose  in  Coom^ittee  (acoording  to 
Order). 

Clause  69  (Prohibition  of  Sentence  of 
Solitary  Confinement). 

Thk  Eakl  op  CAENAEVON  mov0d 
the  omission  of  the  clause.  The  Select 
Como^ttee  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
which  had  inquired  very  fully  into  this 
sal)j|eot»  bad.  eipressed  an  opinion  in  fa- 
Tour  of  t)4a  paairfiment^  as  being  Tozy 


▼aluable,  eapeeially  in  eases  of  short  sen- 
tences. The  clause  formed  no  part  ef 
the  Bill  as  it  emanated  from  the  Home 
Office,  but  was  inserted  in  the  Bill  in  the 
other  House.  The  abolition  of  this  pun- 
iednaent  had  no  oonnection  with  the 
suk^eet-matler  of  the  Bill,  which  was  for 
the  vegulaticm  of  the  administration  of 
prisons.  The  abolitioa  of  the  punish* 
ment  of  solitary  oonAnement  was  a  matter 
of  judicial  procedure,  which  ought  not  to 
be  imported  into  a  Bill  of  this  sort.  The 
Bill  dnd  not  apply  to  military  prisons, 
and  military  tribimals,  as  their  Lordships 
were  aware,  were  frequently  in  the  habit 
of  imposing  sentences  of  three  and  six 
m(mths'  imprisonment,  wi&  solitary  coU'' 
finement  for  one  wee^  in  every  month. 
How  was  it  possible  that  such  a  sentence 
couM  be  carried  out  if  this  clause  were 
passed  ?  There  were  often  ofiSmees  com- 
mitted in  pnsoft  whkh  rehired  to  be 
dedt  with  by  meaas  of  solitary  eonfine- 
me&t,  and  if  the  jusiioee  were  depnred  of 
this  power  tiiey  would  be  unable  to  deal 
with  them.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  noble  Lord  (Earl  Grasville)  would 
^pree  to  the  omission  of  this  daiase. 

Eabl  GEANYILLE  said,  the  noble 
Earl  was  qmte  right  in  saying  thoit  the 
clause  formed  no  part  of  the  BiU  as  it  left 
the  E[ome  Offioe,  but  he  could  not  agree 
that  ,it  was  an  anomaly  in  a  Bill  of  this 
character.  The  clause,  he  beUeved,  had 
been  unanunously  agreed  to  by  the  Select 
Committee  of  the  other  House,  and  he 
hoped  their  Lordships  woidd  agree  to  re- 
tain it  in  the  Bill. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  thought  the  dauaa 
went  beyond  the  scope  of  the  BilL  No 
doubt  very  exaggerated  ideas  were  enter- 
tained at  one  time  of  the  effisets  of  soli* 
tary  confinement;  but  stUl,  for  certain 
purposes,  it  was  a  useful  punishment,  and 
Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  would  do  well 
to  omit  the  clause. 

The  Marquess  of  Salisbttbt  and  The 
Earl  of  EoMKEY  urged  the  omission  of  the 
clause.  

Eaxl  GEANVJLLLE  saidi  that  in  de- 
ference to  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lords  he  would  consent  to  strike  out  the 
clause. 

Clause  struck  out. 

Thb  Eakl  of  CAENAEVON  moved 
an  Amendment  to  Schedule  I.,  Eule  34, 
which  he  said  was  rendered  necessary  by 
the  omission  of  Clause  68.  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  where  hard  labour  in  any 
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form  was  imposed  low  diet  could  not  be 
inflicted.  The  object  was  to  make  the 
punishment  in  cases  of  short  sentences 
sharp  and  severe,  and  therefore  that  ob- 
ject would  be  defeated  if  hard  labour  were 
imposed,  thus  rendering  it  impossible  to 
giye  the  prisoner  a  low  diet.  He  therefore 
moved  to  omit  certain  words  from  the 
clause  which  would  prevent  the  addition 
of  hard  labour  in  short  sentences. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Schedule  11.  (List  of  Gaols  to  be  closed.) 

The  Eabl  op  CARNARVON  desired  to 
be  informed  why  the  gaol  at  Poole  was 
not  included  within  its  operation.  The 
Committee  ascertained  that  the  average 
number  of  prisoners  in  that  gaol  was  only 
two,  and  &e  maximum  number  in  the 
course  of  the  year  only  eleven.  The  food 
of  4;he  prisoners  was  not  cooked  in  the 
gaol  in  the  usual  manner,  but  there  was 
a  contract  with  a  neighbouring  hotel,  and 
the  dinners  of  the  inmates  were  brought  in 
upon  trays  by  the  servants  of  that  estab- 
lishment. Several  prisoners  were  allowed 
to  sleep  in  one  cell,  and  he  was  not  sure 
that  two  had  not  been  permitted  to  occupy 
the  same  bed.  The  tread-mill  was  so  con- 
structed that  one  prisoner  could  turn  the 
wheel ;  and  when  the  governor  went  out 
he  was  compelled  to  lock  up  the  one  or 
two  prisoners  who  might  be  in  the  gaol, 
and  trust  to  their  own  industry  for  the 
performance  of  the  tasks  imposed  upon 
them. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  he  did 
not  know  why  this  gaol  had  been  left  out 
of  the  schedule,  but. he  was  sure  that 
there  must  be  some  good  reason  for  its 
omission.  He  would  inquire  into  the  sub- 
ject, and  would  answer  the  noble  Earl's 
question  upon  a  future  day. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Thuriday  next ;  and  BiU  to 
be  printed^  as  amended.    (No.  228.) 

GREENWICH  HOSPITAL  BILL— (No.  179.) 
SBCOND  BBADure. 

The  DiTKE  of  SOMERSET,  in  moving 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  said,  it  was 
founded  on  the  Report  of  a  Royal  Com- 
mission. Having  pointed  out  the  principal 
clauses  of  the  BUI,  the  noble  Duke  said^ 
that  as  there  was  no  objection  to  the  gene- 
ral principle  of  the  Bill,  he  should  content 
himself  with  moving  that  it  be  read  a 
second  time. 

Tko  JSarl  qf  Carnarvon 


Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*.^* 
^The  Duke  of  Somereet,) 

The  Eabl  or  HARDWICKE  said,  tkt 
it  had  been  repeatedly  represented  that 
after  the  passing  of  this  Bill  the  Hospital 
would  remain  very  much  as  it  was  before. 
It  appeared  to  him,  however,  that  the 
Bill  proposed  to  substitute  in  lieu  of  the 
present  Hospital  a  fund  which  should  be 
entirely  at  the  disposal  of  the  Admiralty, 
which  was  to  have  the  complete  and  entire 
control  of  the  revenues  of  the  Hospital, 
and  to  have  the  appointment  of  the  pen- 
sioners. The  Bill,  therefore,  must  be  re- 
garded as  entirely  abolishing  Greenwich 
Hospital  as  it  was  generally  understood, 
and  to  hand  over  its  revenues  to  puiposes 
quite  foreign  to  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  founded  —  namely,  that  of  being  a 
great  almshouse  for  the  reception  of  aged 
and  wounded  seamen.  It  now  seemed  to 
be  the  desire  of  the  Admiralty  to  get  rid 
of  the  pensioners  altogether.  The  noble 
Duke  had  entirely  changed  his  opinion 
on  this  subject  since  last  year,  when  he 
expressed  a  strong  opinion  that  the  build- 
ing should  be  retained  for  the  purposes  to 
which  it  had  been  so  long  applied,  and 
that  the  revenues  should  be  kept  distinct; 
whereas,  the  Bill  proposed  not  only  to 
take  away  the  building  from  the  seamen, 
but  also  to  place  the  revenues  in  the 
hands  of  the  Admiralty,  who  would  have 
to  create  a  new  office  for  its  management 
at  a  great  annual  expense.  Now,  he 
might  be  asked  what  arrangement  he  was 
prepared  to  advise?  He  replied  that  the 
revenues  could  be  better  managed  if  a 
Commissioner  were  placed  over  them, 
whose  accounts  would  be  audited  and  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament.  The  managemeot 
of  the  property  of  the  value  of  £200,000  a 
year  would  require  a  certain  number  of 
clerks  at  the  Admiralty,  and  constitute  an 
mperium  in  tmperto,  while  the  Admiralty 
had  quite  enough  to  do  in  governing  the 
navy.  And  yet  the  estates  would  not  be 
managed  as  efficiently  as  if  they  were  under 
a  Commissioner  with  a  steward  in  charge  of 
them.  He  (the  Earl  of  Hardwicke)  would 
keep  the  Hospital  for  the  unmarried  sea- 
men, and  with  regard  to  the  married  men, 
he  would  give  them  pensions  outside.  If 
the  Hospital  was  not  then  sufficiently 
filled  he  would  reserve  a  part  for  the  cure 
of  diseased  and  wounded  men,  and  in 
time  of  war  it  would  again  revert  to  its 
ancient  purpose.  The  officers  at  present 
in  the  Hospital  he  would  have  1^^ 
oompensatedy  and  he  would  have  phM^ 
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tho  three  oaptains  on  the  list  of  retired 
Admirals.  There  were  two  remarkable 
instances  of  such,  as  both  Captains  Cook 
and  Lord  Rodney  had  been  on  the  Green- 
wich Hospital  list,  and  afterwards  returned 
to  active  service.  He  deeply  regretted 
tiie  step  taken  by  the  Admiralty. 

The  Eabl  op  COLCHESTEE  expressed 
his  opinion  that  the  Bill  would  not  work 
so  well  as  the  Government  expected. 

Thb  Dukb  op  somerset,  in  reply  to 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Hardwicke),  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
only  what  had  been  shadowed  out  in  a 
memorandum  which  he  had  laid  upon  the 
table  some  time  ago,  and  which  he  believed 
had  met  with  the  general  approbation  of 
both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Pensioners 
who  were  not  quite  worn  out  felt  that  a 
residence  in  Greenwich  Hospital  was  a 
monotonous  sort  of  existence — a  kind  of 
monastic  life — and,  no  doubt,  very  many 
of  them  would  gladly  avail  themselves  of 
the  permission  to  go  out  and  live  with  their 
friends. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
^^ly>  and  commtUed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

SALMON  nSHERT  ACT  (1861)  AMEND- 
MENT  BILU-<No.  199.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  read. 

The  Eael  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
that  though  he  had  several  Amendments  to 
propose  on  this  Bill,  he  had  no  wish  to 
oppose  its  passing.  He  was  desirous  that 
the  salmon  fisheries  should  be  protected 
and  improved,  but  not  at  the  expense  of 
private  rights,  and  he  hoped  that  m  revis- 
ing the  Bill  their  Lordships  would  remem- 
ber that  two  years  ago  they  had  rather 
hastily  taken  upon  themselves  to  decide 
severd  points  in  opposition  to  the  opinion 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  three  ex-Chancel- 
lors, another  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and 
the  two  noble  Earls  who  led  the  two  sides 
of  the  House.  The  consequence  was  that 
a  noble  Lord  who  had  been  very  zealous 
for  the  Bill  came  down  the  other  night 
conscience-stricken  and  admitted  that  the 
Bill  had  been  a  failure ;  that  it  had  com- 
mitted great  injustice,  and  that  it  must 
be  remedied,  if  justice  was  to  be  expected 
from  that  House.  He  hoped  that  their 
Lordships  in  considering  the  Bill  would 
not  be  carried  away  by  a  Mhnomania. 
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House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

Clauses  1  to  13,  inclusive,  agrwd  to. 

Clause  14  {Ex-ofieio  Members  of  Board). 

Thp  Eakl  Of  MALMESBURY  pro- 
posed an  Amendment,  providing  that  no 
person  should  be  a  conservator  who  was 
not  the  owner  or  occupier  of  fifty  acres  of 
land  abutting  on  the  stream  within  the 
limits  of  the  fishery  district. 

LoKD  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY  ob- 
jected to  restricting  the  discretion  of  the 
magistrates  in  the  selection  of  these  offioers. 

Amendment  n$gatk^. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  15  to  80,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  31  (Order  for  Entry  of  Water- 
Bailiff  on  Land). 

The  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY  objected 
to  the  extraordinary  powers  oonferred  upon 
watchers  to  enter  upon  premises  and  to 
remain  there  for  thi^  days  and  nights, 
and  therefore  moved  the  omission  of  the 
clause. 

LoHD  STANLEY  OF  ALDERLEY  said, 
the  clause  was  only  an  extension  of  a  clause 
in  the  Lrish  Salmon  Fishery  Act. 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD  suggested  that 
the  clause  should  apply  to  premises  not 
being  a  dwelling-house  or  gaiden. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
agreed  to  the  Amendment. 

Clause  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Clauses  32  to  89,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  40  (Commissioners  to  inquire  as 
to  fixed  Engines). 

LoBi)  CHELMSFORD  said,  that  the 
clause  gave  to  the  Commissioners  unusual 
and  arbitrary  powers,  and  moved  that  it  be 
omitted  from  the  Bill. 

On  Question,  that  the  said  Clause  stand 
Part  of  the  Bill  ?  their  Lordships  divided: — 
Contents  13 ;  Not-Contents  7  :  Majority  6. 
Amendments  made ;  The  Report  thereof 
to  be  received  on  Thursday  next ;  and  Bill 
to  be  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  229.) 
CONTENTS. 

Abinger,  L. 
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NOT.<K>NTEMTS. 
Malmesbarj,  E.  Deoman,  L. 

[  TeUer,'\  Monteaffle  of  BrandonL 

Reddsdkle,  L. 
Chehiitftird,L.[7#<<tff.l    SomerMll,  L  ( JT.  C^tM- 
Cranworib,  L.  ricarde.) 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  SCHOOLS. 
QUB8TI0N. 

Ths  llAxamw  of  WESTME  ATH  asked 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Coimoil,  If  his 
Lordship  is  aware  that  Mr.  J,  I>.  Morril, 
late  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of 
Boman  GathoMe  schook,  who  was  dis- 
missed from  that  Offiee  oa  the  4tli  day  of 
March,  1864,  has  been  appointed  as  In- 
spector of  Boman  Catholic  schools  by  the 
Koyal  Commissioners  of  the  Patriotic  Fund 
wiUi  the  sancti<m  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Council  of  Education  ? 

Easc  GBi^NVILLB  said,  that  he  had 
made  inquiries  on  the  subject^  and  it  ap- 
peared that  Mr.  Morell  was  appointed  by  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Boyal  Patriotic  Fund 
previoos  to  his  dismissal  from  his  office  of 
Inspector  of  Boman  Catholic  Schools. 

Thb  MABauBss  OF  WESTMEATH 
wished  to  know  whether  the  noble  Earl 
thought  that  the  appointment  should  be 
sanctioned  by  the  Govemment? 

Eabl  GBAKYILLE  said,  that  the  Go- 
yemment  had  no  Toice  in  the  matter. 

LIVERPOOL  BOROUGH  PRISON. 
QSBSXION. 

The  Mabqubss  of  WE8TMEATH 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whether 
it  has  authorized  a  Curtain  to  be  drawn 
over  the  Ten  Commandments  in  the  Chapel 
of  the  LiTerpool  Borough  Prison,  so  as 
completely  to  obscure  them  from  Obserra- 
tion  while  the  Bomish  so-called  Altar  is 
therein  displayed  and  the  Boman  Priest 
performs  his  sendees  therein  i 

Eabl  GKRANTILLE  said,  that  this  was 
a  matter  for  the  justices  of  Liyeipool  to 
decide.  No  authority  had  been  asked  for 
and  none  had  been  given  by  the  Home 
Office  in  the  matter. 

HYMN  BOOK  FOR  THE  ARMY  AND  NAVY. 

QXTESnON. 

T^  MiBauBss  OF  WESTMEATH  in- 
quired.  Whether  the  Hymn  Book  entitled, 
Bfmn$  Aneient  and  Modem,  for  use  in  the 
Services  of  the  Church,  has  be^i  adopted 
as  the  authorized  Hymn  Book  for  Her 
Majesty's  Army  and  Navy?  He  understood 
that  the  Hymn  Book  in  question  had'hetn 


issued  to  ttie  army  and  nayy,  with  orders 
that  no  otiier  work  at  the  kind  should  be 
used  for  the  seryice,  and  that  it  was  bound 
up  with  the  Prayer  Books  famished  to 
onr  sdd^rs.  The  noble  Marquess  quoted 
various  passages  from  the  hymns  to  diow 
that  they  ware  either  derived  from  or 
founded  upon  the  Boman  Catholic  brevia- 
ries and  missals,  and  maintained  thattiidr 
language  was  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Chnrch  of  Englatd,  and 
countenanced  doctrines  which  tiie  Articles 
of  tiiat  Church  expressly  denounced  as 
''blasphemous  fahles  and  dangerous  de- 
cdts.''  He  oomplained  of  the  insidions 
manner  in  which  these  doctrines  were 
being  introduced  into  the  army  and  nvrj, 
ajid  asked  whether  it  was  true  that  thai 
Hymn  Book  had  been  infected  on  onr 
soldiers  and  sailors. 

Eabl  DB  GREY  ato  BIPON  aaid,  the 
noble  Marquess  was  correct  in  suppos- 
ing that  a  selection  of  hymns  from  the 
book  called  Bymne  Ancient  and  Modern^ 
had  heen  made  for  the  use  of  the  armji 
and  had  been  bound  up  with  the  Frajer 
Book  as  he  had  stated^  These  Hymns 
had  also  been  issued  to  the  nary.  With 
respect  to  the  book  itself,  he  had  not 
been  able  to  follow  the  noble  Marqness 
in  the  extracts  he  had  read,  and  was 
therefore  unable  to  say  whethw  or  not 
those  particular  hymns  were  included  in 
the  selection ;  neither  could  he  enter  upon 
any  theological  discussion  of  the  subject; 
but  the  admitted  fact  that  these  hymns 
had  been  recommended  by  the  dignitaries 
of  the  Church,  and  were  used  in  a  thou- 
sand parishes  in  this  country,  was  the 
best  guarantee  they  could  have  that  thej 
contained  nothing  inconsistent  with  the 
received  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Bog' 
land.  The  old  hymns  of  Tate  and 
Brady  had  become  distasteful  to  the  sol- 
diers and  sailors,  and  it  was  thought  de6i^ 
able  to  provide  some  new  ones.  These 
had  been  adopted  with  the  approral  of  the 
Chaplain  General  of  the  Army  and  of  a 
Committee  of  naval  chaplmns  and  offieeis. 
The  noble  Marquess  complained  that  po^ 
tions  of  these  hymns  were  taken  from  the 
Boman  Catholic  books  of  worship ;  bnt  he 
surely  was  aware  that  large  portions  of 
the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  was  taken 
from  the  ancient  Liturgies,  and  that  the 
Te  Deum,  for  instance,  was  similarly  de- 
rived. That  there  was  nothing  in  th^ 
Hymn  Book  contrary  to  the  doctrines  w 
the  Churoh  of  England,  the  chaitetor  of 
the  noble  Duke  1^  4he  head  of  the  Ata- 
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ralty  (the  Bake  of  Stfoersei)  was  a  guar- 
antee.  He  would  not  enter  into  a  theolo* 
gieal  disousaion  with  the  noble  Karquees, 
but  he  was  oontent  to  rest  hia  defenoe  of 
the  coane  taken  in  regard  to  this  question 
upon  the  approval  of  a  body  of  men  who 
understood  sueh  subjeots  bett^  than  he 
or  the  noble  Marquess — namely,  the  paat 
dignitaries  of  the  Churoh  and  thO'Olidiiy- 
men  of  a  thousand  parishes, 

Thb  Mabquxss  op  WESTMEATH  said, 
he  was  much  obliged  to  the  noble  Earl  for 
his  oandour,  but  must  say  that,  while  cer- 
tain parts  of  our  Prayer  Book  were  no 
doubt  taken  firom  the  Church  of  Borne,  as, 
for  example,  the  Te  Deum—ih^xk  which 
nothing  could  be  more  magnifieent-**yet 
nothing  had  been  borrow^  from  that 
source  which  the  Church  of  England  ex- 
pressly declared  to  be  incompatible  with 
her  own  pijnciples. 

House  adjoarned  at  a  quarter  post 

Nine  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesda^^  June  27,  1S65. 

MINUTES.]— PuBUO  Bills— Commttte^— Mar- 
riages (Lambourne)  •  [Lords'}  [237J. 

Report — Marriages  (Lambourne)*  {^LQrds]  [237]. 

Considered  as  amended — Clerical  Subscription 
[Lords]  [199]  ;  Turnpike  Acts  Continuance* 
[227] ;  Colonial  Docks  Loans  •  [226]. 

Third  Reading — County  Courts  Equitable  Jurit- 
diction  •  [Lords]  [236]  ;  Expiring  Laws  Con- 
tinuance •  [235] ;  Poor  Law  Board  Continu- 
ance, <bc.  *  [238]. 

The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the  clock* 

COURT  OF  REFEREES  ON  PRIVATE 

BILLS. 

STAVDINe  OBBEBS. 

Standing  Order  SB  read. 

Colonel  WILSON  PATTEN  in  rising, 
pursuant  to  notice,  to  call  attention  to  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Court  of 
Seferees  on  Private  Bills,  said^  that  before 
he  adverted  to  the  alterations  in  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  which  he  was  about  to  propose, 
he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
Private  Business  of  the  House,  not  only 
in  its  present  state,  bijit  as  it  had  existed 
for  some  years  past.  The  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair  had 
beiaa.  dvcected  to  the  subject  for  several 
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years  past ;  but  many  hon.  Members  might 
not  recollect  the  period  when  the  introduc- 
tion of  railways  so  greatly  increased  the 
Private  Business  of  the  House,  that  it  was 
found  necessary  to  abandon  the  old  system 
of  district  Committees,  no  longer  adequate 
to  deal  with  the  Railway  Bills,  and  to 
substitute  Committees  of  five  for  each  Bill. 
That  was  a  most  important  change,  and 
one  which  gave  satisfaction  to  the  publio. 
But  business  continued  to  increase  so  much 
that  it  was  soon  £:>und  impossible  to  tran- 
sact it  without  appointing  so  many  Com- 
mittees that  the  Parliamentary  Bar  made 
complaints  of  their  inalnlity  to  discharge 
their  duties  to  their  clients.    It  was  also 
found  that  so  much  variety  of  opinion  and 
such  conflicting  decisions  were  arrived  at 
by  Committees  that   it  was    impossible 
for  parties  applying  for  Bills  to  form  a 
judgment  in  regard  to  the  result  of  the 
inquiry.    These  difficulties  led  to  another 
alteration— the  formation  of  the  Chairman's 
Panel  of  seven  or  eight  Members,  who 
acted  as  Chairmen  of  all  the  Committees  to 
which  the  railwiry  business  of  the  Session 
was  referred ;  railways  were  grouped  into 
districts,  and  the  number   of  tribunals 
was  thus  {greatly  reduced.    This  was  a 
great  improvement.    Greater  uniformity 
was  obtained,  and  the  length  of  the  pro- 
ceedings on  Private  BiUs  was  curtailed. 
This  system,  however,  now  failed  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  day.     If  hon. 
Members   would  look  at  the  Yotes  they 
would  find  that  in  no  one  Session  for  some 
time  past  had   either  House  of  Parlia- 
ment been  able  to  transact  the  Private 
Business  in  a  proper  manner.    Its   in- 
crease in  the  meanwhile  so  largely  added 
to  the  duties  of  Members  that  complaints 
were  continually  made    and  hopes    ex- 
pressed that  some  other  mode  of  transact- 
ing it  might  be  devised*     The  present 
S^on  was  not  altogether  a  fair  illustra- 
tion, but  he  would  remind  hon.  Members 
that  a  few  days  since  he  had  brought  under 
the  notice  of  the  House  the  fiact  that  there 
stood  on  the  notice  paper  not  less  than 
sixteen  Notices  of  Motion  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Walsall  (Mr.  Charles  Forster) 
for  suspending  the  Standing  Orders  as  the 
only  means  by  which  the  business  of  the 
one  House  might  be  properly  transmitted 
to  the  other.     During  the  last  eight  days 
not  less  than  flfty-fl? e  Motions  of  that  kind 
had  been  made.    On  that  very  day  there 
were    Ave   or  six  Motions  of  a  similar 
kind — ^making  sixty  Notices   of  Motion 
within  nine  days  to  mispeiid  the  Stand. 
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iog  Orders.  These  Orders  had  been  en- 
acted for  public  objects  and  for  the  pro- 
tection of  private  and  public  interests. 
If  they  were  of  no  importance,  let  them  be 
wiped  off  at  once;  but,  if  otherwise,  it 
was  inconsistent  with  the  order  and  regu- 
larity of  their  proceedings  that  they  should 
be  suspended  sixty  times  within  nine  days. 
Several  Committees  had  been  appointed 
from  time  to.  time  to  consider  this  subject, 
and  on  all  hands,  without  exception,  a  com- 
mon complaint  was  heard  that  the  system 
of  transacting  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House  did  not  work  satisfactorily.  Last 
Session  several  Members  met  together  to 
consider  what  improvements  might  be 
made.  Mr.  Sotheron  Estcourt,  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  Bouve- 
rie),  and  several  others  were  present,  and 
offered  suggestions.  He  (Colonel  Wilson 
Patten)  had  suggested  that  at  least  time 
might  be  saved  to  Members  by  detaching 
from  the  inquiry  before  Committee  all 
that  part  of  the  business  that  did  not  re- 
late to  legislative  merits,  but  to  the 
engineering  and  other  statistical  details. 
The  subject  was  afterwards  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  which  recommended 
that  a  trial  should  be  made  of  the  sugges- 
tion which  he  had  the  honour  to  ms^e ; 
and  the  House  ratified  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee.  Having  had  the  expe- 
rience of  one  Session  the  House  was  now 
in  a  position  to  determine  whether,  on  the 
whole,  the  advantages  gained  by  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Court  of  Referees  were 
such  as  to  induce  it  to  continue  the 
system  for  another  Session,  or  for  good. 
He  would  now  tell  the  House  the  result 
ofthe  inquiry  of  its  Select  Committee.  The 
Committee  proposed  to  themselves  three 
heads  of  inquiry.  The  first  was,  had  there 
been  a  saving  of  time  to  Members  of  the 
House?  Secondly,  if  there  had  been  such 
saving  of  time,  had  there  been  a  saving  of 
expense,  or,  if  not,  what  increase  of  expense 
to  the  parties  had  occurred?  Thirdly, 
had  the  new  system  tended  on  the  whole 
to  expedite  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House  ?  The  Committee  called  before  them 
several  witnesses  best  calculated  to  give  a 
sound  opinion  on  the  matters  at  issue; 
but  with  regard  to  the  Bar,  he  (Colonel 
Wilson  Patten)  did  not  select  a  single 
witness.  He  requested  that  at  least  two 
barristers  who  were  most  opposed  in  prin- 
ciple to  the  Court  of  Referees  might  be 
deputed  to  give  evidence.  He  did 
the  same  by  the  Parliamentary  agents. 
He  also  endeavoured  to  ascertain  the 
Oolonri  JFihan  Fatten 
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opinion  of  the  Chairmen  of  Select  Com- 
mittees in  regard  to  the  saving  of  time 
by  hon.  Members  serving  on  Commit- 
tees. The  following  Members  of  the 
Parliamentary  Bar  were  examined  by  the 
Committee :— Mr.  Phinn,  Mr.  Dayieon, 
Mr.  Coleridge,  Mr.  Bodwell,  and  Mr. 
Vernon  Harcourt.  Mr.  Phinn  was  mi- 
favourable  to  the  new  system ;  he  doabted 
whether  it  had  either  saved  expense  to  the 
parties  or  the  time  of  the  House.  It  appear- 
ed, however,  that  Mr.  Phinn  had  not  only 
included  the  time  spent  by  hon.  Members, 
but  also  the  time  during  which  the  Referees 
had  been  occupied.  Mr.  Davison  doubted 
whether  there  had  been  a  saving  of  time, 
yet  thought  that  one  branch  ofthe  inquiry, 
the  locus  itandi,  was  better  dealt  with  be- 
fore the  Referees  than  the  Committees. 
Mr.  Coleridge  was  of  opinion  that  there 
had  been  a  saving  both  of  time  and  ex- 
pense. Mr.  Rodwell  expressed  a  similar 
opinion,  and  was  in  favour  of  the  Court 
of  Referees.  Mr.  Vernon  Harcourt  was 
adverse  to  the  principle  of  the  double  in- 
quiry, but,  in  justice  to  the  Court  of  Re- 
ferees, he  (Colonel  Wilson  Patten)  should 
like  to  read  to  the  House  a  portion  of  the 
evidence  given  by  this  gentleman.  Being 
asked  his  opinion  upon  the  results  of  the 
Court  of  Referees  during  the  present 
Session,  he  said — 

"  I  should  wish,  in  the  first  instance,  to  nj 
that  it  is  impossible  to  express  too  strongly  mj 
opinion  of  the  extraordinary  work  which  has  been 
done  bjr  the  Referees  in  the  course  of  this  Ses- 
sion, both  in  respect  of  the  stupendous  indastry 
which  they  have  shown,  and  the  great  ability 
which  has  been  brought  to  bear  upon  the  ques- 
tions with  which  they  havo  dealt.  All  I  have  to 
say  is,  that  if  you  could  find  a  sufficient  number 
of  persons  to  constitute  Committees,  as  effieieot 
as  the  Courts  of  Referees,  the  whole  system  would 
be  superfiuous,  because  I  do  not  suppose  that 
anybody  would  think  of  removing  from  a  body  so 
constituted  the  consideration  of  the  whole  of  the 
question  which  is  to  be  decided.  I  have  been 
before  the  Referees  in  cases  of  the  greatest  pos- 
sible consequence,  and  the  only  feeling  ^^ich  I 
have  had  is  one  of  regret  that,  after  gentlemen  of 
such  competence  to  deal  with  the  question  bsve 
gone  into  the  inquiry  in  a  most  elaborate  manner, 
just  at  the  moment  when  the  matter  is  ripe  ftr 
a  final  decision,  it  should  be  withdrawn  from 
them  and  carried  before  another  tribunal,  which 
has,  necessarily,  a  much  less  acquaintance  with 
the  question  upon  which  it  has  to  pronounoe.'' 
The  Parliamentary  agents  examined  were 
Mr.  Coates,  Mr.  Venables,  and  Mr.  Gre- 
gory. Mr.  Coates  doubted  whether  time 
had  been  saved,  and  pointed  out  instances 
in  which  the  new  system  had  caused  un- 
necessary delay  and  increased  expense. 
Mr.  Yenables  was  in  fevour  of  the  new 
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sjBtem  in  all  respeots,  and  hoped  it  would 
not  be  given  up.  Mr.  Gregory  preferred 
a  system  of  his  own,  but  thought  that 
the  new  system  led  to  a  saving  of 
time.  The  only  engineer  examined 
was  Mr.  Harrison,  who  suggested  a 
mode  by  which  estimates  might  be  put 
forward  in  greater  detail  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ipswioh  (Mr.  Adair)  had 
given  notice  of  a  Motion  for  carrying  that 
suggestion  into  effect.  The  Committee 
also  had  the  evidence  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  (Mr.  Bodson).  He  had 
given  the  subject  his  impartial  conside- 
ration, and  he  was  in  favour  of  a  further 
trial  of  the  new  court.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Enaresborough  (Mr.  Woodd)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Taunton  (Mr.  A.  Mills) 
were  also  examined,  and  they  were  on  the 
whole  favourable.  The  former  was  of 
opinion  that  the  labours  of  Members  in 
private  Committees  had  been  materially 
shortened  by  the  Beferees ;  and  the  latter 
was  of  the  same  opinion,  but  thought  that 
further  improvements  might  be  made. 
The  result  was  that  it  appeared  to  the 
Committee  desirable  to  continue  the  pre- 
sent system,  subject  to  such  modifica- 
tions as  he  had  given  notice  of.  There 
was  a  Standing  Order  limiting  the  num- 
ber of  counsel  before  the  Court  of  Re- 
ferees to  one.  Complaints  were  made 
by  Mr.  Phinn,  Mr.  Yemon  Harcourt,  and 
Mr.  Coates  against  that  restriction.  On 
the  other  hand,  evidence  was  given  that 
in  the  generality  of  cases  the  rule  was 
beneficial.  There  were  only  three  or  four 
cases  in  which  an  inquiry  occupied  more 
than  one  day,  and  the  Committee  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  existing  rule  should 
be  adhered  to,  but  that  the  Referees  should 
have  the  power  of  admitting  more  than 
one  counsel  if  they  thought  fit,  on  the 
application  of  the  parties.  Another  sug- 
gestion was,  that  where  the  Referees 
decided  that  the  estimates  were  insuffi- 
cient, the  Bill  was  not  to  be  proceeded 
with  except  by  Order  of  the  House.  The 
Committee  held  this  to  be  a  good  rule,  as 
tending  to  iosure  a  stricter  performance  of 
the  requirements  of  the  House,  and  that 
the  estimates  and  the  engineering  details 
should  come  before  the  House  in  a  more 
perfect  state  than  they  had  hitherto  done. 
A  few  Sessions  ago  the  leading  members  of 
the  Bar  complained  of  the  shortness  of 
the  sittings  of  private  Committees,  which 
nominally  met  at  twelve  and  adjourned 
at  four;  but  the  average  duration  of  each 
YOL.  CLXXX.    [tedu)  bbbos.] 


sitting  was  practically  about  three  hours 
and  a  half.  With  a  view  to  remedy  this 
defect  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr. 
Adair)  proposed  that  all  the  Committees 
over  which  he  presided  should  meet  at 
eleven  instead  of  twelve.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Mowbray)  also 
endeavoured  to  carry  this  change  into 
effect,  but  it  was  found  impossible  to 
obtain  the  concurrence  of  Members  gene- 
rally ;  and  this  was  not  surprising.  To  be 
in  the  Committee-room  at  eleven,  a  Mem- 
ber must  leave  his  house  about  half- 
past  ten.  This  allowed  a  totally  inade- 
quate interval  for  a  due  attention  to  his 
duties  to  his  constituents,  to  say  nothing  of 
his  correspondence  and  private  affairs.  At 
four  o'clock  he  had  to  perform  his  duties 
in  the  House,  which  sat  from  that  hour  to 
twelve  and  one  o'clock,  and  sometimes 
later.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  this 
alteration  ought  not  to  be  forced  on 
Members.  Eveir  witness  before  the  Com- 
mittee spoke  in  favour  of  two  points — the 
taking  away  the  decision  of  locus  standi 
from  private  Committees  and  giving  it  to 
a  separate  tribunal.  The  Court  of  Re- 
ferees had  sat  on  an  average  six  hours  a 
day,  and  one  witness  stated  that  they  did 
more  in  six  hours  than  would  be  done  in  a 
sitting  of  two  days  before  a  Committee  of 
that  House.  Under  these  circumstances 
it  was  for  the  House  to  determine  whether 
they  would  adhere  to  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee — namely,  that,  with  cer- 
tain alterations,  the  Court  of  Referees  should 
be  continued  to  another  Session.  The  Com- 
mittee believed  that  many  of  the  defects  of 
the  new  system  might  be  met  by  the  ex- 
perience acquired  in  its  worUng.  No 
doubt  the  system  of  double  inquiry  was 
open  to  objection ;  but  on  the  whole  the 
Committee  were,  he  thought,  justified  in 
the  conclusion  to  which  they  came,  that 
there  had  been  a  great  saving  of  time  to 
Members.  There  had  been  an  increase  of 
expense,  no  doubt,  to  certain  parties,  but 
on  the  whole  it  was  clear  that  a  saving  of 
expense  had  been  effected,  and  that  the 
expedition  with  which  the  Private  Busi- 
ness of  the  Session  had  been  transacted 
had  been  much  greater  than  if  it  had  been 
referred  entirely  to  Select  Committees  of 
the  House.  The  Committee  were  of  opinion 
that  when  the  Court  of  Referees  had  dis- 
charged their  duties  under  the  Standing 
Orders  with  reference  to  estimates  and  sta- 
tistics, Uiey  should  inquire  into  the  whole 
case,  with  the  consent  of  the  parties,  and 
report  to  the  House,  and  that  when  the 
2  P 
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Eeferees  agreed  that  a  Bill  should  be  pro^ 
oeeded  witi^,  it  should  be  referred  to  the 
Ohairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  treated 
;  as  an  unopposed  BilL  He  thought  that, 
without  infringing  upon  the  constitutional 
vule  of  the  House,  some  further  time 
might  be  saved  by  adopting  this  rule.  He 
was  convinced  that  the  House  had  done 
wisely  iu  keeping  the  Private  Busifiess 
within  its  own  jurisdiction.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  Private  Business  was  on 
tho  whole  well  conducted  by  the  House, 
but  that  the  time  was  coming  when  it 
must  be  still  more  seriously  considered 
by  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  Every 
one  knew  the  dilemma  in  which  the  Le- 
gislature was  placed  at  the  present  mo- 
ment. Parliament  had  been  sitting  for 
five  months,  and  now,  at  the  end  of 
June  and  on  the  eve  of  a  dissolution, 
he  believed  there  were  forty  Bills  before 
the  other  House  which  their  Lordships 
had  not  yet  had  time  to  consider.  One 
great  advantage  of  the  new  Court  he  had 
omitted  to  state  —namely,  their  lengthened 
sittings.  Two  Members  of  that  House — 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Has- 
sard)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich 
(Mr.  Adair)  had  by  a  sacrifice  of  time, 
which  the  public  could  scarcely  sufficiently 
appreciate,  devoted  themselves  in  a  man- 
ner beyond  all  praise  to  the  duty  of  pre- 
siding over  the  Courts  of  Eeferees.  He 
begged  to  thank  also  his  right  hon.  Friend 
in  the  Chair  for  the  selection  he  had  made 
in  the  members  of  the  Court  of  Referees, 
which  had  given  satisfection  to  every  one. 
Ho  had  not  heu:d  a  single  doubt  or  criti- 
cism in  regard  to  the  Gentlemen  selected 
to  sit  upon  these  Courts.  They  had  been 
selected  by  the  Speaker  without  regard  to 
party  or  to  any  other  consideration,  except 
the  best  mode  of  transacting  the  business 
of  the  House.  The  Select  Committee 
having  seen  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Court  of  Beferees  had  given  up  their  time 
from  the  very  beginning  of  the  Session  to 
the  discharge  of  their  onerous  duties, 
thought  it  was  not  fair  to  ask  them  to 
continue  their  services  without  compensa- 
tion. He  (Colonel  Wilson  Patten)  was  in 
the  first  instance  opposed  to  the  payment 
of  Members  of  that  House  for  the  services 
in  question  ;  but  he  saw  no  other  way  of 
meeting  the  difficulty,  and  he  was  now  pre- 
pared to  waive  every  objection  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  two  Chairmen  who  presided 
over  the  Court  of  Beferees.  He  must  now 
apologize  to  the  House  for  having  taken 
this  matter  up.  The  management  of  the 
Colonel  WihonPattm 


Private  Business  of  that  House  was  really 
in  the  hands  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Chair- 
man of  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
(Mr.  Dodson).  He  looked  upon  himself 
as  acting  under  his  hon.  Friend  and  it  had 
been  with  some  reluctance,  and  only  be- 
cause he  had  for  many  years  filled  an 
office  which  made  him  more  immediately 
acquainted  with  the  services  of  Members 
on  Private  Committees,  and  their  griev- 
ances, that  he  had  put  himself  forward  on 
the  present  occasion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  said  Standing  Order  be  re- 
pealed."—(Co/an^j/  Wihon  Patten.) 

Mr.  ATRTON  objected  to  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
North  Lancashire  as  an  important  change 
in  the  constitution  of  the  House,  and  as 
contrary  to  the  solemn  assurance  given  by 
the  late  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 
that  the  new  system  should  be  so  carried 
out  that  the  House  should  never  be  re- 
duced to  the  position  of  paying  its  Mem- 
bers. But  by  this  proposal  the  Speaker 
was  enabled  to  convert  any  two  Members 
into  his  own  stipendiary  officers.  He  must 
also  say  that  die  House  was  not  in  the 
position  to  consider  a  change  of  so  much 
importance,  inasmuch  as  it  must  itself 
soon  cease  to  exist.  One  of  the  greatest 
evils  of  the  present  system  of  conducting 
the  Private  business  of  the  House  arose 
from  the  fact  that  there  were  none  of 
those  l^al  rules  of  procedure  which,  in 
his  opinion,  were  necessary  to  enable  a 
Court  to  arrive  at  a  proper  judicial  conclu- 
sion. It  would  certainly  be  an  improve- 
ment  to  separate  the  question  of  loeut 
standi  from  the  trial  of  the  cause,  and  to 
that  extent  he  entirely  acquiesced  in  what 
had  been  done ;  but  after  that  preliminary 
point  had  been  disposed  of  he  oould  not 
understand  upon  what  principle  there 
should  be  two  Courts  to  hear  each  case. 

Mb.  LIDDFLL  said,  he  could  not  believe 
it  to  be  fair  to  call  upon  two  Members  of 
the  House  to  devote  the  whole  of  their 
time  to  expediting  the  Private  business, 
and  to  make  great  sacrifices  of  their  own 
aflfairs  without  awarding  them  some  ade- 
quate compensation-»it  was  another  ques- 
tion whether,  at  the  close  of  a  Parliament, 
and  in  a  very  thin  House,  hon.  Members 
should  be  asked  to  come  to  a  decision  upon 
so  important  a  question  as  whether  they 
should  be  paid.  Possibly  it  might  be  weU 
to  leave  it  over  to  a  fiitnre  occasion.  He 
enttxely  aoquieeoed  in  the  dcoiAon  of  the 
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Committee,  and  he  thought  that  the  Court 
of  Eeferees  might  he  allowed  in  many 
cases  to  give  an  opinion  upon  the  question 
of  expediency  as  well  as  of  fact. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  quite  agreed  witii  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  that  the 
question  of  paying  Members  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  maturely  considered  be- 
fore tho  House  came  to  any  decision,  but 
he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  if  the  sys- 
tem was  to  be  continued  it  was  a  question 
which  ought  to  be  faced,  for  it  was  im- 
possible that  any  Gentlemen  should  be  ex- 
pected to  give  their  continuous  attention 
to  the  business  of  Committees  without 
some  remuneration.  The  tribunal  was, 
from  the  nature  of  its  constitution,  a  weak 
one,  and  it  was  necessary  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  could  not  be  improved.  With  re- 
gard to  the  important  question,  how  far 
^e  system  had  inspired  public  confidence, 
Ke  fdit  a  strong  conviction  that  it  had  done 
BO  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  that  if  it 
was  continued  it  would  maintain  its  po- 
sition in  that  respect.  A  suggestion  had 
been  made  that  when  a  question  was  be- 
fore the  Referees  they  should  be  at  liberty 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  matter.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  success  which  had  hi- 
therto attended  the  working  of  the  new 
plan  arose  from  the  Gentlemen  who  acted 
as  Chairmen  and  their  assessors  giving 
their  continuous  and  undivided  attention 
to  the  business,  and  he  was  of  opinion 
that  if  questions  were  to  be  wholly  decided 
by  the  Referees,  there  would  be  a  great 
saving  of  time  and  expense,  and  greater 
equity  in  the  ultimate  decision.  The  work 
spread  over  a  great  number  of  Committees 
might  be  concentrated  in  two  or  three 
tribunals,  and  he  thought  it  desirable  that 
power  might  be  given  to  Committees  to 
sit  when  the  House  was  not  sitting.  Two 
or  three  tribunals  sitting  continuously 
would,  he  believed,  be  able  to  dispose  of 
the  whole  of  the  Private  business  in  a 
satisfactory  manner;  but  then  the  House 
must  be  prepared  to  give  an  adequate  re- 
muneration to  the  Gentlemen  who  gave 
up  their  whole  time  and  experience  to  the 
work. 

LoM)  HOTHAM  desired  to  point  out 
that  if  the  settlement  of  this  matter  were 
left  over  to  the  new  Parliament  a  consi- 
derable portion  of  the  Session  would  be 
lost  for  the  transaction  of  Private  busi- 
ness. He  concurred  in  wishing  to  con- 
tinue the  system,  bo  that  the  House  might 
give  it  a  ftiir  trial,  which  it  had  not  yet 


had.  While  the  House  had  had  an  un- 
usually large  number  of  Private  Bills  to 
deal  with,  it  had  had  an  unusually  brief 
period  to  dispose  of  them.  There  might 
be  forty  Bills  yet  to  be  disposed  of,  but 
these  would  be  got  through  without  in- 
convenience if  Parliament  sat  until  the 
usual  period  of  the  year.  He  felt  confi- 
dent that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
(Colonel  Wilson  Patten)  had  fairly  quoted 
the  evidence  of  witnesses  before  the  Com- 
mittee, yet  it  was  contrary  to  the  practice 
of  the  House  to  come  to  a  decision  on  the 
very  day  that  the  evidence  was  laid  be- 
fore them.  He  had  always  entertained 
the  greatest  objection  to  the  introduction 
of  a  system  under  which  Members  of  the 
House  were  to  be  paid  for  their  services, 
and  he  should  reserve  his  judgment  on  the 
point  until  a  Motion  for  the  payment  of 
the  Chairmen  of  the  Court  of  Referees 
should  be  formally  made. 

Mb.  HEin:iEY  said,  he  did  not  think 
the  House  ought  to  tie  themselves  or  those 
who  might  come  after  them  in  the  new 
Parliament  to  the  great  changes  which 
were  indicated  in  the  proposal  submitted 
to  the  House  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  He  was  perfectly  willing  to  con- 
sent to  the  pure  and  simple  continuance  of 
the  Court  of  Referees,  for  he  was  not  only 
willing  but  desirous  to  give  the  present 
system  another  fair  trial.  But  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  given  notice 
of  important  alterations  in  the  system  in- 
troduced this  Session.  It  was  not  two 
Chairmen  alone  who  might  be  appointed. 
The  Resolution  referred  to  an  unlimited 
number,  and  it  appeared  to  be  the  neces- 
sary consequence  of  agreeing  to  it  that  the 
Chairmen  should  be  paid.  The  House, 
in  its  present  condition,  ought  to  pause 
before  it  acceded  to  so  grave  a  proposition. 
No  one  would  undervalue  the  labours  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  Hassard)  or  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Ipswich  (Mr.  Adair); 
but  directly  they  opened  the  door  to  the 
payment  of  Members  they  did  not  know 
where  the  thing  might  stop.  The  three 
principal  questions  referred  to  the  Court 
of  Referees  were  the  estimates,  the  en- 
gineering details,  and  the  locus  standt. 
But,  according  to  the  plan  sketched  out 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  North 
Listncashire,  every  other  issue  that  the 
parties  could  agree  to  submit  to  them  was 
to  be  decided  by  the  Court  The  oppo- 
nents and  promoters  of  a  Bill  were  usually 
the  only  parties  before  a  Committee,  and 
2  F  2 
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^n  this  new  scheme  he  did  not  see  who 
were  to  take  care  of  the  puhlic.  If  the 
Court  of  Eeferees  agreed  to  the  Bill,  it 
was  to  go  before  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means.  Bat  suppose  he  said  the  pre- 
amble was  not  proved  ?  The  Bill  would 
then  come  to  be  debated  on  the  floor  of 
the  House.  The  House  had  not  yet  seen 
the  evideuce  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  they  ought  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  the  subject  fully  be- 
fore coming  to  so  important  a  conclusion. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  not  be  called 
upon  to  express  any  opinion  beyond  that 
of  simply  saying  that  the  system  should 
be  oontinued. 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  that  the  House 
mutt  have  felt  that  no  apology  was  needed 
from  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel 
"Wilson  Patten)  for  undertaking  to  bring 
this  subject  before  the  House.  The  ap- 
pointment of  the  Court  of  Referees  had 
proved  successful  beyond  all  his  expecta- 
tions. He  had  deemed  it  open  to  the 
fundamental  objection  of  a  divided  juris- 
diction. That  was  still  his  opinion.  He 
had  also  doubted  whether  it  would  prac- 
tically work;  but  herein  he  had  been 
mistaken.  It  had  worked  on  the  whole 
well,  and  had  effected  a  great  improve- 
ment on  the  former  state  of  things.  The 
effect  had  been  to  expedite  business,  to 
save  time  and  labour  to  Members  of  that 
House,  and  at  the  same  time  the  questions 
of  engineering  and  estimates,  which  were 
the  special  subjects  of  consideration  before 
the  Referees,  had  been  sifted  and  investi- 
gated in  a  manner  never  before  performed. 
He  thought  that  the  Courts  of  Referees 
might  be  composed  of  Members  of  the  House 
assisted  by  permanent  assessors,  and  should 
then  have  the  same  power  as  ordinary 
Committees  of  dealing  with  Private  Bills, 
and  reporting  upon  them  ;  but  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  recommended  that  the  system 
should  be  continued  as  it  had  hitherto 
been  conducted  he  hoped  the  House  would 
consent  to  the  Resolution — which  proposed 
that  where  all  parties  are  agreed  the  Re- 
ferees shall  have  power  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  subject  matter  of  the  Bill  and 
report  to  the  House ;  the  Bill  thereafter 
to  be  treated  as  an  unopposed  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Henley)  asked 
who  were  to  represent  the  public,  but  the 
public  would  not  be  in  a  worse  position 
than  if  the  Bill  went  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  did  not  see  how  the  interests 
of  the  public  would  be  in  the  least  degree 
endangered  if  the  whole  question  went 
Mr.  JSenley 


before  the  Referees.  With  regard' to  the 
payment  of  the  Chairmen,  it  was  not  in 
reason  to  be  expected  that  the  present 
system  could  be  continued  for  another 
Session  unless  the  House  were  prepared 
to  remunerate  Members  who  devoted  the 
whole  of  their  time  to  the  duties.  The 
payment  of  these  gentlemen  was  almoet 
a  sine  qud  non  of  the  continuance  of  the 
system,  for  he  did  not  believe  the  House 
would  find  gentlemen  who  would  perma- 
nently undertake  these  duties  another  Ses- 
sion without  payment.  Their  duties  had 
been  very  great  and  serious.  The  Courts 
had  been  sitting  at  the  rate  of  six  hours  a 
day,  and  then  the  Chairman  had,  in  addition, 
the  labour  of  framing  their  reports  in  the 
evening  to  be  laid  before  the  House  the 
next  day.  It  was  said  an  expiring  Par- 
liament should  not  deal  with  so  important 
a  question,  and  this  appeared  to  be  one  of 
the  principal  objections  felt  to  the  repeal 
of  the  Standing  Order  before  them ;  bat 
there  was  always  a  great  deal  of  pres- 
sure at  the  beginning  of  a  Session,  and 
if  the  House  could  not'  start  with  the 
Private  Business  at  once  there  was  the 
greatest  possible  difficulty  in  getting 
through  with  it.  The  duty  of  the  pre- 
sent Parliament,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  if 
they  thought  the  new  system  of  Private 
Business  worked  well,  was  to  bequeath  it 
to  the  next  Parliament  with  every  facility 
to  enable  that  Parliament  to  take  up  and 
continue  the  experiment.  He  could  not 
believe  that  the  present  House  of  Com- 
mons would  be  exceeding  its  limits  if  it 
handed  down  the  present  system  with  such 
alterations  and  improvements  as  experi- 
ence had  suggested.  If  the  present  Par- 
liament rescinded  the  prohibition  of  the 
payment  of  Chairmen  of  the  Courts  it 
would  not  preclude  the  next  Parliament 
from  dealing  as  it  thought  fit  with  the 
question  of  remuneration.  No  remunera- 
tion would  be  granted  except  by  a  Yote 
of  the  House,  when  the  whole  question 
would  be  discussed.  He  trusted  that  the 
House  would  agree  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Standing  Order  now  proposed. 

Me.  MOWBRAY  thought  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Qentleman,  1)he  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  had  disclosed  the 
greatest  possible  objection  to  the  proposal 
now  made,  for  he  said  that  the  payment  of 
the  Chairmen  was  a  sine  qud  non  of  obtain- 
ing the  services  of  competent  gentlemen  to 
act  in  that  capacity.  The  answer  was,  first, 
that  such  a  question  should  not  be  brought 
before  Parli^ent  without  distinct  notice. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


878 


Court  of  Referm  [  Jukb  27,  1 865 ) 


on  Private  Bills, 


874 


The  blue-book  was  only  delivered  at  ten 
that  morning,  and  at  twelve  o'clock  the 
House  was  invited  to  weigh  the  evidence 
and  decide  upon  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee.  An  important  question  affect- 
ing Members  of  that  House  was  now 
raised — namely,  whether  their  attention 
was  to  be  withdrawn  from  the  considera- 
tion of  the  national,  imperial,  and  political 
questions  intrusted  to  them,  and  to  be 
entirely  occupied  with  the  details  con- 
nected  with  Private  Bills.  Another  ob- 
jection was,  that  the  present  Motion  raised 
the  question  of  the  payment  of  these  hon. 
Members  in  the  most  indirect  manner, 
and  without  the  least  notice.  He  did 
not  wish  to  prejudge  the  question,  but  he 
entertained  the  strongest  objection  to  the 
payment  of  Members  for  services  rendered 
in  that  House.  A  belief  prevailed  in  the 
minds  of  some  people  that  Members  of 
Committees  on  Private  Bills  received  ten 
guineas  a  day  for  their  attendance.  The 
reply  had  always  been  that,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Speaker  and  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  no  Member  of  that 
House  received  any  remuneration  for  the 
discharge  of  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House.  If  they  once  began  to  remune- 
rate Members  where  was  it  to  stop  ?  If 
the  Referees  were  to  be  paid  would  not 
the  Chairmen  of  Committees  on  Private 
Bills  expect  remuneration  ?  If  their  claims 
were  admitted  how  long  could  they  ex- 
pect Chairmen  of  Select  Committees,  who 
sat  day  by  day  for  several  weeks  of  the 
Session,  to  serve  without  payment?  If 
the  House  agreed  to  this  Eesolution,  the 
Government  would  feel  compelled  in  the 
next  Session  of  Parliament  to  propose  a 
Vote  for  the  payment  of  these  Chairmen. 
The  next  Parliament  ought  not  to  find  the 
question  thus  nettled  for  it,  and  he  trusted 
that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
not  press  his  Motion. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  said,  the 
House  must  see  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  having  moved  for  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
working  of  the  new  system,  could  not  do 
otherwise  than  bring  under  its  notice  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee,  and 
to  propose  such  Standing  Orders  as  they 
deem  desirable.  It  was,  however,  obvious 
that,  if  they  went  beyond  a  mere  Con- 
tinuance Bill,  there  ought  to  be  something 
like  a  general  concurrence  of  opinion  in 
any  change  that  might  be  made.  It  was 
difficult  to  answer  the  appeal  that  the 
evidence  bad  only  jnst  been  laid  before 


the  House.  Late,  however,  as  the  period 
of  the  Session  was,  it  became  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  signify  to  the  public  what 
kind  of  tribunal  would  next  Session  begin 
the  consideration  of  Private  Bills— the 
present  House  of  Commons  ought  to  leave 
some  directions  to  the  future  Parliament ; 
but  he  would  suggest  to  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  that  he  would  do  well 
either  to  withdraw  his  Motion  and  move 
it  again  on  Monday  or  agree  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.*' — 
(Mr,  Milner  Gibson.) 

CoLoisTEL  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  withdraw  his 
Motion,  and  have  his  speech  to  make  over 
again,  but  he  would  not  object  to  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate.  At  the  same 
time  he  wished  to  remind  the  House  that  at 
present  there  was  no  proposition  made  by 
the  Committee  to  pay  the  Chairman.  He 
only  asked  the  House  to  try  the  plan  pro- 
posed by  the  Committee  as  an  experiment, 
and  let  it  be  for  future  consideration  whe- 
ther it  should  be  made  permanent  or  not. 
All  he  desired  was  that  these  Resolutions 
should  be  a  continuance  of  the  experiment 
which  had  already  been  tried,  subject  to 
the  improvements  suggested  by  the  Com- 
mittee. He  had  no  objection  to  postpone 
the  consideration  of  the  question  until 
Monday,  although  he  could  not  see  what 
satisfactory  object  could  be  attained  by  a 
postponement. 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  it  was  natu- 
ral the  House  should  wish  to  examine  the 
evidence  before  it  came  to  a  decision,  and 
it  was  only  with  that  object  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.  No  doubt  the  passing  of  the 
Motion  now  before  the  House  would  be 
regarded  as  an  expression  of  opinion  that 
the  Chairmen  ought  to  be  paid,  and  would 
pledge  the  Government  to  propose  the 
Vote  in  the  next  Session  of  Parliament. 
He  would  not  express  any  opinion  whe- 
ther such  payment  would  be  advisable  or 
not,  but  the  House  ought  to  know  the 
evidence  on  which  the  Committee  found 
their  recommendation. 

CoLOKBL  WILSON  PATTEN  said,  that 
in  spite  of  their  utmost  exertions  it  had 
been  found  impossible  to  get  the  evidence 
printed  and  in  the  hands  of  Members 
before  that  morning. 

YwoouNT  CRANBOXJRNE  agreed  that 
it  was  undesirable  to   come  to   a  vote 
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<tt  the  quettion  until  the  evidence  bad 
been  oontidered.  Still  the  Houae  would 
do  well  not  to  form  aa  opinion  too  rashly 
against  the  payment  of  these  two  gentle- 
men, or  without  considering  the  enormous 
amount  of  business  performed  by  them. 

Sib  JOHN  SHELLEY,  in  voting  for 
the  further  trial  of  the  experiment,  dis* 
tinotly  understood  that  the  two  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen referred  to  would  not  continue 
their  labours  next  Session  unless  they 
were  paid.  In  recommending  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  system  next  Session,  there- 
fore, the  Committee  regarded  the  pa3rment 
of  the  Chairmen  of  the  Courts  of  Eeferees 
as  a  iine  ati4  ilon.  The  work  they  had 
been  oalled  upou  to  perform  had  been 
truly  detoribed  as  enormous. 

Kb.  LTOON  said,  that  if  there  was  a 
general  concurrence  of  opinion  that  the 
experiment  ought  to  be  continued,  he  did 
not  see  how  the  House  could  postpone  the 
question  of  the  payment  of  the  Chairmen 
until  next  Session. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDT  said,  that 
if  the  House  rejected  the  Hotion  of  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  it  would  be  un- 
derstood that  it  was  opposed  to  any  pay- 
ment being  made.  Now,  he  had  been  as 
unwilling  as  any  one  to  begin  a  proceeding 
of  that  kind,  but  be  had  come  to  the  de- 
liberate oonolusion  that  if  they  insisted  on 
the  Chairmen  being  Members  of  the 
House,  they  would  be  unable  to  carry  on 
the  present  system  unless  they  paid  them. 
He  suggested  that  the  House  might  amend 
the  Standing  Orders  with  the  exception 
of  No.  88,  and  leave  the  question  of 
remuneration  to  the  Chairmen  to  be  dealt 
with  next  Session. 

Colojtbl  WILSON  PATTEN  thought 
it  probable  that  if  the  debate  was  ad- 
journed to  Monday  there  would  be  a  still 
smaller  House  Uian  at  present. 

Mb.  MOWBRAY  suggested,  that  in- 
stead of  adjourning  the  debate  it  would 
be  better  to  let  any  alteration  in  Standing 
Order  No.  88  remain  over  for  considera- 
tion till  next  Session. 

CowNBL  WILSON  PATTEN  consented 
to  withdraw  the  proposition  for  the  pay- 
ment  of  the  Chairmen  of  the  Court  of 
Referees,  on  condition  that  the  other  re- 
eommendations  of  the  Committee,  to  which 
he  did  not  think  there  could  be  any  ob- 
jection were  agreed  to. 

Vmootnt    CEANBOURNB    regretted 

that  his   hon.  and    gallant    Friend  had 

yielded  himself  in  Uiis    way    into   the 

hands  ^f  the  enemy.    Ano^er  disoussion 

Vi9C(nmt  Ormbowrne 


on  this  subject  two  or  three  days  hence 
would  have  done  a  great  deal  of  good. 
The  argument  that  if  they  paid  the  Chair- 
men of  these  Courts  they  could  not  refuse 
to  pay  Chairmen  of  all  other  Committees 
was  a  hobgoblin  argument  of  the  purest 
breed.  A  superstition  more  utterly  base* 
less  never  interfered  with  a  practical, 
sensible,  business-like  proposal.  He  was 
sure  that  the  salary  paid  to  tiiese  gentle- 
men would  not  exceed  the  value  of  the 
services  they  had  rendered.  The  only 
Member  who  was  paid,  except  the  Speaker, 
was  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means ;  and  if  the  payment  oi 
Members  proceeded  in  the  ratio  of  past 
progression,  the  House  would  arrive  at 
the  fifth  '<  point  of  the  charter '*~the 
payment  of  Members — in  about  10,000 
years.  It  was  calculated  that  the  new 
Parliament  would  be  composed  to  the 
extent  of  about  one- third  new  Members, 
who  would  have  had  no  experience  of  the 
conscription  exercised  by  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  or  the  evils  and  inconve- 
nience of  the  present  system  of  private 
business.  Surely  a  Parliament  tbat  had 
had  experience  was  fitter  to  deal  with  thia 
subject  than  a  Parliament  that  had  none. 
He  trusted  that  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  would  lose  no  time,  but  that  in 
the  very  first  week  of  the  new  Session  he 
would  introduce  the  question  on  which  he 
had  now  unfortunately  given  way. 

Motion  and  Original  Question,  by  leave, 
withdraum. 

Standing  Order  89  read,  and  amended. 

Standing  Order  90  read,  and  amended. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  wish  to  offer  my 
personal  thanks  to  those  Gentlemen  who 
were  so  good  as  to  take  upon  themselves 
the  duties  of  the  Court  of  Refereee  at  my 
request.  I  wish  to  mention  the  names  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr. 
Dodson) ;  Mr.  Hugh  Adair,  Chairman  of 
Court  of  Referees;  Mr.  Hassard,  Chair- 
man; Mr.  Rickards,  Counsel  to  the 
Speaker;  the  right  hem.  Sir  W.  Gibsoa 
Craig,  Sir  John  Duckworth,  Colonel  Stuart 
(Bedford),  Sir  Edward  Oolebrooke  (Lanark- 
shire), Mr.  Leveson  Gower  (Reigate),  and 
Mr.  C.  W.  Wynne  (Montgomeryshire) 
the  last  three  Gentlemen  lending  their 
assistance  when  the  pressure  became  great- 
est. By  the  ability  and  assiduity  which 
all  these  Gentlemen  brought  to  bear  upon 
their  duties,  the  Private  Business  of  the 
House  has  been  performed  in  a  manner  satis- 
factory to  the  House  and  to  the  conntiy. 
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Sib  GEORGE  GBBT  Bidd,  that  al- 
though  the  House^  for  the  reasons  assigned, 
appeared  to  be  disinolined  to  consider  the 
payment  of  the  Chairmen  of  the  Court  of 
Beferees,  both  the  House,  and  the  public, 
were  deeply  indebted  to  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen for  the  time  they  had  bestowed  and 
the  ability  with  which  they  had  conducted 
the  business  of  the  House. 

R—cived,  That,  in  eate  the  Promoters  and' Op- 
ponents of  any  Bill  shall  agree  that  all  the  qaes- 
tions  in  issue  between  them  upon  such  Bill  shall 
be  referred  to  the  Referees,  it  shall  he  oompe- 
tent  to  the  Referees  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
subject  matter  of  the  Bill,  and  to  report  their 
opinion  thereon  to  the  House  ;  and,  in  case  thej 
shall  report  that  such  Bill  ought  to  be  proceeded 


ESTIMATE  of  the  proposed 
Line,  No.  i 

Len^rthofLine  •• 


Mil4$. 


witii,the  same  shall,  unless  the  House  shall  other- 
wise  order,  be  refinred  to  the  Oommittee  on  un- 
opposed Bills,  and  shall  be  treated  as  aa  unep. 
posed  BUI.— (Cotoiid/  Wilson  PaUen.) 

Standing  Order  91  read,  and  amended. 

Resolved,  That,  in  case  the  Referees  shall  re- 
port, with  reference  to  any  Bill,  that  the  Estimate 
deposited  in  respeet  thereof  is  insufBoient,  or  that 
the  engineering  is  inefficient  for  the  proposed  ob- 
ject, the  Bill  shall  not  be  furtlMr  proceeded  with 
unless  the  House  shall  otherwise  order .—(Co/on^ 
WiUon  Patten,) 

Standing  Order  149  read,  and  amended. 

Reaolvedy  That  the  Estimate  for  any  works  pro- 
posed to  be  authorized  by  any  Railway,  Dock,  or 
Harbour  Bill,  shall  be  in  the  following  form,  or 
as  near  thereto  as  cirenmstanoes  may  permit  t — 


(Railway). 


eh. 


Whether 
Single  or  Double, 


Earthworks : 
Cuttings — Rock         •• 
Soft  Soil  •• 
Roads 

Total  .. 


Cubic  yards. 


PrieeparLd. 


£    s.    d. 


Embankments,  including  Roads        • 
Bridges— Public  Roads 

Accommodation  Bridges  and  Works 
Viaducts 

GuWerts  and  drains 
Metallings  of  roads  and  level  crossings 
Gatekeepers'  houses  at  level  crossings 
PermMtent  way,  including  fencing  : 

Mies,     fyi,     ek$. 


Cubioydi, 
Ntwiber 


Cost  per  Mile, 


£   ».  d: 


Permanent  way  ibr  sidings,  and  cost  of  junctions 
Stations  ..  ••  ..  •• 


Oontingenoies 
Land  and  buildings : 


P. 


r 

SSlm 

d. 

•  • 

••            •• 

•  • 

••           •• 

•  •percent. 

•  • 

Total 

••        •• 

£ 

The  same  details  ibr  eaeh  Branch,  and  General 
Siunmarr  of  Total  Cost.— (ifr.  Bilgh  Adair.) 

Resokfed,  That  when  a  Railway  is  intended  to 
form  a  junction  with  an  existing  or  anthoriied 
line  of  Railway,  the  course  of  such  existing  or 
authorized  line  of  Railway  shall  be  shown  on  the 


deposited  phm  for  a  distance  of  eight  hundred 
yards  on  either  side  of  the  proposed  junction,  on 
a  scale  of  not  less  than  four  inches  to  a  mile.—- 
{Mr.Eugh  Adair.) 

Resolved,  That  when  a  RaUway  is  inteoM  4d 
form  a  junction  with  an  existing  or  authorized 
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^ine  of  Bjulwaj,  th«  ^[imdiaiit  of  fueh  exitting  or 
aniboristd  line  of  lUilway  slutU  be  thown  on  the 
deposited  teotion,  and  in  oonoection  therewith, 
and  on  the  tame  icale  at  the  general  teotion,  for 
a  distanoe  of  eight  hundred  yards  on  either  side 
of  the  point  of  jnnetion. — (Mr,  Bugh  Adair.) 

Ordered,  That  the  taid  Retolntiont  be  Standing 
Orders  of  Uie  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  thit 
House  relating  to  Prifate  BilUi,  as  amended,  be 
printed,  [No.  420.] 


CLERICAL  SUBSCRIPTION  BlLL^Lordt.} 
[bill   199.]      OONSIDBRATIOir. 

Bill,  as  amended,  eonsidered. 

Mb.  N£WD£GAT£  said,  that  the 
effect  of  the  12th  clause  of  the  Bill  would 
be  this,  that  the  oath  of  oanonioal  obe- 
dience would  be  retained  as  part  of  the 
serrice  for  the  ordination  of  priests  and 
the  consecration  of  bishops,  whilst  the 
oath  giving  assent  to  the  articles  of  reli- 
gion of  the  Church  of  England  and  the 
oath  of  supremacy  would  not  be  retained 
in  the  service.  He  could  not  believe  that 
it  n^as  the  intention  of  the  framers  of  the 
Bill  to  place  a  matter  of  mere  discipline 
in  the  position  of  higher  importance  than 
a  question  involving  obedience  to  the 
Sovereign. 

Snt  GEORGE  GRET  said,  that  the 
oath  of  canonical  obedience  did  not  rest 
upon  statute,  whereas  the  oath  as  to  as- 
sent to  the  articles  of  religion  and  as  to 
the  Roval  suprCfnacy  l^ted  upon  the 
statute  law.  It  [was  th^i  statutpry  oath 
only  that  was  dealt  with  by  this  Jict,  and 
there  was  no  intention  to  interfere  in  any 
way  with  the  canonical  oath  of .  obe- 
dience. 

Bill  to  be  read  S""  To-morrow. 

LEEDS  BANKRUPTCY  COURT. 
OBtfBRVATIOVS. 

Ma.  LONGFIELD  :  Sir,  having  given 
notice  of  my  intention  to  comment  on  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court,  and  to  ask  the  Attor- 
ney General  what  steps  the  Government 
propose  to  take  against  the  parties  impli- 
cated by  that  Report,  I  do  not  know  how 
far  I  shall  be  in  order  ib*  prefacing  my 
Question  by  a  statement  of  facts.  I  shall 
endeavour  to  compress  that  statement  into 
as  narrow  a  compass  as  possible,  in  order 
that  the  House  and  the  country  may  un- 
derstand^ [Order,  order !] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber intend  to  conclude  with  a  Motion  ? 


Mb.  LONGFIELD :  I  shall  put  myself 
in  order  by  moving,  at  the  conclusion  of  my 
statement,  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
L**Oh,  oh!"]  I  am  aware  that  the  course  is 
an  unusual  one,  and  one  which  I  have  never 
before  taken ;  but  the  circumstances  them- 
selves are  so  unusual  as  to  afford  a  complete 
justi6cation  for  the  step.  These  oiroum- 
stances,  unhappily,  are  rather  notorious. 
A  If  ember  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
holding  the  very  highest  station  which  can 
be  held  under  the  Crown,  has  within 
three  months  given  occasion  for  two  sepa- 
rate inquiries  into  the  purity  and  propriety 
of  his  conduct.  The  general  outline  of  those 
inquiries  is  sufficiently  indicated  by  stating 
that  they  bear  a  considerable  resemblance 
to  each  other.  Having  in  the  course  of 
his  judicial  functions  ascertained  that  cer- 
tain offences  had  been  committed,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  took  advantage  of  those 
offences  to  force  out  of  o£Sc€S  which  they 
held  the  persons  by  whom  it  was  alleged 
that  those  offences  were  committed,  and 
the  proceedings  thus  instituted  on  the  part 
of  the  Crown  he  made  profitable  to  him- 
self by  appointing  members  of  his  own 
family  to  tbi^  vacant  offices.  One  of  these 
investigations  took  place  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  was  connected  with  a  gentle- 
man named .  Edmunds.  That  inquiry  has 
a  considerable  bearing  upon  the  inquiry 
which  has  just  been  concluded  by  this 
House ;  for  scarcely  had  that  inquiry  ter-  ' 
minated  when  another  unfortunate  ci  rem 
stance  was  adverted  to  in  this  House.  A 
gentleman  named  Wilde  was  foroed  to  re- 
sign his  appointment  at  Leeds,  and  his 
appointment  was  at  once  promised  to  the 
Chancellor's  son,  although,  from  droum- 
stances  which  afterwards  occurred,  that 
appointment  was  not  actually  made.  The 
matter  formed  the  subject  of  some  discus- 
sion in  this  House,  and  resulted  in  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  to  investigate 
the  entire  transaction.  It  was  stated  that 
the  Chancellor  courted  the  fullest  and 
fairest  and  openest  inquiry ;  and  the  Com- 
mitte  of  Selection  named  five  Gentlemen 
of  the  highest  character  and  respectability 
to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  which 
thus,  a  second  time  within  two  months, 
cast  the  deepest  possible  slur  on  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  and  on  the  judicial 
authority.  That  Committee,  following  a 
most  objectionable  precedent  set  in  another 
place,  fell,  I  regret  to  say,  into  the  very 
grave  mistake— for  mistake  eveiybody  now 
confesses  it  to  have  been — of  conducting 
that  most  solemn  inquiry,  which  the  Chan- 
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cellor  had  declared  he  desired  to  be  full, 
free,  and  open,  with  closed  doors.     They 
concluded  Uieir  labours  rather  more  than  a 
weekag^;    their  Report,  embodying  the 
conclusions  at  which  they  have  arrived,  has 
been  in  the  hands  of  Members  for  the  last 
day  or  two,  and  it  is  now  my  duty — a 
painful  duty  I  feel  it  to  be — to  bring  the 
subject  under  the  notice  of  the  House, 
and  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  what  steps 
Her  Majesty's  Government  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  take  under  the  circumstances.   The 
persons  involved  are  members  of  the  pro- 
fession that  1  was  proud  of  belonging  to 
some  little  time  ago,  though  certainly,  if 
two  or  three  more  transactions  of  the  same 
kind  should  take  place.  I  do  not  know 
that  we  may  not  all  have  to  hang  our 
heads  for  shame.     It  was  a  noble  pro- 
fession, piquing  itself  justly  on  its  esprit 
de  carps,   on  the  high  character  which 
its  members  had  always  borne,  and  espe- 
cially on  the  reputation  of  those  looked 
up  to  and  revered  as  the  head  of  the  pro- 
fession.    These    investigations,   however, 
tend  not  only  to  shake  our  faith  in  the 
administration  of  justice,  but  to   excite 
something  more  than  suspicion  of  corrupt 
practices.    Corrupt  practices,  at  least,  have 
been  established,  in  which  the  Chancellor's 
family  participated.     Let  me  go  through 
this  Heport,  pausing  here  and  there  to 
interpose  an  observation   connecting  the 
'  dates,    and  we  shall  see  how  grave  this 
matter  has  become,  and  how  important  it 
is  in  the  interests  of  the  public  that  satis- 
factory explanations  should  be  given  by 
the    Qovemment.     The    Government,    I 
assume,  have  no  object  in  screening  the 
guilty  ;  they  can  have  no  proper  political 
object  in  screening  an  offender  from  justice. 
There  is  no  motive  which  should  animate 
a  Government  that  ought  to  restrain  them 
from  meting  out  to  him  the  same  measure 
of  justice  which  he  insisted  on  meting  out 
to  others,  untried  and  unconvicted,  who 
were  under  his  power.     I  will  now  come 
to  the  commencement  of  this  melancholy, 
dark,  and  discreditable  transaction.     The 
Lord  Chancellor  seemed  to  be  a  great  law 
reformer,   and  especially  a    reformer  of 
bankruptcy    proceedings.      In    1861    he 
passed  a  Bill  on  that  subject,  but  from 
that  time  he  slumbered  and    slept  upon 
the  matter.     No  very  lucrative  appoint- 
ments fell  to  his  gift^  all  the  good  places 
had  from  time  to  time  been  filled  by  his 
predecessors ;  and  this  and  the  other  House 
disappointed   him  of  the   opportunity  of 
appointing  the  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy 


which  was  regarded  as  the  prise  of  greatest 
amount  in  connection  with  the  new  sys- 
tem. But  in  1864  he  awoke  from  his 
lethargy,  and  in  very  disagreeable  mood. 
He  found  that  everything  was  going  wrong 
in  Bankruptcy,  in  the  courts  over  which 
he  had  jurisdiction,  and,  among  other  mat- 
ters, that  there  were  grievous  complaints 
of  the  impropriety  with  which  some  of 
the  officers  in  the  Leeds  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy had  acted.  Paper  No.  295,  referred 
to  in  the  Report  of  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court  Committee,  contain  some  documents 
which  give  us  the  first  insight  into  the 
origin  of  these  transactions.  1  will  trace 
them  date  by  date,  and  as  we  pursue  the 
inquiry  we  shall  see  that  this  nobleman 
for  the  second  time  fell  into  the  unfortu* 
nate  error  of  ignoring  guilt  that  he  might 
profit  by  the  guilty.  On  the  6th  of  April, 
1864 — and  it  is  essential  to  bear  these 
dates  in  mind — Mr.  Miller,  the  Chief  Re- 
gistrar of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  who 
was  the  intimate  friend  of  all  the  Bethells 
— of  the  Hon.  Slingsby  Bethell,  and  also 
of  the  Hon.  Richard  Bethell — forwarded 
a  very  startling  communication  to  Mr. 
Wilde,  of  whose  eyes  and  health  we  have 
heard  in  this  House  before.  The  letter 
was  in  these  terms — 

"  Dear  Sir — By  direction  of  the  Lord  Ghanoel- 
lor  I  latelj  transmitted  to  Mr.  Commissioner 
Ayrton  the  aooounts  of  the  official  assignees  and 
messengers  of  the  Leeds  Court,  with  a  riew  to  an 
investigation  of  them,  and  in  a  letter  dated  the 
27th  lilt.  Mr.  Commissioner  Ayrton  writes  as  fol- 
lows— '  I  have  not  yet  looked  into  the  accounts 
of  the  official  assignees,  but  on  opening  the  large 
paper  returns  made  to  you,  I  see  the  words, 
'*  Submitted  to  and  approved  by  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Ayrton  on  the  8th  of  April,  1862.  H.  S. 
Wilde,  Registrar."— The  fact  being  that  I  never 
saw  that  sheet  or  the  accounts  it  refers  to,  till  I 
received  it  from  you.'  I  am  now  directed  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  ask  what  explanation  you  have 
to  give  of  this  very  grave'offence." 

On  the  9th  of  April  Mr.  Wilde  replied, 
and  his  letter  drew  out  a  further  commu- 
nication from  Mr.  Miller,  dated  the  14th 
of  April,  in  the  course  of  which  Mr. 
Miller  said — 

'*  Mr.  Carrick,  one  of  the  official  assignees,  as- 
serts that  you  owe  him  £131,  and  Mr.  Needell, 
one  of  the  messengers,  that  you  owe  him  £25,  all 
for  money  borrowed.  I  am  directed  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  ask  you  whether  these  statements 
are  true  ?  " 

On  the  16th  of  April,  by  one  of  those 
curious  coincidences  which  are  found  all 
through  this  correspondence,  Mr.  Wilde 
wrote  a  reply  giving  explanations.  That 
brings  us  to  the  middle  of  April,  and  to 
the   intervention  of  another  gentleman, 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


tss 


£00d$  Bm^irupicff 


(OOKMOKSj  Oourt—OhienmHimi.       8B4 


who,  I  am  aorry  to  say,  is  a  clergyman-- 
becaoae  we  must  remember  that  judioial 
patronage  is  not  the  only  patronage  rested 
m  the  Lord  Chancellor.  TheKev.  George 
Rogers  Harding  stated,  in  his  evidence 
before  the  Committee — 

"  That  abont  the  end  of  April,  or  the  beginning 
of  May,  1864,  he  wai  at  Mr.  Bethell's  office  in 
Quality  Conrt,  and  took  a  letter  of  introdaction 
^m  Mr.  Bethell  to  Mr.  Welch,  who  was  then  in 
chambers  at  the  Temple;  that  an  arrangement 
had  been  previously  made  that  Mr.  Bethell  should 
nse  his  influence  to  procure  an  appointment  from 
his  Either  in  favour  of  Mr.  Welch;  that  Mr. 
Welch  should  pay  £500  down,  and  on  obtaining 
an  appointment  should  par  £1,000  more ;  that  he 
(Mr.  Harding)  mentioned  this  arrangement  to 
Mr.  Welch,  who  acquiesced  in  it ;  tluit  the  un- 
derstanding was  clear ;  the  £600  was  to  be  paid 
to  Mr.  Bethell  on  the  security  of  his  bill  at  short 
date,  which  was  to  be  destroyed  or  returned  if 
Mr.  Welch  obtained  an  appointment,  and  that  he 
(Mr.  Harding),  was  to  receive  one-third  of  the 
further  £1,000,  when  paid." 

Kow,  that  transaction  brings  us  to  the 
end  of  April,  the  correspondence  of  Mr. 
Wilde  and  Mr.  Miller  having  closed  on  the 
16th  with  a  letter  of  explanation  from  Mr. 
Wilde,  which,  for  nearly  a  month  after- 
wards, as  he  heard  nothing  more,  he  had 
reason  to  belieye  was  satisfactory.  Some 
discrepancy  seems  to  exist  from  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  between  the  eyidenoe  of 
Mr.  Bethpll  and  Hr^  Welch,  but  there  is 
no  dispute  on  either  side  that  on  the  6th 
of  May,  1864,  a  che<^  was  given  by  Mr. 
Welch  to  Mr.  Bethell  for  the  sum  of  £500, 
as  Mr.  Harding  positively  states,  there 
being  au  arrangement  that  £500  should 
be  paid  down,  that  £1,000  was  to  be 
afterwmrds  paid  by  Mr.  Welch  upon  ob- 
taining the  appointment,  and  that  Mr. 
Harding  was  to  get  c^  third  of  it.  The 
bill  was  at  short  date,  and  Mr.  Bethell 
haying  got  the  £500  very  soon  found  it 
desirable  to  go  on  the  Continent,  and 
nothing  more  was  done  just  then.  Mr. 
Wilde  had  sent  in  an  explanation  of  the 
charges  against  him,  and  that  explanation, 
as  I  have  said,  had  been  received.  But 
some  time  after  the  money  was  obtained 
by  Mr.  Bethell,  the  biU  being  at  short 
date,  Mr.  Miller,  a  friend  of  the  Bethell 
family,  thought  it  necessary  to  stir  up 
again  the  charges  which  he  had  allowed 
before  to  remain  dormant,  and  on  the 
16th  of  May,  some  ten  days  after  the  re* 
ceipt  of  the  money  by  Mr.  Bethell,  he 
wrote  the  following  letter  to  Mr.  Wilde : — 

"  Oourt  of  Bankraptoy,  May  16, 18S4. 
"Dear  Sir,^By  the  same  post  which  oanries 
this  you  If  ill  receiye  copies  of  fovr  reports  lately 
made  to  the  Lord  OhuaoeUor  by  Mr.  Ck>mmiB. 


doner  Ayrton  and  Mr.  Harding  on  the  lobjeot 

of  the  returns  and  accounts  of  the  official  aa- 
signees  and  messengers  of  the  Leeds  Court,  and 
of  the  examinations  on  which  these  reports  pro- 
ceeded ;  and  I  am  directed  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  re<^uest  that  you  will  immediately  fbmirii 
lir.  Commissioner  Ayrton  with  any  explanation 
you  may  desire  to  gite  of  the  charges  against  yon 
involfod  in  these  documents,  and  which  appear 
to  be : — 1.  That  accounts  which  ought  to  haTC 
been  submitted  to  and  aUowed  by  yonr  Commis- 
sioner were  certified  by  you  as  having  been  sob- 
mitted  to  and  sanctioned  by  him,  without  his  ever 
haying  seen  such  accounts,  and  that  thereby 
large  sums  had  been  improperly  allowed  to  the 
official  assignees.  2.  That  you  have  been  in  the 
habit  of  taxing  the  bills  of  the  messengers  with- 
out calling  for  the  production  of  the  youchers 
for  the  sums  alleged  to  haye  been  paid  by  them ; 
and  3.  That  you  bad  borrowed  money  both  from 
the  official  assignees  and  messengers  of  the  courts 
and  thereby  destroyed  your  independence  and 
efficiency.  I  must  trouble  you  to  aekpowledge 
the  receipt  of  this  letter,  and  of  the  oopies  of  the 
reports  and  examinations. 

"Yours,  Ac., 

"JOHH   F.   MlLLBB.- 

''H.  S.  WUde,  Bsq." 
That  was  ten  day^  after  Mr.  Bethell  had 
received  the  cheque,  and  exactly  one  month 
after  Miller's  letter,  in  which  he  said  Mr. 
Oarrick  had  stated  he  had  borrowed  the 
money.  For  some  time  nothing  farther 
was  done.  Though  the  Bill  was  mnniog 
on,  Mr.  Welch  did  not  seem  particulariy 
urgent;  he  relied  on  the  interest  which 
Mr.  Bethell  had  expressed  in  him,  and  he 
probably  thought  tliat  in  a  short  time  the 
appointment  would  be  made.  But  having 
lent  the  money  and  having  got  Mr.  Miller 
as  a  friend,  Mr.  Welch  soon  again  solicits 
the  Lord  Chancellor  for  a  place.  He  had 
paid  for  it ;  there  was  no  vacancy,  Mr. 
Wilde  having  been  officially  exculpated 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and,  curiously 
enough,  contemporaneously  with  a  letter 
written  by  Mr.  Miller  to  Mr.  Wilde  the 
Lord  Chancellor  receives  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Welch,  soliciting  an  appointment,  and  the 
appointment  is  made.  It  will  be  seen  that 
for  some  time  after  the  £500  was  given  by 
Mr.  Welch,  little  was  done,  in  consequence 
probably  of  the  absence  of  Mr.  Bethell  on 
the  Continent.  Until  the  end  of  July  no 
letter  appears  to  have  been  written  by  Mr. 
Miller  to  Mr.  Wilde.  The  next  letter  of 
the  correspondence  is  dated  the  26th  of 
July.  And  here,  by  the  way,  I  may  men- 
tion that  the  Committee  elicited  a  most 
extraordinary  circumstance  in  connection 
with  one  of  Mr.  Miller's  letters.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  says — 

"  Mr.  Miller  sUtes  that  oopies  of  the  Ust-QMh 
tioned  report  and  other  doonments  were  sent  ^n 
the  9th  of  June,  with  the  letter  of  that  date,  set 
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fffrih  \u  the  AM^odix,  to  Mr.  Wilde  and  to  Mr. 
Payne.  Mr,  Wilde  denies  that  the  letter  and 
copies  were  ever  received  by  him  or  Mr.  Payne ; 
and  no  acknowledgment  of  the  receipt  of  this 
report  was  either  asked  lor  or  received  by  Mr. 
Miller.  About  the  same  time,  however,  it  ap- 
pears that  both  Mr.  Wilde  and  Mr.  Payne  received 
blank  envelopes  from  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy, 
about  which  neither  of  those  gentlemen  thought 
it  necessary  to  make  any  immediate  inquiry.  Tour 
Ck)mmittee  have  directed  their  attention  closely 
to  this  matter,  because  it  appeared,  on  examining 
the  letier-book  kept  in  Mr.  Miller's  office,  that 
he  had  with  his  own  hand  entered  in  the  book  a 
copy  of  the  letter  of  the  9th  of  June,  which  was 
the  only  letter  so  copied  by  him ;  and  because, 
from  the  state  of  the  page  in  which  the  letter  was 
copied,  and  the  erasures  and  alterations  of  the 
paging  in  the  index  referring  to  these  and  other 
letters  to  Mr.  Payne  and  Mr.  Wilde,  there  was 
grave  cause  for  suspicion  that  the  entry  of  this 
letter  was  a  subsequent  interpolation.  Mr.  Miller, 
however,  stated  that  he  copied  the  letter  on  the 
day  of  its  date  after  his  clerks  were  gone.  Copies 
of  the  report  and  other  documents  were  undoubt- 
edly made  for  the  office  at  the  time  by  the  law 
stationer,  and  it  is  certainly  possible  that  in  the 
hurry  of  business  the  copies  were  lost  or  mislaid, 
jind  were  not,  in  ftiot,  sent.  Both  Mr.  Miller  and 
Iffr.  Stewart,  his  clerk,  were  examined  on  this 
point,  and  were  unable  to  explain  the  erasures 
and  alterations  in  the  index  referriiig  to  these 
letters ;  but  the  erasures  and  alterations  in  the 
index  to  the  lottor-book  are  not  oonflned  to  these 
letters  only,  and  the  book  generally  has  not  been 
kept  in  a  ereditable  manner." 

There  could  be  no  doubt  that  this  letter 
was  an  interpolation.  It  would  be  seen 
that  it  was  the  only  letter  copied  in  the 
handwriting  of  Mr.  Miller,  and  that  he 
interpolated  it  in  order  to  give  a  colour 
to  his  letter  of  July,  which  I  have  just 
mentioned.  Meantime  the  Bill  of  £500 
become  due ;  it  was  not  honoured  ;  Mr. 
"Wilde  slept  in  securitv ;  he  had  had  no 
communication  with  Mr.  Miller ;  he  had, 
indeed,  got  a  blank  envelope,  but  that  was 
all.  From  the  16th  of  May  Mr.  Miller 
does  not  appear  to  have  had  the  slightest 
communication  with  Mr.  Wilde  until  the 
26th  of  June.  The  bill  became  due,  Mr. 
l/tTdloh  was  dissatisfied  lest  he  should 
lose  both  his  money  and  his  place,  a  com- 
munication took  place  between  Mr.  Bethell 
and  Mr.  Welch,  and  Mr,  Miller  was  put 
in  action  between  Mr.  Welch  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  ;  and  then  again  occurred 
the  transactions,  the  hapless  transactions 
between  Mr.  Miller  and  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor—  transactions  which  if  they  are 
permitted  to  continue  without  pnblio 
notice  being  at  once  taken  of  them  in 
such  a  way  as  to  injure  that  public  repa- 
ration shall  be  made,  the  purity  of  official 
appointments  may  for  ever  be  despaired 
of .     On  the  86t^  of  July,  Mr.  Miller, 


finding  it  necessary  to  be  a  little  expe« 
ditious,  writes  this  letter  to  Mr.  Wilde*- 

«  Sir,-*It  griefes  me  much  to  inform  yon  that, 
unless  I  hear  in  eourse  of  post  that  you  mean  to 
apply  to  be  allowed  to  retire,  J  have  instructions 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  ser?e  you  with 
notice  to  appear  before  him  publicly  in  open  court, 
and  show  cause  why  you  should  not  be  dismissed 
from  your  office  of  Registrar.  It  is  said  that 
your  state  of  health  is  such  that  you  can  have  no 
difficulty  in  obtaining  such  a  medical  oertifioato 
as  would  entitle  yon  to  retire  under  the  Sdrd  sec* 
tion  of  the  Bankroptey  Act,  1861 ;  and,  if  this  be 
•o,  I  sincerely  trust,  for  your  own  sake,  that  yon 
will  see  the  propriety  of  relieving  the  Chancellor 
from  the  very  disagreeable  and,  indeed,  painful . 
duty  which  is  thrust  upon  him." 

There  are  some  interesting  points  con- 
nected with  this  letter.  The  Committee 
says — 

"  Mr.  Miller  states  that  the  first  yart  of  this 
lettor,  including  the  passage  as  to  the  course  of 
post  and  the  application  to  retire,  was  strictly 
in  accordance  with  the  directions  of  the  l^rd 
Chancellor,  but  that  for  the  9econd  part"-*- 

which  would  inculpate  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor,  and  with  regard  to  which  we  are 
asked  to  believe  that  noble  and  learned 
Lord  knew  nothing,  they  say*— "  he  had 
no  instructions."  But  the  fact  was  the 
first  part  of  the  letter  had  answered  its 
purpose.  Mr.  Wilde,  the  unfortunate  Mr. 
Wilde,  could  not  discriminate  between 
that  for  which  Mr.  Miller  had  no  authority 
and  that  for  which  he  had.  The  letter  was 
official,  it  was  imperative,  "  the  course  of 
post"  was  all  the  time  allowed  this  gen- 
tleman for  consideration,  and  therefore  the 
House  would  not  be  surprised,  though  the 
country  might  be,  that  Mr.  Wilde  took 
the  hint  so  kindly  conveyed  to  him,  and 
he  at  once  procured  a  certificate  of  ill 
health  and  forwarded  it.  In  the  course 
of  some  professional  experience  and  of  a 
long  life  I  never  heard  of  more  disgrace- 
ful transactions.  The  letter,  which  was 
peremptory,  suggested  that  Mr.  Wilde 
should  escape  the  disorediteble  position  of 
being  called  upon  te  answer  for  his  con* 
duct  before  a  Judge  who  had  already  pre- 
judged his  case,  and  that  he  should  send 
up  a  certificate  of  ill-health.  Mr.  Wilde 
had  not  in  fact  suffered  from  anything  but 
some  afiection  of  the  eyes,  and  he  steles 
that  he  had  consulted  Mr.  Hey,  an  eminent 
surgeon  of  Leeds,  during  some  months 
previous,  and  says  that  Mr.  Hey  had  sug- 
gested his  retiring  but  that  he  had  not 
felt  the  inconvenience  so  great  as  te  in- 
duce him  to  do  so.  He  now  applied  te 
Mr.  Hey  for  a  certificate,  who  must  be 
held  to  be  a  man  of  honour  and  conscience, 
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and  who  was  almost  the  only  one  that 
was  not  implicated  with  the  Bethell 
family,  then  gave  the  following  certifi- 
cate : — 

**  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  been  consulted 
by  Mr.  Henry  S.  Wilde,  on  looount  of  a  fiiilure 
in  his  sight,  which  was  a  serions  hindrance  to  him 
in  the  performance  of  the  duties  of  his  office,  Mr. 
Wilde  first  consulted  me  in  August,  1863.  At 
his  age  I  cannot  look  for  any  improvement  in  his 
yision." 

I  have  seen  the  gentleman  in  question, 
hefore  the  Committee,  and  I  must  say  a 
sharper  one  T  have  seldom  seen,  though, 
"  at  his  age,  one  cannot  look  for  any  im- 
provement in  his  vision."  That  was  the 
certificate  sent  to  Mr.  Miller,  who  actually 
drew  up  the  petition  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor praying  for  a  pension.  The  Com- 
mittee state  in  their  Beport  — 

"The  petition,  affidavit,  and  certificate  were 
submitted  by  Mr.  Miller  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
on  the  dOth  of  June.  Mr.  Miller  states  that  he 
called  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the 
unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  certificate,  and  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  said  that,  coupling  the  Ian- 

fuage  of  the  petition,  the  affidavit,  and  the  certi< 
cate  together,  there  was  a  sufficient  case  to  en- 
able him  to  make  the  order.*' 

Conscientious  and  kind-hearted  person! 
"Coupling  together" — what  a  lawyer's 
phrase! — the  petition,  the  affidavit,  and 
the  certificate,  he  thought  there  was  a 
sufficient  case.  Of  course  this  must  mean 
that,  taken  per  se,  each  of  these  documents 
was  unsatisfactory.  This  is  Mr.  Miller's 
version.  The  Lord  Chancellor's  version 
makes  matters  worse— 

«  The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  his  evidence,  states 
that  he  cannot  remember  his  attention  being  called 
to  the  certificate.  He  tays — '  The  petition,  affi- 
davit, and  certificate  were  presented  to  me,  and  I 
ought  in  strictness  to  have  read  them  all/  " 

That  is  precisely  what  Mr.  Wilde  ought 
to  have  done.     However — 

"  That  in  the  captain's  but  a  choleric  word 
Which  in  the  soldier  is  flat  blasphemy." 

And  poor  Mr.  Wilde,  who  ought  to  have 
investigated  accounts  hefore  signing  them, 
received  strong  hints  that  he  must  retire 
from  his  office.  Says  the  Lord  Chancellor— 
'*  I  ought  in  strictness  to  have  read  them  all. 
I  certainly  could  not  have  read  the  medical  certi- 
ficate, or  I  should  not  have  allowed  it  to  pass  upon 
that  certificate." 

There  is  a  confession  from  the  Keeper  of 
Her  Majesty's  Conscience !  An  officer  is 
guilty  of  misconduct  which  is  punishahle, 
and  for  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
summoned  him  to  appear  and  account 
for  his  conduct,  and  the  Keeper  of  the 
Queen's  Conscienoei  upon  a  sham  oertifi- 


cate  which  he  did  not  even  go  through 
the  formality  of  looking  at,  winks  at  his 
escape  from  the  punishment  of  his  miscon- 
duct !  We  know  it  is  said  that  the  judge 
who  cannot  punish  will  in  time  connive 
at — nay  participate  in  crime.  We  have 
the  Lord  Chancellor  not  punishing,  we 
have  him  conniving,  and  I  will  presently 
show  that  he  participated.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  says — 

"Those  papers  were  certainly  all  laid  before 
me,  and  I  felt  very  great  embarrassment,  undoubt- 
edly.  ...  I  felt  that  the  charge  against  Mr. 
Wilde  was  not  one  upon  which  I  could  dismiss 
him  without  pronouncing  a  very  severe  sentence. 
I  was  painfully  struck  with  the  great  inconsist- 
ency of  having  directed  him  to  be  served  with  a 
notice  to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be  dis- 
missed, and  then  permitting  him  to  resign  on  a 
pension." 

Here  the  Lord  Chancellor  admits  that  he 
gave  Mr.  Miller  full  authority  for  part  at 
least  of  his  letter  of  the  26th  of  July ; 
and  I  think  that  any  persons  who  have 
attained  a  judgment  more  mature  than 
that  of  children  must  he  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  Miller  had  authority  for  the  whole  of 
that  letter. 

*'  The  inconsistency,"  continues  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, *'  was  obvious  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  un- 
less I  determined  to  dismiss  him,  I  had  no  alter- 
native but  to  allow  him  to  remain  in  that  Depart- 
ment. I  thought  him  a  bad  public  officer,  and  I 
thought  that  it  would  be  a  gain  to  the  public  if 
he  was  permitted  to  resign ;  and.  therefore, 
having  only  those  two  alternatives,  either  to  per- 
mit him  to  remain  or  to  allow  him  to  resign,  I 
certainly  decided  upon  allowing  him  to  resign ; 
and  I  accordingly  signed  the  order  for  granting 
him  a  pension. 

Upon  this  the  Committee  remark— 

'*  Such  haste  and  want  of  caution  necessarily 
give  rise  to  suspicion  that  a  vacancy  in  the  Office 
is  the  object  sought  rather  than  justice  to  the 
officer  or  the  public." 

In  that  opinion  of  the  Committee  I  think 
no  man  will  hesitate  to  concur.  ["  Bead 
on ! "]   Yes,  I  will  read  on — 

"  In  this  instance,  however,  your  Committee 
consider  that  no  improper  motives  are  to  be  im- 
puted to  the  Lord  Chancellor." 

I  give  the  friends  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
the  benefit  of  this  candid  statement  by  the 
Committee  ;  but  there  is  a  Committee  be- 
yond the  Committee.  There  is  an  appeal 
to  the  Committee  of  the  public,  and  the 
public  will  not  endorse  this  verdict.  Tou 
cannot  convict  the  Lord  Chancellor  by  a 
confession  or  a  document  under  hand  and 
seal ;  but  coupling  this  case  with  another 
of  the  same  kind  in  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor condoned  a  criminal  offence  and  got 
the  pla(»,  I  ask.  Is  there  not  connivance? 
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Ib  there  not  a  wilfiil  shutting  of  eyes  to 
transactions  to  which  the  Lord  Chancellor 
ought  to  have  been  awake  ?  Is  there  not 
a  delay  which  shows  how  unfit  he  is, 
either  by  the  guilelessness  of  his  nature> 
which  I  never  heard  of  before,  or  by  the 
audacity  and  insolence  of  office,  which 
may  be  characteristic  of  the  man,  for  the 
exercise  of  patronage  ?  Is  it  possible, 
upon  the  evidence  cited  by  the  Committee, 
to  say  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  is  not 
answerable  for  this  second  appropriation 
of  public  funds  for  the  endowment  of 
misconduct  or  crime  for  which  he  had 
himself  pronounced  sentence  of  dismissal  ? 
Sir,  the  very  day  that  this  order  was 
signed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  without 
looking  at  the  papers — thus  committing 
the  fault  for  which  he  had  sentenced  Mr. 
Wilde  so  severely — that  very  day  the  office 
was  filled  up,  and,  curiously  enough,  it 
was  filled  up  at  Mr.  Miller's  suggestion, 
Mr.  Miller  being  the  friend  of  Mr.  Bethell, 
who  had  been  always  put  in  motion  when- 
ever it  was  necessary  to  extricate  Mr. 
Bethell  from  embarrassment  or  make  him 
fulfil  his  pledges.  On  that  very  day  the 
office  was  filled  up,  without  the  slightest 
appearance  of  necessity,  by  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Welch,  who  had  lent  £500 
to  Mr.  Bethell,  and  who  had  applied  for 
the  office.     The  Committee  say  they — 

"  Are  aatisfled  that  no  impntotion  can  &irly  be 
made  against  the  Lord  Chancellor  with  regard 
to  this  appointment." 

Now,  again,  I  ask,  what  do  the  public 
think  on  the  subject  ?  I  should  like  to 
know  what  other  candidates  applied  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  for  the  office  ?  Was  Mr. 
Welch  the  only  applicant?  Or  was  he 
the  only  applicant  who  had  lent  Mr. 
Bethell  money  on  that  gentleman's  flimsy 
security?  Sir,  Mr.  Welch  was  not  the 
only  applicant,  but  he  was  the  only  appli- 
cant who  had  lent  money  to  Mr.  Bethell. 
Mr.  Welch  having  got  the  place,  Mr. 
BethelFs  credit  at  once  rose.  He  returned 
to  the  country  and  became  as  importunate 
as  ever.  We  then  turn  back — because  the 
dates  are  a  little  mixed  up — and  we  find 
that  shortly  after  his  return  to  this  coun- 
try— about  July  or  August — having  got 
into  credit  by  fulfilling  his  engagement 
with  Mr.  Welch,  he  appears  to  have  asked 
that  gentleman  for  more  money.  There 
was  an  ''engagement,"  to  which  both 
Mr.  Harding  and  Mr.  Welch  were  privy, 
and  the  latter  gentleman  frankly  admits 
that  he  lent  the  money  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  the  place.    Having  askea  for  more 


money,  we  find  that  on  the  10th  of  Sep* 
tember,  1864.  Mr.  Bethell,  after  he  had 
become  hopelessly  insolvent,  obtained  a 
further  loan  of  £200  firom  Mr.  Welch 
vnthout  any  security.  On  the  7th  of 
February,  1865,  Mr.  Welch  lent  him  £50 
more,  and  about  the  20th  of  the  same 
month  a  further  sum  of  £800  ;  but  Mr. 
Welch  states  that  he  had  refused  him  ac- 
commodation in  the  previous  November. 
The  fact,  however,  is  that  on  the  20th  of 
February,  1865,  Mr.  Welch,  then  the 
Registnur  at  Leeds,  had  advanced  Mr. 
Bethell  £300  in  addition  to  £750  before 
advanced  to  him.  Then  the  Beport 
says — 

'*  Tonr  Committee  hare  given  the  more  promi- 
nent facts  or  statements  bMuring  on  this  matter. 
For  minute  details  they  refer  to  the  evidence  of 
the  parties  concerned.  The  statement  of  Mr. 
Harding  is  irreoonoilaUe  with  that  of  Mr.  Bethell 
and  Mr.  Welch." 

But  is  it  not  possible  to  reconcile  that 
statement  with  the  facts?  We  have  the 
fact  of  the  loan,  the  motives  of  the  loan, 
the  promise  of  the  loan — we  actually  have 
the  agreement  on  which  the  loan  was 
obtained,  and  evidence  that  the  agreement 
was  carried  out;  and  it  is  too  much  to  say 
that  we  are  called  upon  to  ignore  the  facts 
and  not  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  them. 
The  facts  are  dear,  and  demonstrate  a 
corrupt  bargain.  Mr.  Welch  made  the 
further  advances  in  order  that  he  might 
be  advanced  to  a  more  lucrative  place  in 
London — 

"Mr.  Harding's  statement,"  say  the  Com- 
mittee, "  if  true,  discloses  a  corrupt  bargain  be- 
tween the  three  parties  ;  if  fiilse,  it  is  a  gross  at- 
tempt at  extortion.  One  or  other  of  these 
conclusions  would  be  established  by  a  judicial 
investigation  of  the  fiu)ts  of  the  case ;  but  as 
each  of  them  involves  the  liability  to  a  charge  of 
a  highly  penal  character,  your  Committee,  not 
having  the  opportunity  of  examining  witnesses 
upon  oath,  or  of  bringing  the  persons  inculpated 
to  a  formal  trial,  purposely  abstain  from  express- 
ing any  opinion  as  to  which  of  the  two  views  above 
mentioned  ought  to  be  adopted.  They  consider 
it  their  duty  to  observe,  that  the  indisputable 
fiMts  are  such  as  to  render  it  essential  to  the 
public  interest  that  the  case  should,  as  soon  as 
possible,  be  nutde  the  subject  of  legal  investiga- 
tion." 

In  that  opinion  I  entirely  concur ;  thus 
you  have  &e  first  part  of  the  Keport  in- 
culpating the  Loid  Chancellor  in  the 
severest  way  for  haste  and  oversight, 
for  permitting  this  gross  transaction  to 
be  blotted  out  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, and  for  granting  a  pension  to  an 
officer  whom  he  believed  wholly  unde<^ 
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serving  of  a  ponsion,  and  who  could 
never  have  obtained  it  bnt  for  the  conni- 
vance of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the 
fact  that  he  willMlj  abstained  from  look- 
ing at  this  certificate.  You  then  have 
Mr.  Harding,  Mr.  Welch,  and  Mr.  Bethell 
implicated  in  the  corrupt  bargain  for  the 
sale  of  an  office.  Bnt  now  what  takes 
place  farther  ?  It  is  clear  that  the  fur- 
ther loan  from  Mr.  Welch  was  on  the 
condition  that  Mr.  Bethell  would  obtain 
his  transfer  to  a  more  lucrative  office  in 
London,  Mr.  Bethell  succeeding  to  Mr. 
Welch's  place  at  Leeds.  It  appears  that, 
on  the  23ttd  of  February,  two  days  after 
the  advance  of  the  £300  by  Mr.  Welch, 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  at  the  instigation  of 
Mrs.  Bethell  or  Mrs.  Skirrow,  hinted  that 
Mr.  Bethell  might  obtain  an  office  in  the 
country,  if  a  vacancy  were  to  take  place. 
Mr.  Bethell  knew  where  to  look  for  a 
vacancy.  Mr.  Welch  was  his  creditor, 
the  liberal  lender  of  money,  without  the 
slightest  prospect  of  being  paid  in  kind, 
trusting  to  the  honour  of  a  gentleman  who 
appears  to  have  rather  fugitive  notions  of 
honour.  Mr.  Bethell  went  to  Leeds  on 
the  following  day,  and  saw  Mr.  Welch  at 
his  office  on  the  24th,  and  it  is  clear  it 
was  generally  understood  that  Mr.  Bethell 
was  shortly  to  be  appointed  registrar  at 
Leeds,  and  that  Mr.  Welch  was  to  be 
transfered  to  London.  Mr.  Welch  had 
bought  one  place  cheaply,  having  given 
only  £600  for  it,  or  about  half  a  year's 
salary.  So  satisfied  was  Mr.  MiUer,  the 
intimate  friend  of  Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr. 
Welch,  that  the  arrangement  was  to 
be  carried  out,  that  with  great  »eal,  and 
without  authority,  he  prepares  two  ap- 
pointments carrying  out  the  corrupt  agree- 
ment, which  the  Lord  Chancellor  wilfully 
abstained  from  knowing— because  he  must 
have  been  aware  that  the  persons  about 
him  were  trafficing  in  his  name ;  that 
he  was  appointing  a  gentleman  to  a  valu- 
able office  at  the  solicitation  of  a  worth- 
less son,  and  that  it  was  not  likely  that 
his  influence  had  been  obtained  in  a  credit- 
able manner.  The  transaction  was  dearlv 
disgraceful  to  all  concerned.  On  the  26th 
the  Lord  Chancellor  states  that,  in  con- 
sequence of  some  information  he  received 
as  to  the  misconduct  of  his  son  at  Paris, 
he  determined  not  to  appoint  his  son  to 
office.  Now  I  believe  I  can  state  what 
was  the  real  nature  of  the  information 
that  led  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  come  to 
that  decision.  On  the  24th  of  February 
in  the  present  year  it  so  happened  that 
Mr.  LongfMd 


the  Edmunds'  scandal  in  the  House  of 
Lords  was  completed,  and  very  shortly 
afterwards,  on  the  26th  and  27th,  it  be- 
came the  common  topic  of  discussion  in 
the  clubs  and  newspapers,  and  a  few  days 
later  it  likewise  became  the  subject  of  a 
Question  in  this  House.  The  information, 
the  receipt  of  which  induced  the  Lord 
Chancellor  not  to  appoint  his  son  was 
simply  the  universal  outcry  which  followed 
upon  the  other  job  —  the  transaeti<m  by 
which  the  Keeper  of  the  Queen's  Con- 
science ignored  the  offence  of  a  most  un- 
worthy officer,  and  connived  at  his  getting 
a  pension,  which,  to  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
eternal  disgrace,  has  been  ignominiously 
rescinded  on  the  ground  that  it  was  im- 
properly granted,  and  that  its  continuance 
would  be  dishonest  and  disgraceful  to  the 
country.  Thc^t  transaction  began  to  be 
noised  about,  and  that  was  the  true  reason 
that  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Bethell  was 
not  carried  out,  and  that  Mr.  Miller's  zeal 
was  not  successful.  The  transaction  was 
blown  up  and  disclosed  in  the  House  of 
Lords.  A  Committee  on  the  Edmunds' 
case  was  appointed,  and  on  the  7th  of 
March  a  question,  leading  to  a  discussion, 
was  asked  in  this  House  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  King's  Lynn.  You 
see  the  two  things  are  entirely  coherent. 
On  the  20th  of  February  the  money  was 
lent,  and  the  appointment  was  sanctioned 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  at  the  instance 
of  his  daughter-in-law.  On  the  24th  Mr. 
Bethell  goes  to  Leeds  to  carry  out  the 
transaction,  and  on  the  27  th  the  appoint- 
ment was  annulled  because  the  country 
was  scandalized  by  the  Edmunds'  case,  and 
thought — to  use  the  language  of  the  Duke 
of  Wellington — that  "it  was  too  bad." 
These  were  unfortunate  transactions  for 
this  unfortunate  family,  and  left  beyond 
hope  the  possibility  of  wiping  away  Hie 
stain  on  the  pure  administration  of  justice. 
The  highest  officer  of  the  Crown  has  been 
twice  convicted  and  twice  pardoned  for 
having  connived  at  and  sanctioned,  for  the 
advantage  of  his  family,  perhaps  in  the 
hope  that  things  might  be  done  secretly 
and  pleasantly,  the  grant  of  an  improper 
pension.  I  may  say,  and  I  am  sure  the 
country  will  re-echo  my  sentiment^  that 
it  is  wonderful  that  the  person  now  fill- 
ing the  situation  of  Lord  Chancellor,  who 
is  the  highest  judicial  officer  of  the  Crown^ 
is  still  Lord  High  Chancellor.  Has  the 
pension  granted  by  his  gross  misconduct 
been  withdrawn?  Is  there  no  pride  in 
him,  and  is  th^re  no  attempt  to  make  his 
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and  oondemn  it  was  neoessary  that  we 
should  be  in  possession  of  the  evidence  on 
which  our  opinions  might  properly  be 
formed.  The  BepoH  of  the  Committee  on 
this  occasion  was  in  print  on  Saturday 
last,  and  no  time  will  be  lost  in  printing 
and  distributing  ttie  evidence.  On  Thurs- 
day next — two  days  hence— or  on  Friday 
at  the  very  latest,  the  evidence  will  be 
printed  and  in  the  hands  of  all  Members, 
who  will  then  be  able  to  form  their  opi- 
nions on  it ;  and  those  who  are  disposed  to 
attack  will  have  legitimate  materials  for 
their  object,  while  those  who  have  to  meet 
the  attack  will  also  be  in  possession  of 
materials  for  reply;  but  I  never  before 
heard,  whether  in  the  case  of  a  man  of  high 
degree  or  a  man  of  low  degree,  that  it  was 
deemed  a  course  worthy  of  this  House 
or  of  any  Member  having  the  honour  of 
a  seat  in  it,  that  there  should  be  made 
a  deliberate  attack,  fbunded  on  a  Beport, 
itself  based  on  evidence,  without  wait* 
ing  until  the  evidence  was  in  the  hands 
of  Members.  If  anything  could  aggravate 
the  wrong  done  on  this  occasion  it  is  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
(Mr.  Longfield)  does  not  adopt  the  decision 
of  the  Beport;  for  in  that  Report  I  find 
it  stated  as  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the 
Committee,  founded  on  the  evidence  and 
the  facts,  which  they  considered  to  be 
established  by  the  evidence,  that  they  acquit 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  all  charge  except 
that  of  haste  and  want  of  caution  in  grant- 
ing a  pension  to  Mr.  Wilde.  Well,  that 
may  or  may  not  be  the  conclusion  which  the 
House  will  adopt  when  the  evidence  is  be* 
fore  it;  but  to  ask  the  House  not  only  not 
to  wait  for  the  evidence,  but  to  reverse  that 
decision  of  the  Committee,  is  a  course  which 
I  believe  has  hitherto  been  unprecedented, 
and  which  I  trust  will  never  again  be  fol- 
lowed. It  is  not  competent  for  me  to 
follow  the  example  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
GenUeraan  and  go  at  full  length  into  all 
the  matters  to  which  he  referred ;  but  to 
a  certain  extent  I  am  able  from  informa- 
tion which  is  public,  and  with  respect  to 
which  we  need  not  wait  for  the  evidence, 
to  point  out  the  wrong  that  has  been  done 
by  many  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's 
remarks.  Tlie  hon.  and  learned  (Gentle- 
man has  spoken  as  if  the  House  had 
no  grounds  for  believing  that  there  were 
f  n  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  apy  abuses  to 
be  inquired  into. 

Me.  LONGFIELD  :  I  said  there  were 
many,  owing  to  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
$upineness« 


conduct  pure  in  the  eyes  of  the  oountry  ? 
Is  he  insensible  to  shame,  and  is  it  pos- 
sible that  he  is  destitute  of  the  merest 
glimmerings  of  those  feelings  which  ope- 
rate upon  gentlemen  ?  If  he  have  not  a 
virtue,  wliy  does  he  not  affect  one }  Why 
does  he  not  tender  his  resignation  and  there- 
by make  some  return  ft>r  the  outrages  he 
has  committed  ?  The  questions  I  am  about 
to  ask.  are  connected  with  the  last  observa- 
tions in  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court.  It  is  there 
stated  that — 

"  Although  some  of  the  questions  asked  in  your 
honourahle  House,  which  fed  to  the  appointment 
of  this  Committee,  were  founded  on  inforaiation 
which  was  not  thoroughly  accurate,  yet  the  gene- 
ral impression  created  bj  the  sudden  retirement 
of  Mr.  Wilde,  and  the  pecuniary  transactions 
which  took  place  between  Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr. 
Welch,  coupled  with  the  renresentations  made  by 
Mr.  Bethell  on  his  Tisit  to  Leeds,  were  calculated 
to  excite  the  gravest  suspicions ;  and  your  Com- 
mittee are  of  opinion  that  the  inquiry  which  they 
ha?e  conducted  was  for  this  reason  highly  desir- 
able for  the  public  interests/* 

I  wish  to  ask  the  Attorney  General,  whe- 
ther the  pension  to  Mr.  Wilde  has  been 
re-called;  whether  Mr.  Welch  has  been 
dismissed  from  his  office ;  whether  Mr. 
Miller  has  been  dismissed  from  his  office ; 
and  whether  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
been  kindly  asked  to  retire  on  a  pen- 
sion in  justice  to  those  officers  who  were 
guilty  of  no  greater  misconduct,  but  who 
were  not  equadly  protected  by  the  arm  of 
the  law  ? 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  this  House  do  now  adjourn.''-* 
(Mr.  LongfiM.) 

Thb  ATTORNEY   GENERAL:     Sir, 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  im- 
posed on  me  a  task  of  no  ordinary  diffi* 
culty.     The  difficulty  which  I  feel  is  much 
more  owing  to  my  own  determination  not 
to  permit  the  feelings  which  I  entertain 
to  get  too  much  mastery  over  me,  than  to 
any  inability  to  deal  with  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  or  with 
the  questions  he  has  addressed  to  me.    I 
thought  that  in  this  assembly,  of  all  others, 
the  highest  in  England  and  the  world, 
eren  the  meanest  man  might  expect  jus- 
tice, and  I  should  have  imagined  that  the 
same  measure  of  justice  would  not  have 
been  deemed  unfit  to  be  extended  to  one 
filling  the  highest  and  most  dignified  posi- 
tion nnder  the  Crown.     It  appears  that 
there  are  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  opposite, 
whose  ideas  of  justice  are  ftur  different  from 
mine.     I  thought  t^t  in  order  to  judge 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL:  AU 
I  can  Bay  is  that  I  think  it  would  have 
been  at  least  more  candid  to  believe  that 
the  head  of  that  Court,  who  was  bound  to 
discharge  the  grave  function  of  superin- 
tending its  administration,  might,  in  the 
inquiries  which  he  instituted  into  the 
manner  in  which  subordinate  officers  had 
periormed  their  duties,  have  had  some 
other  motive  than  that  of  obtaining  ap- 
pointments for  his  own  advantage.  And 
unless  the  House,  departing  from  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Committee,  are  really  prepared 
to  presume  and  believe  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  cognizant  of  the  corrupt 
means  which  are  stated  to  have  been  used 
by  a  particular  individual  to  procure 
an  appointment  in  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, then  I  say  that  upo.n  grounds  which 
are  apparent  to  all  in  this  matter,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  cannot  possibly  have  been 
actuated  by  any  improper  motive.  Por 
what  are  the  facts?  They  are  these — 
that  he  instituted  inquiries  which  com- 
menced on  the  6th  of  April,  1864,  when 
the  son  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  has 
been  named,  was  already  in  possession  of  an 
office  more  valuable  than  that  at  Leeds,  and 
could  have  no  possible  reason  for  desiring  to 
have  that  office ;  and  it  was  after  these  in- 
quiries had  been  instituted  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  called  upon  and  required  his 
son  to  resign  the  appointment  which  he 
held,  on  account  of  his  being  in  pecu- 
niary embarrassment.  And  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor from  that  day  to  this,  so  far  from 
having  been  open  and  accessible  to  in- 
fluence exercised  by  his  son  in  any  matter 
of  appointment,  has  not  since  then  even 
seen  him,  nor  had  any  communication 
with  him,  even  by  letter,  except  upon  the 
occasion  of  a  family  event  to  which  I 
need  not  refer,  and  when  letters  were 
written  by  him  on  the  subject  of  these 
very  inquiries.  So  that  whatever  may 
have  been  the  culpability  of  that  person — 
and  it  is  the  deep  misfortune  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  have  a  member  of  his  family 
so  little  worthy,  I  regret  to  be  obliged  to 
admit,  to  bear  his  name — I  should  have 
thought  that  a  generous  House  of  Com- 
mons would  not  have  regarded  that,  at  all 
events,  as  a  ground  for  believing  all 
sorts  of  evil  against  the  highest  judicial 
officer  in  the  realm.  It  will  be  seen, 
when  the  evidence  is  before  the  House, 
what  ground  there  is  for  believing  that, 
after  Mr.  Bethell  was  compelled  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  himself  to  give  up  a 
more  lucrative  appointment  in  London, 
Mr.Zongfield 
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in  April,  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
exercise  any  influence  in  obtaining  any  ap< 
pointments  whatever.  Were  these  things 
done  in  a  oomer  ?  Far  from  it.  In  June 
the  Committee  of  this  House  on  the  Law 
of  Bankruptcy  was  sitting,  and  the  Lord 
Chancellor  then  communicated  to  the 
Committee  the  whole  of  the  proceedings 
that  were  being  taken  in  the  matter  of 
Mr.  Wilde,  at  Leeds,  and  the  evidence 
connected  with  that  matter  was  printed  and 
laid  before  Parliament  before  Mr.  Wilde's 
resignation  occurred.  It  is  impossible, 
therefore,  to  believe  for  a  moment  that  in 
the  conduct  of  these  proceedings  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  or  could  have  had  any  mo- 
tive whatever  except  a  desire  to  dis- 
charge his  duty  to  the  public.  With 
regard  to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Welch, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  never  saw  Mr.  Welch 
in  his  life.  ['<  Hear,  hear !  "]  Does  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to  say 
that  recommendations  coming  from  profes- 
sional and  creditable  sources  may  not  be 
such  as  to  justify  the  appointment  of  an 
individual  who  is  personally  unknown  to 
the  Officer  of  State  who  makes  that  ap- 
pointment? Mr.  Welch  had  been  long 
before  recommended  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
for  a  similar  office  by  Sir  William  Ather- 
ton,  by  Mr.  Edward  James,  the  Attorney 
General  of  the  County  Palatine  of  Lancas- 
ter, by  Mr.  Manisty,  one  of  the  leading 
counsel  of  that  circuit,  and  other  gentlemen 
of  eminence.  And  whatever  may  have  been 
said  in  his  favour  by  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
son  was  said  long  before  these  transactions 
of  which  we  have  heard  with  so  much 
sorrow.  Mr.  Welch  had  been  recom- 
mended by  competent  persons  in  the  or- 
dinary way;  and  unless  the  House  is 
capable  of  believing,  against  the  judgment 
of  the  Committee,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
knew  of  this  attempt  to  bribe  (supposing 
such  an  attempt  to  have  been  made),  what 
possible  motive  of  an  improper  character 
could  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  have  had 
in  appointing  Mr.  Welch  ?  But  it  is  not 
this  alone.  There  was  another  person  in 
the  same  position  as  Mr.  Welch — namely, 
Mr.  Payne,  who  resigned  a  little  later,  and 
the  Lord  Chancellor  appointed  another 
perfect  stranger  in  his  place.  There  could 
never  be  a  more  unworthy  and  unjust 
accusation  than  upon  these  materials  to 
say  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  actuated 
by  anything  like  a  corrupt,  personal,  or 
improper  motive,  either  in  the  steps  which 
led  to  Mr.  Wilde's  resignation,  or  in  the 
appointment  of  Mr.  Welch  in  his  stead  i 
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and  the  Committee  have  arrived  at  that 
conclusion.  The  hon.  and  learned  Oen- 
tleman,  using  the  language  of  an  advo- 
cate at  the  har,  of  a  counsel  addressing  a 
jury  at  the  Old  Bailey,  and  departing 
from  the  language  of  the  Committee,  said 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  thrown  out 
hints  that  there  might  he  circumstances 
under  which  he  would  consent  to  his 
son  having  an  appointment  in  the  coun- 
try. Surely  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  in  the  absence  of  the  evi- 
dence, might  have  limited  himself  to 
what  the  Committee  said  about  the  candid 
statement  made  to  them  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  ["Hear,  hear!  "j  Gentlemen 
might  do  better  if  they  suffered  their  own 
feelings  to  guide  them  in  such  a  matter 
instead  of  party  spirit  and  personal 
animosity.  [*•  Oh !  "]  I  think  there  are 
few  Gentlemen  present  who  would  severely 
condemn  a  father  for  no  more  than  this — 
that  on  intimate  personal  friends  and  near 
relatives  coming  and  representing  to  him 
that  there  was  a  prospect  of  improvement 
in  the  conduct  of  the  son  for  whom, 
after  all,  a  father  may  be  permitted  to 
have  a  father's  feelings,  he  did  not  say 
that  he  would  or  coald  then  accede  to  what 
lie  had  at  all  former  times  reftised  to  do, 
but  simply  said  he  would  take  what  they 
had  represented  to  him  into  consideration ; 
for  it  never  went  further  than  that. 
After  a  consideration  of  three  or  four  days 
more,  he  finally  decided  that  it  could  not 
be  done  ;  and  he  candidly  told  the  Com- 
mittee that  in  coming  to  that  conclusion 
he  was  influenced  by  information  he  had 
received  as  to  the  unsatisfactory  con- 
duct of  his  son  in  Paris.  What  is  the 
sum  and  substance  of  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
offending  here  ?  Why,  that  for  a  period 
of  four  days  he  suffered  himself  to  consider 
-whether  it  was  possible  to  justify  a  more 
merciful  and  lenient  course  towards  his 
son  than  he  had  previously  thought  it  was 
his  public  duty  to  take,  and  arrived  at  the 
positive  conclusion  that  he  could  not  do 
80.  The  Committee  have  given  their 
Terdict  upon  these  transactions,  and  have 
found  that  there  was  no  ground  for  im- 
puting to  the  Lord  Chancellor  anything 
but  a  want  of  cautiou  with  respect  to  the 
pension  to  Mr.  Wilde.  But  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  without  waiting  for 
the  evidence,  desires  the  House  to  infer 
that  in  some  way  or  other  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  been  guilty  of  corruption  in  this 
matter.  With  respect  to  the  pension  to 
Mr.  Wilde,  the  Lord  Chancellor  states  that 
YOL*  OLXXZ.    [tbxxd  sbbhs.] 


Mr.  Wilde's  offences  were  quite  serious 
enough  to  justify  him  in  giving  him  the 
notice  which  was  served  upon  him,  but 
that  it  would  have  been  a  harsh  and  severe 
course  of  proceeding  to  have  summarily 
dismissed  him.  Therefore,  the  pension, 
although  it  was  granted  in  a  hasty  man- 
ner, was  given  from  no  really  improper 
motive.  1  must  now  deal  with  the  ques- 
tions which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  put  to  me  with  respect  to  the 
persons  implicated  in  this  matter.  I  will 
state  what  the  Government  has  thought  it 
their  duty  to  do.  As  soon  as  the  Report 
was  in  print  they  took  it  into  considera- 
tion, and  on  Saturday  last  this  Resolution 
was  come  to  by  my  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  the  Government — to  cause  the 
Report  to  be  laid  before  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown,  in  order  that,  if  they 
found  that  sufficient  grounds  existed,  those 
criminal  proceedings  might  be  instituted 
against  the  persons  implicated  in  the 
charge  of  corruption,  which  the  Committee 
appeared  to  think  ought  to  be  taken.  I 
thmk  the  House  will  be  of  opinion  that 
that  was  the  right  course  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  ^opt.  I  also  think  that  the 
House  will,  probably,  be  of  opinion  that,  if 
these  proceedings  ought  to  be  taken,  it 
would  not  be  right  now  to  discuss  the 
grounds  upon  which  a  criminal  charge  may 
be  brought.  As  to  the  other  persons 
concerned,  who,  if  the  Committee  came 
to  a  right  conclusion,  may  be  subjected  to 
criminal  prosecution,  I  think  it  would  be 
unjust  towards  Mr.  Welch,  pending  those 
proceedings,  to  remove  him  altogether 
from  his  office,  but  my  impression  is 
that,  if  a  criminal  prosecution  is  re- 
solved upon,  it  would  be  proper  to 
sudpend  him  from  the  discharge  of  its 
duties  under  the  circumstances.  With 
regard  to  Mr.  Miller,  I  do  not  understand 
the  Committee  to  have  done  more  than  to 
express  their  disapprobation  of  his  mode 
of  proceeding,  and  his  officiousness  on 
several  occasions.  I  do  not  understand 
them  to  consider  that  he  was  implicated 
in  any  act  of  corruption,  although  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seems  to  be 
of  a  different  opinion.  Whether  there  are 
grounds  for  a  prosecution  against  him  we 
shall  be  better  able  to  judge  when  we  see 
the  evidence.  As  to  Mr.  Miller  also,  the 
evidence  ought  to  be  seen  before  we  de- 
termine whether  any  steps  ought  to  be 
taken  with  regard  to  him.  I  think  that 
I  have  now  answered  all  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  GenUeman  can  expect  me  to 
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answer;  and  I  believe  the  Honse  will 
agree  with  me  that  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  he  did  not  deem  it  right  to  postpone 
this  discussion  till  a  future  opportunity. 

Mb.  GATHORNE  HARDY:  Sir,  I  do 
not  rise  to  say  many  words  on  this  sub- 
Jecty  particularly  after  what  has  fallen 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (the 
Attorney  General),  who  has  stated  that  if 
the  evidenoe  bears  out  what  is  contained 
in  the  Report  with  respect  to  certain  par- 
ties to  these  transactions,  prosecutions  will 
bo  instituted  against  the  parties  implicated, 
•by  direction  of  the  Government.  But, 
while  I  pass  by  that  part  of  the  case,  I 
cannot  help  adverting  to  that  part  which 
does  not  require  the  support  of  extra- 
neous evidence.  Having  regard  to  the 
position  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  holds, 
and  actuated  by  no  party  feeling,  I  must 
say,  looking  to  his  own  admissions,  that 
it  appears  to  me  they  do  affect  in  the 
strongest  degree  that  dignity  and  integrity 
which  ought  to  attach  to  a  person  holding 
the  high  office  which  he  fills.  And  when 
we  consider  the  course  which  has  been 
pursued  with  regard  to  the  pennon  of 
Mr.  Wilde,  the  dissolution  being  so  near 
at  hand,  and  no  'one  knowing  when  the 
evidence  will  be  ready,  the  House  would 
have  neglected  its  duty  if  it  had  not  taken 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  calling  attention 
to  the  Report  of  the  Committee.  What 
are  the  facts  of  the  case  ?  There  was  a 
charge  made  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  on 
the  16th  of  May  against  Mr.  Wilde,  con- 
sisting of  three  items — ^first,  that  accounts 
had  been  certified  by  him  which  had  never 
been  seen  by  him  ;  second,  that  he  was 
in  the  habit  of  taxing  the  Bills  of  the 
messengers  without  calling  for  vouchers 
for  the  sums  alleged  to  have  been  paid 
by  them ;  and,  third,  that  he  had  borrowed 
money  both  from  the  official  assignees  and 
messengers  of  the  Court,  thereby  sacri- 
ficing his  independence  and  efficiency. 
These  were  three  grave  and  serious  charges 
against  a  man  in  the  position  of  Mr. 
Wilde,  and  certainly  called  on  the  part  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  for  scrutiny,  and  pun- 
ishment if  the  offence  imputed  had  been 
committed.  I  shall  not  go  into  the  merits 
of  the  case,*^nor  pronounce  any  opinion 
upon  them — I  proceed  entirely  on  the 
admissions  which  have  been  made.  It 
appears  tiiat  on  the  26th  of  July,  by  direc- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  according  to 
Mr.  Miller's  account,  and  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor's  direction  to  a  certain  extent, 
(<w}cording  to  his  Lordship's  own  account, 
The  Attorney  General 


Mr.  UiHer  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Wilde  in 
these  words — 

**  Conri  of  Baakraptej,  Jvly  SS,  1864. 
Sir, — It  grieyes  me  muoh  to  inform  70a  that, 
unless  I  hear  in  course  of  post  that  yoa  mean  to 
apply  to  be  allowed  to  retire,  I  have  instrnctions 
firom  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  serre  70a  with  iiotiee 
to  appear  before  him  puUioly  in  open  oottrt  and 
show  cause  wb7  you  should  not  be  dismissed  firom 
your  office  of  registrar." 

The  Lord.ChanceUor,  therefore,  must  have 
supposed  that  the  charges  against  Mr^ 
Wilde  were  such  as,  if  eommitted,  would 
have  rendered  him  liable  to  be  dismissed. 
I  do  not  quote  the  latter  part  of  the 
letter,  because  the  Chancellor  says  he  did 
not  sanction  it.  I  will  refer  to  nothing 
but  what  the  Lord  Chancellor  himself 
admits.  Mr.  Miller,  whom  the  Attorney 
General,  to  my  great  surprise,  says  has 
been  acquitted  of  all  Uame,  whereaa  the 
Committee  charge  him  with  the  grossest 
falsehoods,  with  having  acted  officiously, 
with  having  undertaken  duties  whidi 
did  not  belong  to  him,  and  other  things 
which  seem  misdemeanors  in  his  office — 
Mr.  Miller  then  suggested  that  Wilde 
had  better  get  a  certificate  of  ill-health 
and  ask  to  be  allowed  to  retire  on  a  p^- 
sion;  and  Miller,  after  denying  that  he 
had  drawn  up  the  petition,  and  asserting 
that  he  knew  nothing  about  it,  admitted 
that  he  had  drawn  up  the  petition  oon- 
taining  the  certificate  which  Wilde  had 
so  obtained,  and  upon  that  petition  the 
pension  was  granted  to  Mr.  Wilde.  What 
was  the  certificate  ?  It  was  of  so  remark- 
able a  chcuracter  that  It  ought  to  have 
challenged  the  scrutiny  of  any  man  of 
ordinary  intelligence  and  desirous  to  do 
his  duty.  Mr.  Miller  said  he  called  the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  it. 
The  Lord  Chancellor,  on  the  other  hand, 
said  his  attention  was  not  particularly 
called  to  it.  But  tiie  House  must  re- 
member that  it  was  a  certificate  respect- 
ing a  man  who  had  been  called  upon 
only  four  days  before  to  resign  his  office 
of  registrar,  or  appear  before  him  in 
open  court  to  answer  for  his  miscon- 
duct. On  the  dOth  of  July  the  Lord 
Chancellor  received  an  appUcation  firom 
Mr.  Wilde  to  be  allowed  to  retire  with  a 
pension  founded  on  a  certificate  which 
does  not  say  that  his  health  is  in  the  least 
affected,  but  only  that  he  had  consulted 
some  one,  at  some  unknown  time,  on  ac- 
count of  failure  in  his  sight,  which  was  ih^ 
a  serious  hindrance  to  him  in  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duties  of  his  office.  There  is 
this  material  fact;  iJso  in  reference  to  that 
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oertifloate,  that  th^  date  appeon  to  be  in 
a  different  handwriting  from  the  body  9f 
the  certificate  itself.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
gays  his  attentioo  was  not  particularly 
called  to  this  certificate ;  but  when  it  is 
considered  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
called  upon  Ur.  Wilde  to  appear  and  show 
cause  why  he  should  not  be  dismissed, 
and  Mr.  Wilde  said  he  would  resign,  but 
asked  for  a  pension  of  nearly  £700  a  year 
— ^when  without  a  moment's  delay — upon 
the  same  day — the  i:^ignation  was  ac- 
cepted and  the  pension  was  granted — did 
the  Lord  Chancdlor  consider  him  a  culprit 
or  did  he  not  so  consider  him?  If  he 
considered  him  a  culprit,  liable  to  dismis- 
sal, by  allowing  him  to  retire  upon  a  pen- 
aion  he  was  disgracing  the  office  which  he 
held ;  and  by  allowing  a  man  whom  he 
had  considered  a  culprit  only  four  days 
before  to  escape  inquiry  into  his  conduct 
and  the  consequences  which  attached  to 
it;,  and  to  retire  upon  a  pension  on  a  cer- 
tificate whidi  was  only  a  subterfuge  and 
an  evasion,  he  made  himself  a  party  to 
the  transaclion,  and  ought  to  take  the 
^responsibility  and  the  consequences.  The 
Lord  Chancellor's  statement  is  that  the 
certificate  and  affidavit  were  presented  to 
him,  and  that  he  ought  to  have  read  them, 
but  he  does  not  think  that  he  did.  Now, 
I  can  readily  conceive  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  might  at  times  be  overwhelmed 
with  business  and  obliged  to  trust  to  the 
officers  under  him ;  but  here  was  a  man 
who  had  been  charged  with  offences,  and 
called  on  to  show  cause  .why  he  should  not 
be  dismissed  from  his  office ;  and  by  allow* 
ing  one  whom  he  alleged  to  be  such  a 
culprit  to  escape  the  consequences  of  his 


ject  to  which  they  referred.  That  might 
have  been  so  in  this  inatsAce.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  upon  bis  own  phpwing  had 
grossly  neglected  his  duty;  ba  had  not 
done  that  which  in  his  office  he  was  bound 
to  do— he  had  allowed  a  mpn  whom  be 
considered  a  culprit  to  receive  a  pension 
and  retire  into  private  life,  as  deserving 
the  thanks  of  the  country  instead  of  re- 
ceiving its  condemnation — and  the  House 
would  have  failed  in  its  functions  if  it 
bad  noti  without  waiting  for  evidence, 
which  might  not  have  been  forthcoming 
in  time^  expressed  its  opinion  on  his  con- 
duct 

Mb.  E.  C.  EGEBTON:  Sir,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  I  must  say  I 
think  it  premature  in  the  House  to  enter 
into  this  discussion  until  the  whole  of  the 
evidence  is  in  its  possession.  It  would 
have  been  most  fair  to  those  whose  conduct 
has  been  impugned,  and  also  to  Members 
of  the  Committee,  who  endeavoured  to 
discharge  their  duty  honestly,  faithfully, 
and  impartially,  that  the  House  should 
have  had  an  opportunity  of  reading  the 
whole  evidence  and  taking  a  full,  impartial 
view  of  the  whole  circumstances,  before 
it  was  called  on  to  pronounce  an  opinion 
on  this  subject.  I  rose,  however,  chiefly 
to  impress  on  the  Attorney  General  the 
necessity  of  having  the  evidence  produced 
with  the  greatest  expedition.  There  is 
naturally  grave  suspicion  in  the  public 
mind  with  reference  to  this  subject.  The 
Beport  of  the  Committee  has  been  circu* 
lated  by  the  press  through  the  whole  length 
and  breadth  of  the  land  —  the  Committee 
have  been  violently  attacked  for  having 
dealt  lightly  with  some  of  the  evidence ; 


misGondttot  he  has  not  only  grossly  neg- '  and  it  is  most  important  for  tbe  public 


lected  his  duty,  but  perverted  justice, 
and  made  the  country  a  party  to  the 
tranfiaction  by  conferring  a  pension  of 
£600  a  year  on  a  person  who,  according  to 
tiie  Lord  Chancellor's  own  view,  had  ren- 
dered himself  liable  to  dismissal  if  not 
more  serious  consequences.  These  are  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  as  they  appear 
upon  the  Lord  Chancellor's  statement; 
and  I  repeat  that  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  House  of  Commons  would  have  grossly 
neglected  its  duty  if  it  had  not  at  the 
earlient  opportunity  taken  this  matter 
into  consideration.  We  could  not  tell 
whether  the  evidence  would  be  produced 
before  Parliament  was  dissolved,  and  we 
have  known  cases  where  papers  have 
been  delayed  to  the  end  of  a  Session  so 
that  m  potior  conld  be  taken  of  the  sub- 


interests  that  the  whole  evidence  in  the 
case  should  be  produced  as  soon  as  jpos- 
sible.  The  House,  I  am  sure,  is  too  just 
and  too  honest  to  come  to  any  decision  till 
it  has  read  the  evidence  in  extemo. 

The  lord  ADVOCATE :  As  I  also 
was  a  Member  of  the  Committee,  I  am 
anxious  to  say  a  few  words  before  the 
discussion  closes.  I  entirely  agree  with 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  just  sat  down 
(Mr.  E.  C.  Egerton),  that  it  is  impossible 
for  the  House  to  come  to  any  just  conclu- 
sion without  the  evidence  on  which  the 
E^ort  of  the  Committee  is  founded.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  Parliament  is  about 
to  be  dissolved,  and  the  time  is  short; 
therefore  he  is  anxious  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  subject  fiut  this 
surely  can  be  no  excuse  for  doing  injustioci 
2  0  2 
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or  attempting  to  draw  conclasionB  when 
joa  do  not  know  the  facta  on  which  those 
conolusionB  are  founded.  That  was  exem- 
plified in  the  strongest  manner  in  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Mallow  (Mr.  Longfield).  I  listened 
to  that  speech  with  the  greatest  possible 
wonder  and  surprise ;  for  he  not  only  chose 
to  draw  his  own  conclusions  as  to  motives 
from  facts  he  found  stated  in  the  Beport, 
but  he  also  chose  to  assume  other  things 
as  facts  which  he  cannot  find  there.  I 
shall  mention  one  or  two  of  these.  He 
said  that  Mr.  Miller  was  a  friend  of  Mr. 
Welch,  and  he  wished  the  House  to  believe 
that  Mr.  Miller  was  cognizant  of  the  trans- 
actions between  Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr. 
"Wdch.  There  is  not  one  tittle  of  evidence 
to  that  effect.  On  the  contrary,  Mr. 
Miller  says  distinctly  that  he  knew  nothing 
of  Welch  until  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
appointed  him.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  made  another  statement  that 
startled  me  —  he  said  that,  between  the 
time  the  money  was  paid  to  Mr.  Bethell 
and  the  time  Mr.  Welch  was  appointed, 
communications  passed  between  Bethell 
and  Miller,  and  that  in  consequence  Mr. 
Welch  was  appointed.  There  is  not  one 
word  of  that  in  the  Beport.  On  these 
grounds  and  on  grounds  like  these  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  with  a 
strength  of  language  unexampled  in  this 
House,  as  far  as  my  experience  goes,  and 
with  a  profusion  of  epithets  I  never  heard 
before,  charged  the  Lord  Chancellor  sub- 
stantially with  being  privy  to  corrupt 
practices  in  regard  to  tiiis  office.  I  am 
not  going  into  the  evidence ;  but  what  I 
state  is  this  —  the  Lord  Chancellor  knew 
nothing  of  Welch  except  from  the  recom- 
mendations he  had  received  of  him  frx)m 
persons  of  eminence,  and  the  conversation 
with  his  son  in  1863.  The  inquiry  ii^to 
the  matter  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court  of 
Leeds  took  place  in  1864,  at  a  time  when 
public  attention  had  been  called  to  the 
state  of  the  Bankruptcy  Courts  all  over 
the  country,  and  called  certainly  not  with- 
out reason,  as  the  Beport  showed.  When 
the  Lord  Chancellor  commenced  his  in- 
quiry that  inquiry  could  not  by  any  pos- 
sibility have  been  instituted  for  the  benefit 
of  his  son,  because  that  son  was  at  the 
time  in  possession  of  a  still  better  office 
in  the  Bankruptcy  Court  in  London.  That 
inijuiry,  too,  was  not  confined  to  Mr. 
Wilde,  but  included  the  whole  of  the  offi- 
cials connected  with  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court.  It  concerned  not  only  Mr.  Wilde, 
The  Lord  Advocate 
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but  the  other  Begistrar,  Mr.  Payne,  the 
official  assignees,  and  the  messengers. 
That  inquiry  had,  he  believed,  led  to  the 
repayment  of  over  £20,000,  which  had 
been  improperly  retained  by  the  offidala 
of  the  Leeds  and  other  Bankruptcy  Coarts. 
In  the  course  of  these  proceedings  the 
Lord  Chancellor  instructed  Mr.  Miller  to 
send  notifications,  not  only  to  Mr.  Wiide, 
but  to  other  officials,  that  unless  they  for- 
warded sufficient  answers  to  the  charges 
he  should  call  upon  them  to  show  cause  in 
Court  why  they  should  not  be  dismissed. 
This  was  on  the  16th  of  May.  On  the 
Utb  Mr.  Bichard  Bethell,  for  whose  sake 
it  is  asserted  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
privy  to  a  corrupt  bargain,  was  compelled 
by  his  father  to  resign  his  office.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  in- 
sinuate that  Mr.  Bethell  and  his  father 
were  in  communication  upon  the  subject 
of  this  office.  Now,  from  the  14th  May 
down  to  the  month  of  February  of  the 
next  year  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  had 
not  only  no  communication  of  any  kind 
or  description  with  his  son,  but,  notwith- 
standing the  expostulations  addressed  to 
him  by  Mr.  Miller,  the  Chief  Begistrar  of 
Bankruptcy,  he  refrised  over  and  over  again 
to  retain  his  son  in  office.  Is  it  not  too 
bad  that  under  those  circumstances  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  be  accused  of 
plotting  at  the  end  of  April,  1864,  to 
make  a  vacancy  for  his  son,  when  his  son 
was  at  that  time  in  possession  of  a  better 
office,  and  when  he  compelled  him  to  re- 
sign that  office  a  fortnight  afterwards? 
Was  there  anything  more  improbable? 
Even  vrith  the  evidence  before  the  HousSi 
he  believed  the  attack  of  the  hon.  aod 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mallow 
would  have  been  inexcusable,  but  it  was 
still  less  excusable  in  the  absence  of  that 
evidence  to  make  such  an  attack  at  the 
close  of  a  Parliament  upon  the  character 
of  any  man,  high  or  low,  when  the 
means  of  defence  would,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, be  soon  withdrawn.  The  whole  affair 
spoke  for  itself.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
had  and  could  have  no  personal  motive  for 
insisting  upon  the  resignation  of  Mr. 
Wilde.  But  it  was  argued  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  i^e  Lord 
Chancellor  knew  nothing  of  Mr.  Welch. 
The  Lord  Chancellor,  however,  knew  tiwt 
Sir  William  Atherton  and  the  leaders  of 
the  I^orthem  Circuit  had  recommend^ 
that  gentleman  for  an  appointment  of  this 
nature.  The  question  as  to  the  oondoot 
of  the  Lord  dumoeUor  in  permitting  Hr. 
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Wilde  to  resigii  at  all  web  entirely  uncon- 
nected with  the  question  as  to  his  partici- 
pation in  the  corrupt  transactions  detailed 
before  the  Committee.    The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor did  not  require  Mr.  Wilde  to  resign, 
but  he  directed  Mr.  Miller  to  send  to  him 
the  same  notice  he  was  to  send  to  other 
officials.     Whether  the  Lord  Chancellor 
ought    to   have  weighed  this  certificate 
more  cautiously  was  a  question  entirely 
separated  from  anything  else;    and,  sup- 
posing   that    that    certificate    had    been 
thoroughly  correct,  he  could  not  agree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mallow  in  believing  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  did  wrong  in  permitting 
Mr.  Wilde  to  resign.     The  charges  against 
Mr.  Wilde  did  not,  as  in  another  unfortu- 
nate case,  involve  any  question  of  personal 
dishonesty.     Mr.  Wilde  was,  no  doubt, 
accused  of  practices  which  had  brought 
the  Court  into  considerable  disrepute,  but 
the  chaige  against  him  was  simply  that 
of  permitting  the  official  assignees  and  the 
messengers  to  retain  certain  sums  of  money 
in  their  hands,    and  with   exhibiting   a 
laxity  in  reference  to  the  taxation  of  the 
accounts.     It  should  be  remembered  also 
that  Mr.  Wilde  said  he  had  only  followed 
the  practice  of  Mr.  Payne,  a  gentleman  of 
more  than  eighty  years  of  age,  and  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  severely  condemning 
the  conduct  of  both,  had  permitted  both 
to  retire.  There  was  no  imputation  against 
their  honesty,   though  there  were  great 
imputations  upon  the  mode  in  which  they 
bad  conducted  the  business  of  the  Court. 
That  is  an  element  the  House  ought  to 
entertain  when  they  are  considering  this 
question,  but  it  is  a  totally  different  mat- 
ter to  that  of  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  spoken.   From  May,  1864, 
imtil  February,  1865,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had   nothing    to  do   with   Mr.   Richard 
Bethell.    He  had  been  warmly  appealed 
to  by  his  family  on  behalf  of  his  son,  but 
he  had  absolutely  refused  in  the  strongest 
manner  to  give  him  an  appointment.     But 
in  February,  1865,  he  did  say,  tiiat  if  his 
son's  debts  were  adjusted  and  his  creditors 
satisfied,  he  would  consider  whether  he 
could  not  give  him  a  country  appointment. 
Was  there  anything  wrong  in  that?    I 
think  if  it  is  so  held  it  will  be  dealing 
out  a  measure  of  injustice  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  because  no  man  would  so  deal 
with  a  stranger,  much  less  his  son.    That 
was  on  the  22nd  of  February,  and  on  the 
26Ui'  Mr.  8kirrow,  the  person  to  whom 
the  statement  was  made,  went  to  the  Lord 


Chancellor  at  his  own  request,  and  was 
told  by  his  Lordship  that  he  was  resolved 
not  to  give  his  son  any  appointment  at  alL 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Mallow 
threw  out  the  insinuation  that  it  was  in 
consequence  of  the  scandal  in  another 
place  that  the  appointment  was  not  made; 
but  he  did  not  go  into  the  dates.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Bethell  was  announced 
on  the  24th ;  but  two  days  afterwards  the 
Lord  Chancellor  announced  that  he  would 
do  nothing  for  his  son.  In  the  interval 
nothing  had  taken  place.  The  Question 
was  a^ed  in  this  House  on  the  3rd  of 
March,  and  no  proceedings  took  place  in 
the  House  of  Lords  until  the  27th.  It  is 
an  injurious  and  an  incorrect  insinuation. 
It  is  manifest  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had  resolved  from  the  beginning  not  to 
give  the  appointment  to  his  son ;  that  he 
was  for  a  moment  overcome  by  strong 
pressure  to  say  that  he  would  not  finally 
exclude  him  from  office;  but  when  he 
came  to  inquire  how  his  son  had  been 
conducting  himself  in  the  interval  he  re- 
turned to  the  sternness  he  had  maintained 
for  eight  months  previously,  and  resolved 
that  he  would  not  appoint  him.  So  far 
^m  there  being  any  imputation  upon  the 
Lord  ChancelloPs  conduct,  as  far  as  these 
matters  are  concerned,  I  say,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
suffered  under  imputations  founded  on  no 
facts  whatever,  and  that  he  has  suffered 
the  still  more  grievous  hardship  of  having 
been  brought  into  that  position  by  a  mem- 
ber of  his  own  family,  dthough  he  himself 
has  acted  in  a  firm  and  honourable  man- 
ner, however  painful  it  was  to  the  feelings 
of  a  father  to  do  so.  The  disclosures  in 
the  Committee  in  regard  to  other  charac- 
ters in  those  transactions  are  very  painful 
certainly— upon  these  I  do  not  wish  to 
sa^  a  word ;  but  the  impression  on  my 
mmd  is  that,  so  feur  as  the  purity  of  his 
motives  are  concerned,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
had  no  object  whatever  except  on  the  one 
hand  to  do-*as  I  believe  he  has  done — 
caU  the  attention  of  the  public  to  the  state 
in  which  the  Bankruptcy  Courts  of  the 
country  were  placed,  and  to  deal  with  a 
strong  hand  with  those  who  seemed  to 
require  it ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  to  deal 
out  the  strictest  and  most  impartial  justice 
even  to  a  member  of  his  own  £Eunily. 

VisooTTHT  CBANBOURNE:  I  do  not 
rise  to  say  much  in  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject, because  I  concur  in  the  opinion  that 
it  was  not  desirable  tb^t  those  who  have 
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their  knowledge  on  hearsay  only  should 
enter  into  such  a  discusadon.  But  I  am 
bound  to  sar  that,  although  one  mu^t  ex- 
cuse a  good  deal  of  the  language  which 
fWls  from  adTocates  who  have  receiyed  a 
brief  fbr  the  defence  in  rather  a  difficult  case, 
the  imputations  which  have  been  thrown  out 
against  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Mallow  are  wholly  without  foundation. 
That  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  at  all 
events,  has  not  spoken  without  a  ktioit- 
ledge  of  the  evidence,  for  he  was  present 
during  the  investigation ;  and  he  has  not 
spokeiii  to  a  Government  ignorant  of  it, 
because  the  evidence  was  ^mished  them 
ftt)m  day  to  day. 

The  ATTOKNET  GEICEKAL  r  1  have 
not  seen  a  word  of  it. 

ViscDtn^CBANBOURNE:  Then  I  re- 
gret  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  have  been  so  ill  instructed.  But 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  seen  the  evi- 
dence. It  Was  not,  therefore,  true  that 
either  the  attack  or  the  defence  had  been 
inade  in  ignorance. 

CoLojTBL  DOXJGLAS  PENNANT  rose 
to  explain.  The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  his 
evidence,  stated  that  so  fai^  from  making 
any  complaint  of  not  having  received  the 
emenc6,  he  wished  to  eome  before  the 
Committee  and  be  examined  before  he  was 
aware  of  what  had  been  said.  The  Com- 
mittee, howevet,  considering  that  it  was 
virtually  a  trial  of  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
thought  it  to  be  their  duty,  in  strict  fair- 
ness to  all  parties,  that  the  hon.  Member 
fbr  Devonport  (Mr.  Ferrand),  who  made 
the  accusation,  and  the  Lotd  Chancellor 
should  be  fhmished  with  the  evidence 
from  day  to  day. 

Viscount  CRANBOURNE  :  That  bears 
out  my  statement  accurately,  and  so  dis- 
appears that  whole  fabric  of  virtuous  in- 
a [nation  with  which  the  Attorney  Gene- 
,  altaost  bursting  into  tears 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL :  I  have 
not  seen  any  one  of  the  papers. 

Viscount  CRANBOURNE:  That  is 
another  proof  of  the  amount  of  cordial 
harmony  and  co-operation  existing  between 
the  Members  of  this  admirably  constituted 
Govehiment.  We  can,  of  course,  under- 
stahd  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  may  not 
have  thought  it  wise  to  intrust  the  evi- 
dence of  histroceedings  to  the  Attorney 
General.  We  are  all  of  us  acquainted 
with  the  high  character  of  that  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  we  can  weU  un- 
derstand tftat  tile  Lord  Chancellor  may  not 
have  cared  to  submit  to  him  the  detaib  of 
Viscount  Cranboums 


these  disclosures.  In  defence  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Mallow,  I  desiie 
just  to  say  that  the  natural  indignation 
which  any  one  would  have  felt  at  hearing 
these  details  affords  a  very  sufficient  ex-* 
planation  of  the  toursd  he  has  taken  in 
laying  before  the  House  his  own  oonolu- 
sions  on  tiie  subject,  and  also  for  asking 
the  €h>vemment  the  questions  which  he 
has  put.  I  heard  with  regret  from  the 
Attorney  General  the  statement,  which  on 
reconsideration  I  think  he  Will  feel  it  wise 
to  fetract,  that  no  proceedings  whatevet 
Were  to  be  taken  against  Mr.  MUlei^. 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL :  I  stated 
that  until  I  tew  the  evidence  it  was  quite 
impossible  for  me  to  judge  whether  any 
and  what  proceedings  onght  to  be  taken. 
But  I  do  not  find  that  the  Committee 
charge  Mr.  Miller  with  being  a  party  to 
any  corruption. 

ViscouKT  CRANBOURNE:  That  is 
precisely  the  point  to  which  I  wanted  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  hdn.  and  learned 
Gentleman » the  bearing  of  the  Commit* 
tee  on  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Miller.  I  am 
not  now  speaking  of  the  motives  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor;  but  what  •  appears  to 
have  been  the  ease  is,  thai  the  Lord 
Chaneellor's  patronage  was  set  up  for  salet 
and  not  only  the  patronage  of  the  Lotd 
Chancellor,  but  something  infinitely  more 
sacred  and  important — namely^  his  judt* 
cial  power  of  inflicting  penalties.  I  do 
not  say  that  Mr.  Miller  was  cogniisant  of 
the  circumstances,  though  he  certsdnly  was 
a  warm  friend  of  Mr.  Bethell  \  but  Mr. 
Bethell,  for  the  sake  of  certain  money 
transactions,  appears  to  have  used  his  In^ 
fluence  with  Mr.  Miller,  and  to  have  in^ 
duced  him,  without  authority,  to  inite  tA 
Leeds  this  summary  letter,  and  to  taki 
steps  for  procuring  Mr.  Wilde's  resigtUM> 
tion,  and  afterwards  to  draw  up  QnS 
appointment  in  Mr.  Bethell's  own  nam^ 
which  the  Lord  Chancellor  subsequently 
refused  to  confirm.  These  appear  to  ms 
to  be  circumstances  full  of  grave  sufifd^ 
cion.  When  a  corrupt  transactaon  has 
taken  place,  and  a  public  officer^  a  friend 
of  one  of  the  parties,  has  been  an  iesint* 
ment,  it  is  difficult  to  avoid  entertaintng  i 
suspicion  that  he  was  cognizant  bf  tiHb 
transaction.  The  Government)  ther^fi^ 
will  not  be  doing  their  dntv  unless  the; 
institute  a  close  investigation  into  th^ 
facts,  and  ascertain  how  far  Mir.  Miller 
was  really  cognisant  of  what  Mr.  Bethell 
was  doing,  and  alsis  I  Km  bound  to  add, 
unless  they  infiiet  iftome  punistaieftt  upon 
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Ur.  Miller  for  hit  extreme  and  wngnWr 
misuse  of  his  official  tmsi. 

Mb.  DEKMAN  :  As  I  understand  it, 
what  the  Government  have  nndertaken  to 
do  is  precisely  what  the  noble  Lord 
(Yisooant  Oranbonme)  suggests  that  they 
should  do — namely,  examine  elosely  the 
evidence  when  it  is  in  their  possession. 
The  noble  Lord,  who  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  justifying  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Mallow,  put  forward  a  very  odd 
ground  of  justification.  He  said  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  been  pre- 
sent when  the  evidence  was  given.  The 
position  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Mallow  was  that  of  a  juryman  in 
waiting,  who  may  be  called  on  to  discharge 
important  functions  in  the  next  case ;  but 
whose  opinion,  as  a  mere  spectator,  with- 
out responsibility,  is  worth  nothing  in  this 
case,  in  which  he  so  glibly  volunteers  an 
opinion.  In  this  case  he  was  not  called 
on  to  act  as  a  Member  of  Parliament  at 
all.  nor  did  he,  as  the  Committee  were 
bound  to  do,  remain  in  the  Committee- 
room  from  hour  to  hour  and  from  minute 
to  minute  taking  notes  to  corroborate  his 
own  recollection.  I  rose,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  justifying  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but 
to  beg  the  House  to  do  justice  to  the  Com- 
mittee, upon  whom  the  responsibility  of 
the  inquiry  was  cast,  and  who,  I  think, 
have  been  hardly  dealt  with  in  this  dis- 
oussion.  Five  Gentlemen  were  appointed 
on  that  Committee,  in  addition  to  the  two 
who  conducted  the  case ;  three  were  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  two  of  them  sitting  upon  this  side. 
From  the  very  moment  that  their  names 
were  mentioned  they  found  acceptance, 
because  those  names  were  felt  to  aiford  a 
guarantee  that  they  would  approach  the 
inquiry  with  a  sole  desire  to  do  justice  in  the 
matter.  We  are  in  this  position  now,  that 
we  have  not  the  evidence  before  us  ;  yet 
an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  volunteers 
in  its  absence,  not  only  to  impeach  the 
Chancellor,  but  to  overrule  .the  Committee 
from  whom  the  Eeport  has  emanated. 
Such,  I  apprehend,  has  never  been  the 
practioe  of  this  House,  and  it  ought,  I 
think,  to  be  discouraged. 

Mb.  HENNBSST  :  It  is  said  that  we 
have  only  the  Report  before  us,  and, 
thereibre,  can  do  nothing ;  but  the  whole 
of  the  evidence  given  before  the  Commit 
tee  was  actually  printed  on  the  17th  of 
June,  ten  days  before  a  word  of  the  Re- 
port was  in  type.  The  Committee  very 
wisely  had  the  evidence  printed  from  day 
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to  day,  80  that  every  word  must  have  been 
in  type  before  the  preparation  of  the  Ee- 
port was  approached.  Ten  or  elevea  days 
have  elapsed  since  the  Committee  closed 
its  inquiry,  and  the  evidence  is  not  yet 
produced.  According  to  an  announoement 
made  in  another  place — which  the  noble 
Lord  will  no  doubt  repeat — the  dissolution 
will  take  place  nine  days  hence.  Having 
waited  ten  ^ys  already,  if  we  wait  ten 
days  more  Parliament,  consequently,  will 
be  at  an  end.  In  the  papers  presented  to 
Parliament  some  weeks  ago  with  referenee 
to  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  and  in 
the  present  Report  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Mallow  had,  I  think,  abundant  informal 
tion  to  warrant  his  remarks. 

Mb.  AYRTON  :  The  hoh.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hennessy)  seems 
to  think  that  somebody  has  grossly  failed 
in  his  duty  because  the  House  has  not 
already  received  this  evidence.  That,  I 
think,  is  jumping  to  a  very  summary  con- 
clusion, regardless  of  the  facts;  because, 
although  the  inquiry  may  have  closed, 
some  days  are  usually  allowed  to  have  the 
proceedings  regularly  indexed  and  ex- 
amined by  the  Clerk.  I  say  this  upon 
general  grounds  merely.  I  know  nothing 
about  the  evidence,  and  therein  I  fancy 
I  am  in  precisely  the  same  position  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mb.  hennessy  :  I  have  ascertained 
that  the  evidence  was  in  type  ten  days 
ago. 

Mb.  AYRTON:  We  aU  know  as  well 
as  the  hon.  Member  that  the  evidence  is 
printed  from  day  to  day  ;  but  beyond  that 
fact  I  venture  to  think  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber knows  nothing  to  justify  him  in  im- 
puting motives.  The  noble  Lord  (Vis- 
count Cranboume)  also  appeared  to  labour 
under  some  misconception  with  r^^ard  to 
Mr.  Bethell's  share  in  this  matter,  and 
one  might  have  thought  that  a  reasonable 
amount  of  imputations  was  to  be  found 
in  the  Report  without  exaggerating  or 
adding  to  them.  As  far  as  the  Report 
goes,  there  is  nothing  whatever  to  show 
that  Mr.  Bethell  in  any  way  counselled 
the  steps  taken' in  connection  with  Mr. 
Wilde's  resignation,  or  derived  any  advan- 
tage from  it.  I  mention  this  to  show  how 
injurious  it  is  to  embark  in  a  discussion  of 
this  personal  nature,  without  having  pro- 
per materials  before  us ;  for  if  the  noble 
Lord  has  evidence  in  support  of  his  state- 
ment outside  the  contents  of  this  Report, 
he  is  speaking  of  something  with  ^idi 
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the  House  is  not  aoquainted.  But  I  take 
it  for  granted  Uiat  the  Beport  is  correct 
on  the  point ;  and  if  so  grave  a  matter 
had  been  proTod  to  their  satu&ction,  the 
Committee  would  not  have  slurred  it  over 
or  concealed  it,  and  therefore  that  the 
noble  Lord  fell  into  error.  From  the 
terms  of  the  notice  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Mallow,  I  had  no 
notion  that  he  was  going  U^  travel  into 
anything  outside  the  four  comers  of  the 
Beport,  or  to  build  up  a  much  wider  case 
than  could  be  made  up  from  the  materials 
supplied  in  that  document.  I  scarcely 
think  that  he  was  right  in  travelling  be- 
yond its  statements.  Some  hon.  Members 
appear  to  think  that  the  Government  ought 
to  possess  a  perfect  knowledge  of  all  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee.  I  cannot 
help  thinlung  that  a  very  gross  assumption. 
Copies  of  proceedings  in  Committee,  when 
Aimished  to  any  person,  are  always  held 
to  be  confidential,  and  it  would  be  a  breach 
of  faith  to  let  documents  which  were  thus 
supplied  for  a  particular  purpose  go  out 
of  a  person's  hands  and  be  applied  to  ob- 
jects entirely  distinct.  I  therefore  cannot 
see  how  the  Attorney  General  or  how  the 
other  members  of  the  Government  can  be 
expected  to  have  cognizance  of  the  pro- 
ceedings before  the  Leeds  Committee.  It 
is  very  easy  for  us  to  sit  in  judgment  upon 
the  delinquencies  of  other  people ;  but  if 
any  one  were  to  sit  in  judgment  upon  the 
acts  of  any  Member  of  this  House,  upon 
our  sins  of  omission  and  commission,  I 
think  we  should  find  it  very  difficult  to 
escape  without  censure. 

Sib  LAWBENCE  PALK:  I  desire 
to  say  only  one  or  two  words  in  connection 
with  this  subject.  I  beg  the  House  to 
observe  that  through  either  the  extreme 
leniency  or  negligence  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor  upon  two  occasions  pensions  have 
been  gntnted  to  persons  unfit  to  receive 
them.  I  trust  that  this  fact  will  not  be 
forgotten,  and  I  feel  convinced  that  the 
country  will  ask  whether  a  high  official 
who  has  twice  been  guilty,  under  circum- 
stances of  peculiar  suspicion,  of  permitting 
pensions  to  be  given  to  unworthy  persons, 
IS  one  who  is  deserving  of  the  honour  and 
respect  of  the  profession  of  which  he  is 
the  leader. 

Mb.  SCXJLLT  :  I  must  express  my 
regret  at  the  tone  the  discussion  has  taken. 
I  am  in  the  same  position  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
(Mr.  Ayrton).  From  the  terms  of  the 
Question  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
Mr.  Ayrtcn 


her  for  Mallow  put  on  the  paper.  I  did 
not  think  it  possible  that  such  a  discussion 
could  arise,  and,  therefore,  I  did  not  take 
the  trouble  to  bring  the  Beport  with  me 
to  the  House.  I  hold  that  it  is  quite  pre- 
mature to  enter  into  this  question  at  pre- 
sent. We  have  not  got  the  evidence,  and 
therefore  we  must  take  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  for  the  present,  and  they  say 
that  they  *' acquit  the  Lord  Chancellor 
from  all  charge  except  that  of  haste  and 
want  of  caution."  What,  then,  are  we  to 
do  ?  We  all  know  that  when  a  witness 
gives  his  evidence  it  is  printed  by  the 
next  morning;  but  the  usual  course  for 
Committees  is  to  report  first,  and  then  the 
evidence  is  afterwards  laid  before  the  table. 
I  do  not  think  it  fair  to  sit  in  judgment 
upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  without  having 
the  facts  before  us,  or  to  try  to  damage 
the  character  of  a  distinguished  dignitary, 
because  it  is  supposed  that  certain  evidenoe 
is  given  before  the  Committee,  which  evi* 
deuce  we  have  not  seen.  It  would  be 
more  worthy  of  the  dignity  of  the  House 
and  in  better  taste  not  to  act  in  a  hostile 
manner  towards  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
when  the  evidence  may  probably  show  that 
he  has  been  unjustly  suspected. 

VisooxrwT  PALMEB8T0N:  Sir,  I  am 
sorry  to  prolong  this  discussion  even  b^  a 
few  words ;  but  I  cannot  let  it  close  with- 
out expressing  the  pain,  and — if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr. 
Longfield)  will  allow  me  to  say  so— the 
indignation  with  which  I  listened  to  his 
speech.  Sir,  this  House  is  composed  of 
opposite  parties,  and  it  is  perfectly  right 
for  Members  of  one  party  to  take  advan- 
tage of  any  fair  ground  for  commenting 
upon  the  conduct  of  persons  belonging 
to  the  other  party,  and  especially  of  per- 
sons who  happen  to  hold  office.  But 
hitherto  it  has  been  the  characteristic  of 
this  House  that,  however  great  our  ani- 
mosities or  strong  the  party  feeling  which 
divides  Gentlemen  on  one  side  from  the 
other,  at  all  events  the  persons  accused 
should  have  fair  play.  Now,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  has  not  had  fair  play  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  It  appears 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Mallow  was  present  during  the  whole  in- 
vestigation ;  he  knows,  therefore,  exactly 
what  the  evidence  given  was ;  and  yet  tt 
is  stated  by  those  who  were  also  present 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
made  assertions  of  matters,  as  if  contained 
in  that  evidence,  which  will  not  be  found 
in  the  evidence  when  it  is  produced.    It 
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will  be  for  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
to  jastify  his  condnct  by  making  oat  the 
oorrectn^s  of  what  he  has  asserted. 

Ma.  LONGFIELD :  I  did  not  make  a 
single  assertion  whioh  was  not  in  the  evi- 
dence; not  a  single  one. 

VisoottntPALMERSTON:  I  was  also, 
I  must  say,  much  grieved  to  hear  the 
bitterness  of  inyectiye  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  threw  into  the  charges 
whioh  he  made  against  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. He  might  be  slightly  justified  in 
stating  that  which  was  borne  out  by  the 
evidence,  and  whioh,  he  says,  he  heard ; 
but  he  was  not  justified  in  indulging  in 
that  bitter  personal  invective  which  was 
not  unjustly  characterized  by  the  At- 
torney General  as  more  suitable  to  the 
practice  of  the  Old  Bailey  than  to  the 
ordinary  practice  of  the  profession  to 
which  he  belongs.  But  I  complain, 
moreover,  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  has  brought  the 
subject  under  discussion.  If  he  had  in- 
tended to  make  an  attack  upon  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  founded  on  evidence  not  in  the 
hands  of  Members,  but  of  which  he  had 
cognizance,  he  ought,  at  all  events,  to 
have  given  notice  of  his  intention.  But 
the  notice  which  he  gave  was  of  a  ques- 
tion to  be  asked ;  and  so  little  did  that 
notice  indicate  his  intention  of  making  a 
vimleot  personal  attack  on  the  Lord 
Chancellor  that  I  was  going  to  answer 
the  question  instead  of  the  Attorney 
General,  believing  that  the  real  point 
which  he  wanted  to  know  was  what 
course  the  Government  was  to  take  when 
the  evidence  was  produced.  I  was  going 
to  tell  him  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  submit  the  evi- 
dence to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
in  order  that  such  legal  steps  might  be 
taken  as  might  be  justified  by  the  state 
of  the  case.  And  so  much  did  the  Ques- 
tion put  upon  the  paper  imply  that  it 
was  directed  against  other  persons,  and 
not  against  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  it 
asks  what  steps  are  to  be  taken  against 
"the  parties  implicated?''  Sir,  I  can 
only  regret  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  taken  a  course  which,  I 
think,  is  so  entirely  different  and  so  much 
opposed  to  that  which  even  the  most 
violent  party  Members  are  in  the  habit  of 
pursuing ;  and  I  am  convinced  that  when 
this  evidence  is  in  the  hands  of  Members 
they  will  come  to  a  very  different  conclu- 
sion from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member, 
and  that  ihej  will  find  that,  so  far  from 


that  evidence  being  the  foundation  of 
charges  such  as  those  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  made  against  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  it  will  bear  out  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee,  which  acquits  him 
of  being  actuated  by  any  improper  motives 
throughout  the  whole  course  of  these  trans- 
actions. 

Question,  ''That  this  House  do  now 
adjourn/'  put,  and  negatived, 

PROROGATION  OP   THE  PARLUMENT. 
QUESTION. 

Me.  CHARLES  FORSTER  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  it  was 
probable,  taking  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness into  account  A  that  the  Session  might 
be  brought  to  an  end  ? 

Viscouirr  PALMERSTOK:  I  believe, 
as  far  as  the  Public  Business  before  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  is  concerned, 
there  is  nothing  which  would  keep  Parlia- 
ment sitting  longer  than  Thursday  week  ; 
and  that  event  which  we  are  all  looking 
forward  to  may  take  place  on  that  day — 
Thursday,  the  6th  of  July— at  the  latest. 
I  know  that  there  are  railway  Bills  now 
before  the  House  of  Lords  which  some 
are  of  opinion  would  be  concluded  some 
few  days  later  than  the  6th,  and  that  a 
wish  has  been  expressed  that  Parliament 
should  be  kept  sitting  for  the  purpose  of 
settling  the  squabbles  of  those  railway 
companies.  But  we  all  know  the  great 
public  inconvenience  which  would  result 
from  any  unnecessary  delay  with  respect 
to  the  elections.  The  whole  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  in  fact,  is  interested  in  the  mat- 
ter. Great  trouble  has  been  taken,  great 
expense  incurred,  and  great  inconvenience 
is  felt ;  and  therefore  I  think  the  House 
will  be  of  opinion  that  Government  is 
right  in  preferring  the  public  advantage 
to  the  interest  of  these  particular  railway 
companies.  Indeed,  it  is  entirely  in  the 
power  of  those  who  have  an  interest  in 
these  disputes  to  reinstate  the  Bills  next 
Parliament  in  the  position  in  which  they 
will  be  left  by  the  dissolution,  which  will 
take  place  next  Thursday  week. 

House  adjoamod  at  a  quarter 
after  Eight  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OP    LORDS, 
Wednesdajf^  June  28, 1865. 


MINUTES.]— PuBUO  Bill— -FiV*<  ReacHnff^ 
Turnpike  Acta  Continoanoe  •""'*'"* 


Their  Lordships  met :  and  having  gone 
through  the  Basioess  on  the  Paper  without 
debate, 

House  sdjonmed  at  a  ooarter  past 

One  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  June  28,  1865. 


MINUTES.]— PuBUO  ^ujM-^Seecnd  Reading^ 

Postmaster  General*  W^^\ 
Third  Reading— (j\^t\eaX   Subscription  *  {Lordi] 

[199];    Turnpike  Acts  Oontiouance*  [227]: 

Colonial  Docks  Loans*  [t26] ;  Marriages  Lam- 

bome  •  ILcrds]  [287],  and  paM$ed, 
Withdrawn  — '^e^tA  AboUtion  (Oxford)*  (85)  ; 

Capital  Punishments  within  Gaols  (SO) ;  Bank 

Notes  Issue  (Scotland)*  (128). 


CAPITAL    PUNISHMENTS    WITHIN 

GAOLS    BILL. 

[BUL  80.]       SBOOKD   BSADDfG. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  said,  he  regretted  he 
was  obliged  to  mo?e  that  the  Order  for 
the  Seeond  Reading  of  this  Bill  be  dis- 
charged. He  did  so  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  Report  of  the  Capital  Punish* 
ment  Commission  bad  not  jet  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House.  He  might  be  per- 
mitted to  state  that  a  wrong  impression 
seemed  to  be  prevalent  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  Bill.  It  was  not  intended  to  authorize 
what  were  called  private  executions.  On 
the  contrary,  the  sheriff  would  have  power 
under  it  to  admit  it  many  of  the  public  to 
be  present  at  eiecntions  as  he  should  think 
fit ;  and  certificates  from  the  prison  officials 
would  be  given  that  the  sentence  of  death 
had  been  duly  carried  out  in  each  case. 
If  he  should  hiitve  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
the  nejct  Pariiiraent,  he  would  re-introduce 
the  Bill. 

Order  discharged. 
Bill  withdraum. 

House  Myoumed  at  One  o'clock* 
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HOTTSE    OF    LORDS, 
7%irMZiy,  Jme  29»  1866. 

MINUTES.V-Pimuo  Btua  — Second  Beadimg 
—Crown  Suits,  Ac.  *  (187) ;  Consolidated  Fund 
(Appropriation)*;  Expiring  Laws  Continoanos* 
(226);  Poor  Law  Board  Continuance  (227); 
Colonial  Docks  Loans* (281) ;  Turnpike  Acts 
Continuance  *  (282) ;  Local  Gk>Temnient  Sup- 
plemental (No.  8)*  (228) ;  Harwich  Harbour* 
(197). 

SHect  Committee'^  Rep&ri— Tier  and  Harbour 
Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  *  (188). 

CommitUe  —  Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act 
(1886)  Amendment  (200);  Green«rich  Hos- 
pital *  (179)  ;  Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis)* 
(210) ;  Turnpike  TrusU  ArrangemenU*  (216); 
Ayr  Buiwhs  Election  *  (186) ;  Falmouth  Bo- 
rough* (201);  Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Public  Audit*  (212);  Inland  RcTenue* 
(221);  Indemnity*  (222);  Compound  Spirits 
Warehousing  *  (224). 

Report— Ft\mm  (228);  Greenwich  Hospital* 
(179):  Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amend- 
ment* (229);  Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis)* 
(215);  Turnpike  Trusts  Arrangements*  (216); 
Ayr  Burghs  Election*  (186);  Falmouth  Bo- 
rough* (201) ;  Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Public  Audit*  (212);  Inland  RoTenue* 
(221);  Indemnity*  (222);  Compound  Spirits 
Warehousing*  (224). 

Third  Readina  —  Ctkrrien    Act    Amendment* 

il98) ;  Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment  * 
H.L.](211);  Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No.  4)*  (208) ;  Navy  and  Marines  (Property 
of  Deceased) *  (220) ;  Rochdale  Vicarage* 
[H.L.]  (218) ;  Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment* 
[H.L.J  (214) ;  Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks* 
(195),  And  pasted, 
jnthdraum — Divine  Worship  in  the  Chorofa  of 

EngUnd  (218). 
RoyoU  Assent — FoKiflcations(Prorisions  for  Ex- 
penses) r28d(  29  Viet,  c.  61] ;  Dockyard  Exten- 
sions [28  &  29  Viet.  c.  51]  :  Drainage  and  Im- 
provement of  Lands  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment [28  &  29  Viet.  c.  52] ;  Draina«s  and  Im- 
S-ovement  of  Lands  (IreUnd)  Provisional 
rder  Confirmation  (No.  2)  [28  &  29  Viet.  c. 
58J ;  Pheasants  (Ireland)  [28  A  29  Vict.  c.  64] ; 
Oxford  University  (Yinerian  Foundation)  [28 
A  29  Viet.  0.  55]  ;  Sheep  and  CaUle  [28  A  29 
Vict.  o.  60] ;  Trespass  (ScoUand)  [28  A  29 
Viet.  c.  56];  Ecclesiastical  Laasmg  Act  (1858) 
Amendment  [28  &  29  VieL  c.  57] ;  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  [28  A  29  VieL 
c.  58] ;  Pilotage  Order  Confirmation  (No.  2) 
[28  A  29  Viet.  c.  59]  ;  Churches  and  Chapels 
Exemption  (ScotUnd)  [28  A  29  Viet,  o.  62]; 
Colonial  Uws  VaUdity  [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  68] ; 
Colonial  Marriages  VsJidity  [28  &  29  Viet. 
c.  64];  Defence  Act  (1860)  Amendment  [2d  A 
29  Viet.  c.  66]  ;  Sewage  UtUisation  [88  A  29 
Viet.  c.  75] ;  Parsonages  [28  A  29  Viei.o.  69] ; 
Malt:  Duty  [28  &  29  Vit.  e.  66] ;  Kingstown 
Harbour  [28  dc  29  Viet.  c.  67]  ;  Ecclesiastical 
Commission  (Superannuation  Allowances)  [28  dK 
29  Via.  c.  68] ;  War  Department  Tramway 
(Devon)  [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  74]  ;  Constabulary 
Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment  [28  4i  29  VicL 
c.  70];  Navy  and  Marines  (Wills)  128  A  29 
Viet,e.  721;  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Cen- 
firmatlon  (No.  3)  [28  A  29  fl^.  Oi  lUJ ;  KaUl 
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snd  MatIm  Pay  and  Poiaioiit  [98  ds  99  FteT. 
o.  73];  National  Gallery  (Dublin)  [28  dc  39 
Vict,  0.  711 ;  Mortgage  Debentures  [28  &  29 
Vict,  0.  78J  ;  Union  Chargeability  [28  k  29 
Viet.  0.  79];  Lunatic  Asylum  Act  (1853), 
Ac.,  Amendment  [28  A  29  Vict.t.  80] ;  PabUe 
House  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amendmeafc  [88  A 
29  Vxet.e.  77]. 

DIVISIONS  OP  THIS  HOUSE. 

Standing  Order  No.  39  contid^red  (ac- 
cording to  Order),  and  amended  aa  foUowt : 
After  the  Words  (**  the  House  shall  be 
summoned")  insert  **  or  Notic«  shall  ha?e 
been  in  the  Minutes"). 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 

Standing  Order  No.  184,  Sect.  2  eon- 
sidered  (according  to  Order),  and  amended 
aa  follows  ;  After  (''  Railway  Bill")  in  the 
First  Line  insert  (*'  authorising  the  Gon- 
Btruetion  of  Works  by  other  than  an  ex- 
isting Railway  Company  incorporated  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  which  has  during 
the  Year  last  paid  Dividends  on  its  ordi« 
nary  Share  Capital"). 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
STANDINQ   ORDBRS  DISFBM8BD  WITH. 

The  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  con- 
Bidered  (according  to  Order). 

Moved,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of 
the  House  be  dispensed  toiik  in  relation  to 
Private  Bills  for  the  Remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion.— [The  Chairman  of  CommiUees.) 

LoBD  CAMPBELL  took  the  opportunity 
of  suggesting  that  the  number  of  Members 
forming  the  Committees  upon  Private  Bills 
should  be  reduced  from  five  to  three.  The 
requisition  of  so  large  a  number  as  five 
Members  rendered  it  difficult  to  find  Peers 
to  act  upon  Committees  ;  and  the  fact  was 
that  the  business  was  really  done  by  the 
Chairman  and  the  two  noble  Lords  who 
sat  immediately  on  his  right  and  left  hand. 
The  other  Members  of  the  Committee  were 
purely  ornamental.  The  number  of  Mem- 
bers of  which  the  Committees  of  the  other 
House  consisted  had  already  been  reduced 
horn  five  to  four. 

LoBD  REDESDALE  said,  he  thought 
that  five  was  a  much  better  number  than 
either  three  or  four.  But,  while  objecting 
to  the  reduction  of  the  number  of  the 
Members  of  their  Lordships'  Committees 
in  ordinary  cases,  he  had  to  ask  their 
Lordships  that  two  particular  Bills  should 
be  referred  to  a  Committee,  to  eonsist  of 
himself  and  two  ether  noble  Lords  who 
were  Cbairiaea  ef  Coaunittees,    Tfais  be 


did  under  ezoepttonal  eirdamstanoes,  aa^ 
he  hoped  that  the  course  he  proposed  in 
this  instance  would  not  be  drawn  into  a 
precedent. 
lAoiion  cigreed  to, 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Lord  REDESDALE  moved. 

"  That  on  Friday  and  Monday  next  the  Bill  or 
Bills  which  are  entered  for  consideration  on  the 
Minutes  of  the  Day  shall  have  the  same  pre- 
cedence which  Bills  have  oa  Tuesdays  and  Thurs- 
days." 

Motion  eigreed  to* 

DIVINE  WORSHIP  IN  THE  CHURCH  OP 

ENGLAND.  BILL- (No  818.) 

BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  Marqubss  op  WESTMEATH 
said,  he  had  been  induced  to  bring  in  the 
Bill  by  the  observations  of  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  the  Bishop  of  London  a  few  even- 
ings ago  on  a  subject  which  he  fthe  Mar- 
quess of  Westmeath)  then  brought  before 
their  Lordships  having  reference  to  popish 
practices  in  the  Church  of  England.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  then  admitted  the  ne- 
cessity of  a  change  in  the  law,  and  stated 
that  he  should  be  willing  to  give  his  sup- 
port to  any  measure  having  for  its  object 
to  remedy  the  existing  evils.  At  present, 
if  any  clergyman  were  proceeded  against 
for  any  infraction  of  the  Rubrics,  it 
might  be  necessary  by  appeal  after  ap- 
peal to  go  to  the  Bishop's  Court,  then  to 
the  Court  of  Arches,  then  to  the  Court 
of  Delegates,  and  then  to  the  Privy 
Council  —  a  roundabout  process,  which 
either  prevented  a  remedy  for  the  evil,  or 
amerced  the  Bishop  in  heavy  costs.  The 
result  was  that  many  persons  were  encour- 
aged to  disregard  the  law,  in  the  hope  that 
no  notice  would  be  taken  of  their  default. 
The  Bill  consisted  of  three  material  clauses; 
the  first  allowed  a  reasonable  amount  of 
singing,  and  gave  an  option  to  read  or  sing 
certain  parts  of  the  service.  The  second 
repealed  so  much  of  one  of  the  Rubrics  ns 
enacted — 

"  That  sach  ornaments  of  the  Church  and  of 
the  ministers  thereof,  at  all  times  of  their  minis- 
tration, shall  be  retained  and  be  in  use  as  were 
in  this  Church  of  England  by  the  authority  of 
Parliament  in  the  second  year  of  the  reign  of  King 
Edward  the  Sixth." 

The  third  required  the  minister  of  every 
parish  to  conform,  and  gave  power  to  the 
J3ishe|^  to  aoforoo  abidioooe  by  fiuipeodiiig 
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him,  and  aMigning  a  portion  of  hit  income 
to  a  curate  to  perform  the  service.  He 
had  received  a  letter  from  a  clergyman, 
who  stated  that  he  was  an  incnmbent  of  a 
parish  in  the  London  diocese  for  thirty 
years,  and  that  he  was  one  of  those  who 
agreed  in  the  main  with  the  principles  of 
Dr.  Pusey,  and  was  labouring  to  promote 
the  revival  of  what  he  called  Catholicism  in 
England.  After  such  a  distinct  declara- 
tion from  one  of  these  clergymen  their 
Lordships  would  see  what  clergymen  hold- 
ing these  views  would  do  if  they  could,  and 
the  necessity  there  was  of  such  a  Bill  as 
this  in  order  to  control  them. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  inquired  whether 
the  noble  Marquess  intended  to  move  the 
second  reading  r 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  expressed  a 
hope  that  the  noble  Marquess  would  not 
press  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  The 
subject  was  a  very  important  one,  and  it 
was  undesirable  that  the  opinion  of  the 
House  should  be  taken  formally  upon  the 
Bill  at  this  time  of  the  Session,  and  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  the  measure 
was  brought  in.  His  noble  Friend  had, 
no  doubt,  done  justice  to  himself  in  bring- 
ing forward  the  Bill  ;  but  he  must  have 
known  that  the  day  he  had  named  for  its 
second  reading  was  one  upon  which  it  would 
be  impossible  for  their  Lordships  to  discuss 
it.  He  hopedy  therefore,  that  his  noble 
Friend  would  not  give  their  Lordships  the 
trouble  of  expressing  an  opinion  one  way 
or  the  other  upon  the  measure. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  sure 
that  if,  after  consulting  with  the  right 
rev.  Bench,  the  noble  Marquess  should  feel 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  introduce  a  Bill  on 
this  subject  next  Session,  the  House  would 
give  it  every  consideration;  but  he  hoped 
the  noble  Marquess  would  not  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  now  before  their 
Lordships. 

The  Marquess  of  WESTMEATH  said, 
he  would  not  press  their  Lordships  to  read 
the  Bill  a  second  time  on  this  occasion  ; 
and  moved  that  the  Order  for  the  second 
reading  be  discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn, 

POOR  LAW  BOARD  CONTINUANCE  BILL. 
(no.  227.)      SECOND  READINa. 

Moioed,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\— 
{ThsEarlde  Orey.) 

The  Earl  of  ELLENBOROXJGH  said, 

tliat  when  a  ^ill  of  this  nature  waabcooght 

TheMmrqumqfWHimeatk  ' 


forward  without  any  observation  from  tiie 
Minister  by  whom  it  was  proposed,  it 
seemed  as  though  the  time  was  come  when 
it  would  be  better  that  the  Poor  Law 
Board  should  be  made  a  permanent  De- 
partment. One  great  duty  would  be  cast 
on  the  Board  in  consequence  of  the  recent 
change  which  had  taken  place  in  regard 
to  the  settlement  of  the  poor — that  of  re- 
constructing  a  great  majority  of  the  unions 
of  the  country.  The  Union  Chargeability 
Bill  had  been  passed  without  any  Returns 
being  laid  before  Parliament  to  show  the 
incidence  of  taxation  throughout  the  coon- 
try,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  found 
that  in  many  places  which  had  expected 
to  gain  great  benefit  from  the  change  there 
would  be  no  advantage  at  all  gained. 
Where  the  town  was  large  there  would  be 
no  benefit ;  while  in  particular  parishes 
the  increase  of  charge  would  be  enormous. 
He  had  obtained  Returns  from  his  own 
neighbourhood,  and  he  found  that  in  Chel- 
tenham, a  town  of  40,000  inhabitants,  in 
the  middle  of  eleven  or  twelve  agricul- 
tural parishes,  the  benefit  would  be  con- 
fined to  a  rate  of  \\d,  per  head.  But  in 
the  same  union  there  was  an  agricultural 
parish  with  no  poor  which  paid  £25  to 
the  common  fund,  in  which  the  taxation 
would  be  increased  180  per  cent.  This 
parish  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
town  of  Cheltenham.  In  tho  same  way 
there  would  be  an  increase  of  100  per 
cent  on  the  taxation  of  an  agricultural 
parish  in  the  union  of  Tewkesbury.  The 
result  of  this  new  law,  if  unaccompanied 
by  a  re-construction  of  the  unions,  would 
be  that  proprietors  of  land  who  had  well 
managed  their  property  would  be  called 
upon  to  pay  a  rate  in  aid  of  other  pro- 
prietors who  had  neglected  or  mismanaged 
their  property.  He  feared  that  the  Com- 
missioners would  find  that  under  the  new 
law  there  would  be  many  more  paupers, 
as  the  employers  of  labour  would  no  longer 
have  a  direct  personal  interest  in  relieving 
the  rates  by  giving  employment.  He 
feared  also  that  there  would  be  less  dis- 
cretion shown  in  the  apportionment  of  re- 
lief, and  consequently  there  would  be  less 
economy  than  there  was  at  present.  Ano- 
ther result  would  be  that  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  cease  to  be  composed  of 
the  best  men  in  the  parishes,  bat  would 
fall  into  the  hands  of  busy  meddlers, 
whose  administration  would  not  be  so  use- 
ful either  to  the  poor  or  to  the  ratepayers. 
Earl  DE  QRET  and  RIPON  said,  as 
the  6iU  was  a  mere  Continuance  Bill  he 
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bad  not  thought  it  necessary  to  trouble 
their  Lordships  with  any  remarks  upon 
it.  The  apprehension  of  such  evils  as  the 
noble  Barl  expected  would  flow  from  the 
passing  of  the  measure  which  had  been 
adopted  by  large  majorities  in  both  Houses 
was,  he  conceived,  a  good  reason  for  pass- 
ing such  a  Continuance  Bill  as  this.  The 
merits  of  the  Union  Chargeability  Bill  had 
been  so  recently  discussed  by  their  Lord- 
ships that  he  did  not  think  it  was  necessary 
to  enter  again  into  the  subject. 

Motion  (agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly* and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

PRISONS  BILL-(No.  228.) 
BBPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to  Or- 
der). 

Earl  GRANVILLE  stated,  that  the 
Oovemment  had  considered  some  objections 
which  had  been  raised  on  a  former  occa- 
aion  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Chelmsford),  and  had  proposed  certain 
verbal  Amendments  to  meet  those  objec- 
tions. With  respect  to  an  objection  taken 
by  a  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon)  to 
the  combination  of  low  diet  and  solitary 
confinement  in  cases  of  short  sentences, 
the  Home  Office  had  considered  the  point, 
but  saw  no  reason  to  make  any  alteration 
in  the  clause. 

Further  Amendments  made  ;  and  Bill  to 
bo  read  3*  To-morrow, 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 

(1856)  AMENDMENT  BILL— (No.  200.) 

COMMITTEB. 

Moved,  That  the  House  be  now  put 
into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill. — ( The 
Lord  Steward,) 

The  Marquess  op  CLANRICARDE 
said,  that  he  did  not  desire  to  offer  any 
opposition  to  the  measure,  but  at  the  same 
time  he  thought  it  required  some  justifica- 
tion, for  in  effect  it  handed  o?er  the  county  to 
the  police  and  the  stipendiary  magistrates. 
He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  6o- 
▼emment  to  an  outrage  which  had  recently 
occurred  at  Annaghmore  in  the  north  of 
Ireland.  It  appeared  from  the  report  in 
The  Ttmee  that  the  Roman  Catholics  in  a 
district  of  the  north  of  Ireland  were  accus- 
tomed to  celebrate  Midsummer's  Etc  by 
bonfires.  On  the  occasion  in  question  they 
had  reason  to  apprehend  these  festiTities 
would  be  interrupted  by  the  Orangemen,  and 


accordingly  some  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
party  provided  themseWes  with  firearms. 
Dunng  the  festiTities  on  the  night  of  the 
23rd  of  June  last  the  Roman  Catholic  party 
were  informed  that  an  Orange  rabble  was 
coming  towards  them.  The  armed  Roman 
Catholics  at  once  proceeded  in  the  direction 
indicated  and  discharged  their  firearms 
among  their  opponents,  wounding  se?en  peo- 
ple, and  one  of  them  so  se?erely  that  he  had 
consequently  died.  Such  an  occurrence 
would  make  it  appear  doubtful  whether 
Ireland  possessed  any  Government  or  any 
police,  for  it  did  not  seem  that  any  steps 
were  taken  by  the  police  to  prevent  an 
infraction  of  the  peace,  although  it  was 
well  known  that  this  celebration  was  to 
take  place,  and  that  encounters  between 
the  Koman  Catholics  and  the  Orange- 
men had  occurred  on  these  occasions 
in  former  years.  In  spite  of  Parliament 
being  called  upon  to  give  its  attention  to 
Peace  Preservation  Acts,  and  in  spite  of 
the  lesson  which  the  Belfast  riots  should 
have  conveyed,  there  appeared  a  great 
negligence  -somewhere  with  reference  to 
these  matters.  He  believed  that  they  were 
ruining  the  constabulary  of  Ireland,  as  far 
as  constabulary  purposes  were  concerned^ 
by  drill,  parade,  and  constant  attention  to 
other  military  duties.  It  was  important 
that  these  matters  should  receive  conside- 
ration, because  anniversaries  of  a  similar 
kind  were  approaching.  He  should  be  glad 
to  know  what  had  occurred  with  reference 
to  this  outrage,  and  whether  any  commu- 
nication had  been  had  with  the  magis- 
trates, either  local  or  stipendiary,  upon  the 
subject. 

Eaiu.  GRANVILLE  said,  that  he  had 
received  from  the  police  a  report  of  what 
had  occurred  in  the  county  of  Armagh  on 
the  23rd  instant,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
by  this  time  a  further  report  had  been  for- 
warded to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who  would 
of  course  take  proper  measures.  He  could 
not  agree  with  the  noble  Marquess  in  his 
attacks  upon  the  Irish  constabulary  ;  and, 
considering  that  there  were  ^v^  counties  in 
which  these  lamentable  affrays  had  oc* 
curred,  that  they  contained  1,250,000  in- 
habitants, and  an  area  of  between  4,000 
and  5,000  square  miles,  it  did  not  appear 
to  him  very  wonderful  that  the  belligerents 
should  occasionally  meet.  He  thought  that 
it  would  be  much  more  satisfactory  if  the 
noble  Marquess  should  move  for  a  Com* 
mittee  to  inquire  into  the  matter,  instead 
of  makmg  these  violent  attacks.  So  far 
as  the  anniversaries  which  it  was  usual  to 
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celebrate  in  the  north  of  Ireland  in  the 
month  of  Julj  were  concerned,  he  be- 
lie? ed  it  bad  alwajB  been  the  practice  of 
the  Lord  Lieatenant  to  conauU  vrith  the 
magiBtrates  and  police  authorities  aa  to  the 
beat  atepa  to  be  taken  to  prevent  the  oc- 
currence of  riota  in  those  cases,  and  he  had 
not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  necessary 
measures  with  that  object  would  be  adopted 
this  year. 

The  Earl  of  DONOUQHMORE  said* 
that  when  he  brought  the  question  before 
the  House  on  &  former  occasion,  the  noble 
Earl  made  preciselj  the  same  suggestions 
as  to  his  moTing  for  a  Committee  or  a 
Gommisaion  ;  but  when  he  came  down  to 
the  House  the  next  day  to  moTO  for  an 
inquiry,  expecting  the  assent  of  the  Oo- 
vernment,  he  was  surprised  to  find  that 
the  noble  Earl  would  not  assent  to  the 
Motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
Order). 

The  Earl  op  DONOUQHMORE  moved 
a  now  clauBO  providing  that  whenever  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  exercised  the  power  of 
proclamation  provided  in  the  Bill,  a  copy 
•f  the  proclamation  should  be  laid  before 
Parliament  within  fourteen  days. 

The  Earl  of  ST.  GERMANS  re- 
gretted that  the  state  of  Ireland  was  not 
such  as  to  render  it  expedient  to  dispense 
with  this  Act ;  but  the  fact  was  that  every 
Lord  Lieutenant  since  1847  had  thought 
that  the  Act  should  be  continued.  It  was 
quite  true  that  apparent  quietness  existed 
in  many  places  which  were  proclaimed  ; 
but  this  was  more  the  consequence  of  the 
proclamation  than  a  fact  which  showed  the 
prudence  of  dispensing  with  it.  It  was 
necessary  that  the  power  of  proclamation 
should  be  exercised  to  prevent  the  spread 
of  those  illegal  societies  which  set  them- 
selves up  against  the  law  and  inspired  the 
loyal  subjects  of  Her  Majesty  with  con- 
tinual dread.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  with  the  advice  of  the  Law  Offi- 
cers, was  desirous  of  withdrawing  some  of 
the  proclamations,  and  he  thought  that  the 
matter  should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Executive.  He  deemed  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl  to  be  super- 
fluous. 

tHB  Eab^  of  DONOUGHMORE  said, 
as  the  clause  was  not  objected  to  he  sup- 
posed it  was  to  be  adopted. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 
The  Report  of  the  Amendment  to  be  re- 
ceived 2'o-tnotToio. 
Eariarmmae 
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OLERIOAL  SUBSCRIPTION  BILL  [h 
(no.  280.)      OOKSIDERATIOir. 

Commons  Amendments  coneidered  (ae> 
^rding  to  Order) ;  some  agreed  to  ;  acme 
dUag^ed  to  ;  and  a  Committee  appointed 
to  prepare  Reasons  to  be  offered  to  the 
Commons  for  the  Lords  disagreeing  to  the 
said  Amendments :  The  Committee  to 
meet  To-morrow,  at  a  Quarter  before  Four 
o'clock. 

House  adjoamed  at  half  past  Seren 

o'olooky  till  To-moiTow«  half 

past  Tan  o'oloek. 


iR«>ort  — Admiralty,  4(0.  Acts  Repeal*  \Lord$\ 
242];   Dockyard  Ports  Etegulatloa*  iLordA 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thwrsday,  June  29, 1865. 

MINUTES.]  —  PoBUO  Bills—  Resolutions  in 

CommiMetf— East  India  (Revenue  Aooounts). 
First  Reading — Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act  Aomd- 

ment*  ILcrds]  [251]  ;    Rochdale  Vioarage* 

ILords]  [2521 
Committee— 'JLini\nlty,eM.,  Acts  ReoesA*  [Lords] 

[943]  I  Dockyards  Ports  RegalaUon  *  t^'^^'^J 

[844];    Admiralty  Powers,  4c.*  {re-^emm,) 

iLords]  [248]. 

eport  —  Ad    ■    ' 

G;        -  _      ^      _       ^ 

244];    Admiralty    Powers,  dw.*  (re-comm.) 
LordsW^iS]. 

INDIA— MEDICAL   OFFICERS. 
QUBSnOK. 

Mb.  BA^TLEY  said,  be  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Seoretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true  or  not.  as  stated  in 
the  United  Service  OazetU  and  Mome 
Ifewst  that  the  Indian  Medical  Warrant  has 
been  oanc^ed?  If  such  be  the  oaw,  what 
measures  are  to  be  taken  as  regards  the 
pay  and  organization  of  the  Medioal  De- 
partment, a^  when  will  those  meaaores  be 
reported  to  the  House  ?  and  why,  pending 
such  ohangea,  Medioal  Officers  in  India 
have  not  at  least  reoeived  the  pay  of  thflir 
relative  ranks  ? 

SiE  CHARLES  WOOD  said,  in  reply, 
that  he  had  introduced  a  Bill  last  year  for 
the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  to  obtain  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  assistant  surgeons  from  those  who 
had  entered  the  Queen's  general  servioe 
by  competition  to  form  a  Medioal  Staff 
Corps  for  India.  The  House  was  pleased 
to  throw  out  that  Bill  on  the  third  read- 
ing, and  he  was  therefore  oompelled  to 
maintain  a  aapw^teoBt^lJ^hmwt  w  India. 
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Tht  Gh>YenimeBt  of  India  bad  writtea  in 
yery  strong  terms,  pointing  out  the  great 
disftdyantage  and  great  additional  expense 
caused  by  the  maintenance  of  the  double 
establishment ;  but  no  step  had  been  taken 
in  consequence  of  those  representations. 
The  statement,  therefore,  implied  in  the 
question  of  his  boo.  Friend  was  entirely 
incorrect;  the  Warrant  had  not  been 
cancelled,  and  as  far  as  he  had  heard, 
great  satis&ction  was  felt  by  the  Medical 
Officers  in  India  at  their  position  and  pay. 

HOME   GROWN  TOBACCO. 
Q17BSTI0K. 

Mb.  SCULLY  said,  he  would  beg  to  ask 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Would  it 
not  be  practicable  to  deyise  some  conve- 
nient  mode  of  levying  a  duty  upon  Home 
Grown  Tobacco,  so  as  to  admit  its  profitable 
cultivation  in  these  Countries  without  loss 
to  the  Imperial  JRevenue  ? 

Thi  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE  said,  he  was  sorry  to  say  that, 
while  he  enth^y  recognized  the  importance 
of  the  subject  and  the  principle  on  which 
the  question  proceeded,  the  Gk)vemment 
had  never  yet  seen  their  way  to  any  plan 
for  giving  effect  to  the  suggestion.  It 
would  be  very  desirable,  if  only  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  satisfaction  to  the  public 
mind,  that  there  should  be  no  absolute 
prohibition  of  the  growth  of  any  commo- 
dity in  this  country.  He  always  had 
welcomed,  and  always  should  w^come, 
any  proposal  which  purported  to  provide 
the  means  of  raising  Tobacco  so  as  not  to 
give  a  bounty  upon  the  growth  of  it  in 
this  country,  which  would,  of  course,  be 
hostile  to  the  public  interest.  But  hitherto 
all  such  attempts  had  failed.  The  plans 
which  had  been  proposed  had  all  proved 
unsatisfactory,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
best  authorities  were  sanguine  that  any 
satisfactory  plan  could  be  proposed.  He 
should  be  very  glad  indeed  if  his  hon. 
Friend  or  any  one  else  could  solve  the 
problem. 

Me.  SCULL¥  gave  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  s«l]|}ect  in  the  course  of 
the  next  Session. 

BRITISH   INDIA  AND  COLONIAL  TRUST 

AND  AOENOT  CORPORATION  (UMIT£D). 

QUESnON. 

Mb.  OBAWFOED  said,  he  wished  to 
aak  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 


029 

Whether  it  be  true  that  a  Charter  of  In- 
corporation has  been  granted  bv  the  Crown 
to  uie  *'  British  India  and  Colonial  Trust 
and  Agency  Corporation  (Limited),''  and, 
if  so,  that  he  will  state  the  grounds  on 
which  such  Charter  was  granted  to  a  Com- 
pany constituted  under  the  provisions  of 
the  '<  Limited  Liability  Act,*"  whether 
similar  privileges  will  be  accorded  to  other 
Companies  similarly  constituted ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  consent  to  lay  the  Correspon- 
dence in  the  particular  case  in  question 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  MILNER  OIBSON  said,  m  reply, 
that  the  Crown  had  not  been  advised  to 
grant  a  Charter  to  the  Company  in  ques* 
tion.  There  would  be  no  objeetioB  to  lay 
the  Correspondence  on  the  table  when  it 
was  concluded.  With  regard  to  giving 
similar  privileges  to  other  Companies,  every 
case  must  be  decided  on  its  mwits. 


INDIA— GRIEVANCES    OF   INDUN 
OFFICERS.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  SYKES  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  the 
Boyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  griev- 
ances of  Indian  Officers  has  been  appointed, 
the  names  of  the  Commissioners,  when  the 
Commission  is  likely  to  commence  its 
labours,  and  whether  the  717  Petitions 
presented  to  the  House  of  Commons  can 
be  brought  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Commission  ? 

Sib  CHABLES  WOOD  replied,  that  he 
was  very  anxious  that  the  Commission 
should  have  been  sooner  appointed,  but 
he  had  had  the  greatest  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing the  services  of  a  suitable  Chairman. 
He  was  anxious  that  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Hotham),  who  had  sat  on  both  the 
previous  Commissions,  should  undertake 
the  duty,  but  the  noble  Lord  fslt  an 
over-scrupulous  delicacy  on  the  subject, 
and  feared  that,  as  he  had  voted  with 
him  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  in  the  division 
against  the  Motion  of  Captain  Lewis,  it 
might  be  supposed  that  he  would  not 
bring  that  absolute  impartiality  to  the 
consideration  of  the  subject  which  would 
naturally  be  expected  firom  the  Chair- 
man. The  noble  Lord  therefore  declined, 
although  he  (ISr  Charles  Wood)  was  cer- 
tain that  no  one  sise  would  have  doubted 
the  noble  Lord's  impartiality.  3^  Com- 
mission, however,  had  bee«  appointed. 
On  Monday  last  the  Commissioners  held 
their  first  meeting,  and  they  had  been  in 
communiqatioA  wiUi  him  upon  the  appoint- 
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ment  of  a  Secretary.  The  names  of  tbe 
CommiflsioDers  would  appear  to-morrow  in 
the  GautU. 

IRELAND— THE  RAILWAY  SYSTEM. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  MONSELL  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  the  Evidence  taken  by  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners  on  the  Irish  Bailway 
system  will  be  laid  before  the  House  before 
the  end  of  the  Session  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  in  reply,  that  the  Railway 
Commissioners  had  used  every  exertion  to 
accelerate  their  inquiry  into  the  Irish  Rail- 
way system.  They  had  been  unable,  how- 
ever, hitherto  either  to  make  a  report  or 
to  present  the  evidence,  and  they  thought 
it  better  not  to  bring  the  subject  before 
the  public  in  an  incomplete  state. 

ROMAN    CATHOLIC  BISHOPS. 
QUESTIOir. 

Me.  KINNAIRD  said,  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  second  Roman  Catholic  Bishop 
about  to  be  appointed  te  the  new  see  at 
Malta  is  to  be  exempted  from  all  liability 
te  be  prosecuted  in  any  Court  of  Law  for 
any  offence,  civil  or  criminal  ?  . 

Mb.  CARDWELL,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Bishop  of  Goza  was  not  appointed  by  the 
British  Government  but  by  the  Court  of 
Rome.  In  1860  it  was  proposed  to  divide 
the  Bishopric  of  Malta,  and  create  a  sepa- 
rate Bishopric  of  Goza.  His  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  assented 
te  the  arrangement  on  condition  that  the 
same  restriction  imposed  on  the  Bishop  of 
Malta  should  be  imposed  on  the  new  Bishop. 
That  arrangement  was  carried  inte  effect 
last  year,  and  instructions  were  given  te 
the  Governor  of  Malta  to  give  effect  te 
the  existing  state  of  the  law,  which  was 
passed  in  1828,  for  the  purpose  of  limiting 
the  ecclesiastical  privileges  of  Malte,  and 
that  law  exempted  from  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  temporal  tribunals  the  persons  of 
the  Governor  and  the  Bishop. 

INDIA— EAST  INDIA  (REVENUE 

ACCOUNTS)— cojoorrj^^. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Sib  CHARLES  WOOD  said :  I  must 
throw  myself  upon  the  kind  indulgence  of 
the  House  in  the  stotement  whi^  I  am 
SirOkarUe  fTooi 


about  te  make.  I  am  not  sure  whether 
my  voice  will  enable  me  to  go  throngh 
with  it,  but  I  was  very  anxious  not  to 
delay  for  a  single  day  the  stotement 
which  tiie  Committee,  I  am  su];e,  wishes 
to  be  made  in  regard  to  Indian  finance. 
If  I  &il  to  go  through  with  my  stote- 
ment it  wiU  not  be  from  want  of  will, 
but  want  of  power,  and  the  Committee 
will,  I  am  sure,  excuse  me  for  making 
my  speech  as  short  as  I  can.  It  has 
been  often  urged  in  the  House  that  this 
stotement  ought  te  be  made  at  an  earlier 
period  of  the  Session.  Some  time  ago  I 
gave  directions  for  expediting  the  ac- 
counto  from  India  which  are  now,  ac- 
cording te  Act  of  Parliament,  laid  on  the 
toble  by  the  14th  of  May.  Under  that 
arrangement  they  cannot  well  be  printed, 
and  t^  placed  in  the  hands  of  Memb^s 
before  the  14th  of  June.  It  was  found 
on  going  through  the  statement  of  the 
Indian  accounto  that  they  were  kept  on 
the  most  erroneous  principles,  and  were 
very  confused.  I  thought  it  bettor,  in- 
stead of  tr3ring  merely  to  expedite  the 
accounto,  to  go  into  an  entire  revision  of 
the  whole  system,  with  the^  view^  of 
putting  it  upon  clear  and  intelligible 
principles  of  sound  financial  accuracy. 
Mr.  Wilson  did  something  tewards  that 
end;  Mr.  Laing  did  still  more;  but  it 
was  not  till  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  arrived 
in  India,  and  set  te  work  with  that  msr- 
vellous  energy  which  distinguishes  him, 
that  the  task  of  putting  them  on  a  sound 
footing,  was  undertaken  in  earnest.  Two 
gentlemen  were  sent  out  from  this  coun- 
try te  assist  in  this  work — Mr.  Foster, 
of  the  Paymaster's  Office,  and  Mr.  Whiffin, 
of  the  War  Department.  Two  other  gen- 
tlemen also  gave  their  aid,  and  I  am  in 
hopes  that  before  this  year  is  at  an  end 
the  new  and  improved  system  will  have 
been  established.  It  happened  with  this 
attempt,  as  it  has  often  happened  with 
others  in  India,  that  it  was  interrupted 
from  time  te  time,  by  the  failure  of  the 
health  of  the  gentlemen  employed ;  Mr. 
Whiffin  came  home,  the  health  of  another 
gentleman  entirely  broke  down.  Sir  Charles 
Trevelyan  was  obliged  te  come  home  in 
consequence  of  serious  illness;  so  that  the 
work  was  retarded  through  the  failure  in 
health  of  two  of  the  principal  persons 
employed  in  it.  I  trust»  however,  that 
before  the  end  of  the  year  the  improved 
system  which  has  been  already  applied 
in  Bengal,  and  partly  in  the  other  pro- 
vinces, will  have  been  brought  into  Ml 
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operation,  and  will  have  been  perma* 
neatly  established  throaghout  India.  I 
hope  that  those  Gentlemen  who  are  nata- 
rally  anxious  for  an  earlier  exhibition  of 
accounts  in  this  country  will  think  that 
I  have  done  rightly  in  caring  rather 
that  we  should  have  a  permanent  sys- 
tem of  accounts  based  upon  true  princi- 
ples than  that  for  the  last»  or  present, 
or  cTcn  next  year,  the  accounts  should  be 
presented  two  or  three  months,  or  two  or 
three  weeks  earlier.  With  reg^  to  the 
accounts  which  are  now  on  the  table,  it 
is  not  necessary  for  me  to  trouble  the 
House  with  many  details.  It  turns  out 
that  the  surplus  for  1863-64,  accord- 
ing to  the  actual  accounts,  is  less  than 
appeared  from  the  regular  Estimates.  The 
surplus,  according  to  the  regular  Esti- 
mates, was  £257,000,  but  the  actual  ac- 
counts show  that  the  surplus  was  only 
£78,000.  That  is  not  a  very  large 
amount;  the  difference  is  owing  to  the 
large  stock  of  duty  paid  salt  on  hand 
from  the  preceding  year.  A  much  more 
serious  matter  is  the  difference  between 
the  surplus  in  the  year  1863-64  and  that 
of  the  previous  year  1862-63.  In  that 
year  the  surplus  was  £1,827,000;  in 
the  last  year,  or  1863-64,  it  was  only 
£78,000,  the  falling  off  being  no  less  than 
£1,749,000.  That  falling  off,  however, 
is  almost  entirely  owing  to  that  which 
every  gentleman  knows  to  be  the  most 
uncertain  source  of  revenue  in  India — 
namely  opium.  Between  diminished  re- 
ceipts and  increased  charge  there  was  a 
difference  in  opium  returns  of  £1,673,000, 
80  that,  in  point  of  fact,  almost  the  whole 
difference  is  due  to  opium.  With  regard 
to  the  last  year,  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  the 
results  disclosed  by  the  regular  estimates 
are  much  lees  satisfactory  than  those 
which  I  anticipated  at  the  time  the  Bud- 
get Estimate  was  framed.  According  to 
the  Budget  Estimates  there  would  be  a 
surplus  of  £823,000,  but  according  to  the 
regular  estimates  there  is  a  deficit  of 
£263,000,  the  calculations  being,  in  point 
of  fact,  worse  by  £1,086,000.  Now,  so 
fax  as  the  revenue  goes,  it  is  actually 
better  than  was  estimated.  The  Budget 
Estimate  was  £46,163,000,  the  regular 
estimate  is  £46,284,000 — giving  an  in- 
crease of  £120,000.  But  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  there  is  an  increase  of  charge  of 
£1,206,000;  the  charge  in  England  is 
less,  but  there  was  an  increased  charge  in 
India  of  £1,562,000.  The  increase  of 
diarge  in  respect  of  opium  is  £453,000 ; 
yOL.  OLXXX.    [thihd  ssBiis.] 


that,  however,  is  a  temporary  increase.  A 
more  serious  increase  is  that  on  the  army 
of  £674,000.  In  public  works  there  is 
an  increase  of  £327,000.  Now,  it  is  right 
to  say  that  with  respect  to  that  increase 
for  the  army  there  is  very  little  prospect 
of  finding  anything  to  cut  off,  because,  al- 
though we  have  reduced  the  army  consi- 
derably, there  has  been  an  increase  of  al- 
lowances given  to  it  in  cider  to  compensate 
both  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  Native 
army  for  the  increased  price  which  they 
have  to  pay  for  their  provisions.  The 
increased  price  of  provisions  amounts  to 
£272,000.  Then  the  additional  charge 
for  the  Bhootan  war  is  about  £160,000. 
A  change  from  half  to  full  batta  has  been 
made.  Half  batta,  which  was  a  very  in- 
vidious thing,  and  under  the  circumstances 
very  unjust,  has  been  abolished,  and  the 
increase  under  that  head,  togeUier  with 
increased  pay  for  the  medical  officers,  and 
some  other  minor  additions,  amount  to 
£242,000.  These  items  make  up  the  ad- 
ditional charge  for  the  army  of  £674,000. 
Now,  Sir,  if  I  compare  the  last  year  with 
the  preceding  year,  so  for  as  revenue  goes, 
I  must  say  that  it  is  impossible  that  any- 
thing could  be  more  satisfactory.  There 
has  been  an  increase  in  the  revenue  of 
1864  65  as  compared  with  the  actual  re- 
ceipts of  1863-64  of  £1,671.000,  of  which 
the  main  items  are  salt,  £588,000;  opium, 
£682,000;  and  the  receipts  from  mJc  of 
building  lands  at  Bombay,  which,  how- 
ever, is  only  of  a  temporary  character, 
£554,000.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  I  am 
very  sornr  to  say  that,  although  the  reve- 
nue has  mcreaeed  in  a  most  satisfactory 
manner,  that  which  is  not  so  satisfactory 
is  that  the  charge  in  India  for  1864-65 
has  increased  as  compared  with  1863*64 
by  no  less  a  sum  than  £2,262,000.  Of 
that  increase  of  charge  £401,000  is  on  ac- 
count of  opium,  £630,000  on  account  of 
the  army,  from  the  causes  which  I  have 
mentioned  before— namely,  increased  pay 
and  allowances,  a  portion  only  of  which  en- 
tered into  the  former  year,  £310,000  for 
public  works,  £186,000  for  law  and  justice 
—  that  is,  for  the  improvement  of  the 
courts  of  justice  throughout  the  country, 
£143,000  for  education,  and  £270,000 
for  superannuations.  Now,  the  House  will 
observe  that  almost  all  these  chai|;es  are 
charges  owing  to  the  improved  administra- 
tion of  the  country,  in  which  I  do  not  see 
it  possible  to  expect  anything  but  a  steady, 
though  gradual,  increase.  It  is  indispen- 
sable to  execute  advantageous  public 
2fl 
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i^rerks,  and  most  desirable  to  aid  eduoation 
aiid  make  better  proyidon  for  the  admi- 
tiiBtretion  of  justice.  These  are  the  Boarces 
of  the  additional  expenditure.  I  eome 
now  to  the  year  186^-66,  and  here  again 
nothing  can  oe  more  satiaftteiory  than  the 
Indian  Teyenae.  In  spite  of  the  loss  of 
£6§5,000  in  the  current  year  by  the  loss 
of  the  ineonie  tax,  the  whole  ravenoe  will 
be  better  than  last  year  by  £264)000.  It 
aflbrds  matter  of  great  satisfiaotion  to  find 
that  the  increase  is  general  thronghout 
the  main  items  of  the  revenne.  The  land 
revenue  is  better  by  £1 18,000  ;  salt,  by 
£158,000;  opium,  by  £209,000 ;  stamps, 
£146,000.  And  I  hope  that  we  may 
without  hesitation  accept  that  as  a  clear 
proof  of  the  general  improvement  in  the 
prosperity  of  the  whole  country  from  one 
end  to  the  other.  Again,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  however,  that  if  the  rev^mue  has  in- 
creased so  have  the  chai*ges.  According 
to  the  Budget  Estimate  of  this  year,  in 
spite  of  the  reduction  of  £753,000  in  the 
charge  of  opium,  there  wiU  be  an  increased 
charge  in  India  and  England  ofer  the  re- 
gular Estimates  of  last  year  of  about 
£376,000.  This  is  partly  owing  to  the 
Increased  allowances  rendered  indispen- 
sable by  the  price  of  provisions  to  the 
army,  and  partly  by  the  increased  expen- 
diture on  public  works,  on  law,  and  jus- 
tice, and  police.  The  increase  in  the 
army  charge  is  £426,000 ;  public  works, 
£202,000;  law  and  justice,  £210,000; 
and  police,  £95,000.  That  contains,  as 
shortly  and  succinctly  as  I  can  give  it,  an 
account  of  the  progress  of  the  revenue  and 
expenditure  fbr  the  last  three  years.  Be- 
fore making  any  more  general  observations 
on  the  subject,  I  will  come  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  Budget  of  this  year,  the 
main  features  of  which  are  the  dropping 
of  the  income  tax  and  the  imppsition  and 
disallowance  of  the  eiport  duties.  The 
circumstances  of  last  year  were  very  ex- 
ceptional, and  the  variation  which  took 
place  in  tiie  Estimates,  which  were  framed 
at  one  time  or  another  in  the  course  of  the 
year,  and  the  difference  there  shown  be- 
tween income  and  expenditure  were  very 
remarkable.  In  the  Budget  of  April,  1 864, 
it  was  estimated  that  there  would  be  a 
surplus  of  £823,000.  In  a  revised  esti 
mate  sent  home  in  December  last  it  was 
anticipated  that  there  would  be  a  deficit  of 
£135,000.  In  February  the  deficit  was 
estimated  at  £800,000 ;  and  other  circum- 
stances occurred  which  rendered  it  not 
improbable  at  that  time  that  the  deficit 
Sir  CharUi  Wood 


would  be  even  greater«-that  is  to  say,  ac- 
cording to  the  aooounts  furnished  by  the 
Oovemment  of  India.  I  mention  thia 
now  to  show  the  reasons  for  the  change  of 
purpose  on  the  part  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment.- Towards  the  end  of  the  year  the 
aooounts  forwarded  were  of  a  mudi  move 
favourable  character,  and  at  the  time  ikm 
regular  Estimate  was  firamed  the  deficit 
had  got  down  to  £263,000.  At  that  time, 
there  being  a  notion  that  the  salt  duties 
might  be  increased,  a  large  quantity  of 
salt  was  suddenly  taken  out  of  bond,  aad 
£170,000  was  paid  upon  that  aceoonty 
which  really  and  truly  belongs  rather  to 
the  present  than  to  last  year.  If  thatsom 
be  deducted  irom  the  deficit  appearing  in 
the  regidar  Estimate,  I  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if,  when  ihe  actaal  aooounts  oome 
to  be  prepared,  the  deficit  is  not  more  ihau 
£93,000.  The  &ct  is,  as  I  have  stated 
before  in  this  Hoiuie,  that  I  was  entirely 
taken  by  surprise  when  I  heard  that  the 
income  tax  had  been  discontinued.  Up 
to  tiie  middle  of  March  it  never  seemed  to 
have  entered  anybody's  head,  that  it  was 
possible  to  go  on  without  the  income  tax; 
and  at  the  time  the  deq»atch  was  written, 
which  is  contained  in  ihe  pi^rs  moved 
for  by  my  hon.  Friend  b^ind  me,  sntiei- 
patidg  a  very  large  d^ciency  send  the 
necessity  for  an  inoreased  expenditure  upon 
public  works,  ^e  notion  of  the  Government 
of  India  was  that,  maintaining  at  all 
events  the  exisfang  i^ixation,  even  if  it  was 
not  increased,  it  would  be  requisite  to 
borrow  to  a  considerable  amount  and  in 
the  financial  propositions  as  ultimately 
made.  The  sum  to  be  borrowed  was  taken 
at  £1,200,000.  On  the  14th  of  March  I 
heard  from  Sir  John  Lawr^ice,  that  thej 
were  all  agreed  l^at  the  income  tax  must 
be  continued;  the  only  question  was 
whether  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  in- 
crease it.  Mr.  Maine,  one  of  the  Indian 
Council,  who  left  India  on  the  24th  of 
March,  was  overtaken  on  his  way  home 
by  the  intelligence  that  the  income  tax 
had  been  dropped,  and  was  quite  as  mudi 
surprised  as  1  was  that  such  had  been  the 
course  adopted  by  the  Government  of 
India.  In  point  of  fact,  it  was  only 
the  day  before  the  Indian  Budget  was 
announced  that  the  determination  was 
come  to  to  drop  the  income  tax ;  and,  as 
may  be  inferred  tram  the  statement  I  have 
made,  it  was  owing  to  the  very  improved 
account  of  the  state  of  the  finances  which 
reached  the  Government  of  India  in  the 
cdurse  of  tiie  latter  end  of  M«oh.    Of 
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eoTirse,  if  things  bad  remained  up  to  the 
end  oi  the  aionth  aa  they  stood  at  the 
beginnings  everybody  was  agreed  that  the 
inoome  tax  moat  be  eoatumed.    HowoTer, 
on  the  laat  day  of  March  a  oounoil  was 
lield,  in  which  the  only  person  in  favour 
of  maintainiog  the  income  tax  was  Sir 
John    Lawrence.     Everybody    else   was 
against  its  being  continued.    I  am  sorry, 
though  I  cannot  say  I  am  surprised,  that 
Sir  John  Lawrence  yielded  ts  what  clearly 
was  BCArly  the  universal  opinion  in  that 
part  of  India.    The  views  of  Sir  John 
Lawrence,  expressed  in  the  Minute  of 
Council,  seem  to  me  to  be  those  of  a  Har- 
aeeing  statesman.  I  cannot,  however,  deny 
tliat  from  the  views  th^  maintained  the 
other  laembers  of  GouncU  had  some  war- 
rant ia  the  promises  and    expectations 
which  had  been  held  out,  though  under 
di£ferent  circumstances,  upon  the  impoei- 
tion  of  the  tax.     Clearly,  if  it  was  possible 
to  do  so  with  a  doe  regard  to  the  revenue 
of  India,  the  Government  were  bound  to 
drop  the  tax.    For  myself,   I  think  it 
doubtful  whether  the  circumstances  jus- 
tified that  course.     Sowever,  I  do  not 
wish  to  blame  anybody  for  the  course  which 
has  been  taken.    All  that  we  have  to  do 
is  io  look  forward  and  see  what  is  the  best 
course  to  pursue  for  the  future.     It  is 
^ite  imposnble  for  the  Secretary  of  State 
here  to  direct  the  finance  of  India.    To  a 
eertnin  extent  he  may  control  it,  but  the 
responsibility  rests  upon  the  Government 
ef  India,  who  are  much  better  acquainted 
than  anybody  here  can  be  with  the  state 
ef  cirenmstances,  the  prospect  of  revenue 
and  expenditure,  the  feetings  and  wishes 
of  the  people,  and  the  opinions  of  persons 
most  eompetent  to  decide  upon  this  matter. 
I  should  deceive  the  House,  therefore,  if 
I  were  to  assume  the  power  of  directing 
the  finance  of  India,  though  I  do  claim  and 
have  exercised  the  power  of  controlling  it. 
The  diatinotton  is  very  obvious,  and  I  hope 
hocu  Gentlemen  will  bear  it  in  mind  in 
any  observaUons  which  they  may  think 
proper  to  make  on  this  occasion.     One 
ad?antage,  at  least,  may  be  derived  from 
what  hiH  taken  place.    1^0  attention  of 
the  Indian  Government  will  be  drawn 
more  closely,  perhaps,  than  by  anything 
dse  to  the  necessity  of  exercising  strict 
economy.     Tear  after  year,  as  the  House 
will  have  se^,  the  revenue  has  increased 
in  the  most  extraordinary  and  satisfEu^tory 
manner ;  and,  although  a  large  proportion 
of  the  inoreaee  of  expenditure  is  one  which 
I  do  not  Hdnk  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 


Indian  Ch>vernment  to  prevent,  aeverthe* 
less  I  think  ihey  might  have  kept  their  ex- 
penditure within  narrower  Units*    When 
we  compare   ik»   revenue  in   India  in 
1861-62,  which  was  the  fimt  year  when 
tibe  income  tax  came  into  fall  operaUon, 
with  the  revenue  of  the  last  year,  1864-€59 
we  find  that  in  the  first  of  those  two  years 
it  amounted  to  £43,829,000.  and  in  the 
last  to  £46,284,000,  being  aff  increase  of 
nearly  £2«500,000.    In  the  estimate  for 
the  next  year^  1866-66,  the  ineome  is  cal- 
culated to  be  larger,  in  smte  of  loss  by 
iaeome  tax  of  £685,000,  than  it  was  last 
year,  ia  consequence  of  the  increase  of 
the  ordinary  sources  of  revenue.     The 
amount    next    year     is    calculated    at 
£46,548,000.     The  actual  expenditBre  ia 
India,    excluding   interest    on    railways, 
was  in   1862-68,    £86,800,000,    and   in 
the  Budget  for  1865-66  it  is  estimated 
at  £40,487,000,    being    an    increase  <^ 
£3,687,000,  of  which  £1,000,000  is  due 
to  the  army,  £1,400,000  to  public  works, 
and  £500,000  to  law  and  justice.    The 
prices  of  food,  which  of  late  years  have 
been   very  extravagant,   were   last  year 
in  Guserat  exactly  twice  as  high  as  the 
famine  prices  in  the  North  West  Provinces. 
There  is  a  certain  height  of  price  at  which 
the  soldiers  are  granted  an  increase  of  al- 
lowance, and  last  year  the  prices  were  in 
parte  pf  Western  India  four  times  greater 
than  the  amount  which  entitles  the  soldiers 
to  an  increased  allowance.    There  cannot 
be  any  reason  to  doubt  that  the  greatest 
possible  sufferings  were  thereby  entailed 
on  persons  in  the  lower  ranks  of  almost 
every  department  of  the  public  service. 
The  Committee  will  be  aware  that  it  was 
proposed  at  the  same  time  to  add  to  the 
duty  on  salt,  but  Sir  John  Lawrence  refused 
to  consent  to  that  measure,  and  I  think 
he  was  right  in  his  determination.     I  do 
not  think  that  a  small  increase  would  have 
been  objectionable  under  ordinary  circum- 
stanoes,  but  I  think  that  Sir  John  Lawrence 
was  perfectly  right  in  saying  that  he  would 
not  consent  to  take  a  certain  amount  of 
taxation  off  the  shoulders  of  the  rich,  who 
paid  the  income   tax,  and  transfer  it  to 
the  shoulders  of  the  poor,  who  paid  the 
salt  tax.     With  regard  to  the  proposal  for 
levying  export  duties,  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  under  no  circumstances  ought 
they  to  be  imposed,  and  they  have,  in- 
deed, existed  to  a  certain  extent  in  India, 
but  I  must  own  it  is  the  last  species  of 
taxation  which  we  ought  to  have  recourse 
to,  and  I  am  not  of  opinion  that  the  cir- 
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cumstances  of  the  times  justified  their  im- 
position. The  levying  of  export  duties 
on  some  of  the  articles  would  haye  been 
most  impolitic.  Coffee  and  tea  are  infant 
onltiyations  in  India,  and  the  imposition 
of  export  duties  on  them  would  be  most 
injurious,  and  productiye  of  little  or  no- 
thing in  the  way  of  reyenue.  As  soon, 
therefore,  as  I  heard  that  the  export  duties 
had  been  im{>osed  I  sent  a  telegram  to  the 
Indian  Goyemment  stating  that  I  would 
not  allow  them.  An  hon.  Member  asked 
a  short  time  ago  a  question  respecting  the 
repayment  of  such  duties  as  had  been 
leyied.  We  haye  not  the  full  accounts 
yet  of  what  has  been  done,  but  I  haye 
directed  the  Government  in  India  to  re- 
pay all  the  export  duties  which  may  have 
been  levied.  I  have  already  adverted  to 
the  extraordinary  increase  of  prices  of 
every  sort  which  occurred  at  Bombay, 
owing  in  a  great  measure  to  the  extraor- 
dinary wealth  which  flowed  into  that 
place  for  the  last  two  or  three  years. 
Another  consequence  of  this  was  that 
speculation  among  the  Bombay  merchants 
ran  perfectly  wild,  and  I  desire  to  state  to 
the  House  the  amount  of  speculation  which 
took  place  in  two  sets  of  shares.  On  the 
Back  Bay  Bombay  shares  5,000  rupees 
were  paid.  In  August  last  they  rose  to 
18,000  premium,  in  January  last  they 
were  at  42,000  premium,  and  in  May  they 
were  at  5,000  premium.  Their  value 
varied  from  28,000  rupees  in  August,  and 
47,000  rupees  in  January,  to  10,000  rupees 
in  May.  The  shares  of  the  Elphinstone 
Land  Company  in  February  last  were  at 
180,000  rupees  premium.  New  shares 
were  issued  at  1,000  rupees  paid,  and  in 
February  they  were  at  2,600  premium, 
and  in  May  at  450  premium.  It  is  not 
to  be  wondered  at,  then,  that  the  gentle- 
men who  invested  at  very  high  prices 
should  afterwards,  when  prices  fell  so 
much,  have  found  themselves  in  a  difficult 
position,  and  this  accounts  for  a  good  deal 
of  the  pressure  which  has  prevailed  within 
the  last  few  montha.  Somehow  or  another 
— I  do  not  know  how  —  the  bankers  of 
Bombay  got  the  power  by  their  charter 
of  advancing  money  on  speculative  shares, 
and  they  used  that  power  to  a  considerable 
extent.  I  wrote  early  in  the  year  to  Sir 
Bartle  Frere,  calling  his  attention  to  the 
necessity  of  looking  after  what  they  were 
doing;  and  whether  in  consequence  of 
my  letter  or  not  I  cannot  say,  but  the  Go- 
yemment directors  went  down  to  the 
Bank  and  on  their  representations  it  oeased 
8ir  CharUi  Wood 
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to  do  that  which  it  had  been  doing  for 
some  time  —  namely,  advancing  largely 
upon  these  shares.  It  was  very  wrong 
ever  to  have  advanced  money  in  that  way 
at  all  upon  a  security,  which  in  times  of 
difficulty  would  obviously  be  pwrfectly  un- 
negotiable.  Whatever  rumours  may  have 
reached  this  country,  I  wish  to  state  that 
as  far  as  I  can  judge  from  all  the  accounts 
which  I  have  received  the  Bank  of  Bom- 
bay will  in  future  go  on  in  the  ordinary 
way,  and  there  need  be  no  apprehension 
in  the  public  mind  on  this  subject.  I  have 
been  asked  whether  it  was  my  intention 
to  raise  any  large  loan  in  this  country  for 
the  service  of  India,  and  I  have  said  it 
was  not  my  intention  to  do  so.  I  may 
remark  that  I  think  this  year  may  be 
fairly  regarded  as  a  sort  of  transition 
year.  A  new  Finance  Minister  has  gone 
out  to  India,  and  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  act  until  he  has  had  time  to  consider 
matters  and  give  a  mature  opinion  upon 
them,  r  believe  that  Mr.  Massey's  ap- 
pointment has  been  received  with  great 
satisfaction  in  India.  We  all  knew  him 
in  this  House  to  be  a  cool-headed,  sober- 
judging  man,  and  I  place  great  confidence 
in  his  plain  common  sense — a  quality  which 
I  believe  goes  a  long  way  to  enable  a  man 
to  discharge  any  public  duties  imposed 
upon  him.  I  do  not  propose  to  borrow 
money  for  public  works  till  I  know  where 
I  am.  If  the  people  of  India  themselves 
find  the  money,  we  can  spend  it  well  for 
them ;  and  I  have  stated  that  when  they 
send  me  a  well-digested  plan  for  useful 
improvements  I  might  be  prepared  gvccl 
in  this  market  to  borrow  funds  for  their 
execution,  but  that  I  would  not  go  hand 
over  head  to  put  money  into  their  pockets 
which  they  might  not  expend  so  econo- 
mically, as  if  &eir  plans  were  carefully 
prepared  beforehand.  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  agree  with  me  that  that  is  the 
wise  course  to  pursue.  I  do  not,  however, 
wish  the  Committee  to  run  away  with  the 
idea  that  there  has  not  of  late  years  been 
an  enormous  expenditure  upon  public 
works  in  India.  There  has  been  spent 
upon  them,  during  the  last  six  years,  from 
public  funds,  £30,000,000,  and  from 
local  funds  £4,500,000,  making  togeth^ 
£84,500,000.  If  to  that  we  add  the  ex- 
penditure for  railways,  amounting  to 
£38,500,000  there  has  been  expended 
within  the  last  six  ^ears  upon  public 
works  of  more  or  less  importance  in  India 
no  less  a  sum  than  £73,000,000.  This 
expenditure  from  puhlio  and  local  fiindi 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


937 


InHa^^ait  India  {  Junb  29,  i865|         (Rwmue  AeoatmU).        988 


has  been  gradaally  increasing.  If  we  take 
the  last  two  years,  the  expenditure  has 
been  upwards  of  £11,000,000  from  public 
funds,  and  upwards  of  another  £2,000,000 
from  local  funds,  making  together 
£13,200,000  spent  in  public  works,  ex- 
clusive of  railways,  during  those  two 
years.  I  will  not  trouble  the  Committee 
with  any  statement  of  the  general  improve- 
ment  of  India,  because  the  state  of  the 
revenue  is  a  pretty  good  index  as  to  that. 
I  read  on  a  former  occasion  a  letter  from 
Sir  Bartle  Frere,  showing  that  districts 
which  were  formerly  under  jungle  had 
been  brought  into  cultivation.  Mr.  Temple 
gives  an  equally  favourable  account  of 
districts  in  which  he  was  Commissioner. 
The  cultivation  of  cotton  has  extended, 
and,  what  is  more  important,  the  capitalists 
of  Bombay  are  introducing  at  all  the  rail- 
way stations  establishments  fitted  with 
machinery  for  cleaning,  pressing,  packing, 
and  to  some  degree  spinning  and  weaving 
the  cotton.  I  do  not  think  our  manu- 
facturers at  home  have  anything  to  ap- 
prehend from  this,  as  the  goods  so  made 
only  displace  the  produce  of  the  native 
hand- loom.  The  great  want  in  that  part 
of  India,  in  connection  with  the  growth  of 
cotton,  is  the  want  of  labour ;  and  the  hand- 
loom  weavers,  whose  former  employment 
has  been  displaced,  have  been  set  free  to 
devote  themselves  to  agricultural  pursuits. 
A  few  months  ago  I  saw  an  article  in  an 
Indian  newspaper  stating  that,  unless  the 
Government  interfered  to  check  the  culti- 
vation of  cotton  and  restore  the  cultiva- 
tion of  grain  and  food,  the  people  of  India 
.Tvould  be  plunged  in  great  distress.  The 
great  object  at  present  of  our  manufac- 
turers is  to  obtain  a  better  quality  of 
cotton.  I  believe  that  as  soon  as  the  Indian 
cultivators  are  convinced  of  the  necessity 
of  improving  their  article,  they  can  and 
will  do  it.  Hitherto  they  have  had  no 
reason  for  attending  to  it.  In  the  ap- 
pendix to  a  letter  bearing  on  this  subject, 
and  written  by  Lord  Tweeddale,  an  autho- 
rity of  great  experience,  I  observed  the 
other  day  that  he  says — 

"  As  long  as  there  is  so  high  a  price  given  for 
quantity,  no  ryot  will  trouble  himself  about  im- 
proving the  quality  until  the  demand  for  quantity 
has  b^n  satisfied.  The  only  remedy  I  know  is 
to  improve  the  indigenous  cotton  plant  of  India.'* 

l^ow  that  has  been  done,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  fall  in  the  price  of  cotton  is  so 
very  bad  a  thing.  My  conviction  is  that 
it  will  drive  the  lyot  to  that  which  is  not 
less  important    wan    the  production  of 


quantity — namely,  an  improvement  in  the 
quality  of  the  article.  Several  manufac- 
turing gentlemen  came  to  my  room,  and 
showed  me  a  quantity  of  cotton,  saying. 
"Look  what  stuff  this  is.''  Perhaps, 
when  they  listened  to  an  account  he  was 
about  to  read,  hon.  Members  would  not 
be  surprised  at  the  description  sometimes 
given  of  the  state  of  Indian  cotton  as  it 
reached  this  country.  Dr.  Forbes,  in  de- 
scribing how  cotton  was  treated  in  India, 
said-^ 

«  That  portion  of  the  province  of  Berar  which 
is  now  being  penetrated  by  the  railway  yields  three 
times  the  above  amount  of  cotton,  and  manual 
labour  is  still  more  scanty.  The  produce,  as  it  is 
picked  from  the  field,  is  piled  up  in  one  large  heap 
in  the  open  air,  where  it  remains  sometimes  for 
months  until  labour  can  be  obtained.  When  first 
stored  in  this  way,  from  a  short  distance  it  re* 
sembles  a  heap  of  snow  in  whiteness  ;  dust  storms, 
however,  set  in,  and  the  heap  becomes  gradually 
covered  with  fine  sand  and  earth,  until  at  length 
one  can  no  longer  distinguish  what  the  con- 
tents may  be.  A  few  showers  of  rain  generally 
succeed  those  dust  storms,  and  the  amalgamation 
of  mud  and  cotton  is  completed." 

I  do  not  know  that  on  this  subject  I  need 
say  any  more ;  but  there  is  another  subject 
to  which  I  would  refer,  with  reference  to 
which  I  have  answered  questions  more 
than  once  put  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley),  and 
on  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Poole  (Mr.  Henry  Seymour)  has  intimated 
his  intention  to  ask  a  question — I  mean 
the  state  of  the  inquiry  in  Oude.  With  re- 
gard to  that  subject,  there  certainly  was 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year  I  must  think 
unnecessary  alarm,  that  in  the  course  they 
were  taking,  the  Government  of  India 
were  reversing  the  policy  of  Lord  Canning, 
breaking  the  faith  he  had  pledged,  and 
destroying  what  was  called  the  native 
aristocracy  of  India.  I  do  not  think  there 
ever  was  the  slightest  'cause  for  these 
apprehensions,  and  certainly,  as  far  as  the 
inquiry  in  Oude  is  concerned,  they  are 
totally  groundless.  There  has  been^  I 
know,  a  good  deal  of  excitement  on  the 
subject ;  but  I  would  only  beg  permission, 
in  corrwtion  of  statements  that  have  been 
put  forward,  to  observe  that,  although  it 
has  been  supposed  that  some  new  policy 
had  been  inaugurated  a  few  years  ago, 
generally  called  the  Thomasonian  policy, 
it  was  in  entire  accordance  with  that 
which  had  been  pursued  from  the  time  of 
Lord  Cornwallis,  downwards.  I  cannot  do 
better  than  read  a  portion  of  a  letter  from 
Lord  Cornwallis,  which  I  stumbled  on  ao- 
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ddentally  in  his  memoirs  last  Bastet.  Lord 
OomwalJis  says*^ 

**  NeitW  it  the  priyiUge  which  tho  rjfoU  in 
naiiypAni  of  Befigid  enjoy  of  holding  potseuion 
•f  the  ipeU  of  lin<l  whioh  they  oultltate,  to  long 
M  they  pay  the  roTeniie  anoited  upon  then,  by 
any  tneene  inoompAtible  with  the  proprietary 
rights  of  the  semindart.  WboeTer  cultivates  the 
land,  the  semindars  can  receive  no  more  than  the 
MUblished  rent,  whioh  in  roost  oases  is  folly  equal 
to  what  the  ooltivator  can  afford  to  pay.  To 
permit  him  to  dispossess  one  eultiTator  ibr  the 
sole  purpose  of  giving  the  land  to  another,  would 
be  vesting  him  with  a  power  to  commit  a  wanton 
Mt  of  opf  reation  from  whioh  he  oould  derive  no 
beneflt  The  practice  whioh  prevailed  anoer  the 
Uogul  government  of  uniting  many  districts 
under  one  lomindary,  and  thereby  subjecting  a 
large  body  of  people  to  the  control  of  one  prin- 
•ipal  senuitdar,  rendered  some  restriction  of  the 
luture  absolutely  neoessarj.  The  aemindar  mayi 
however^  sell  the  land,  and  the  cultivator  must 
pay  the  rent  to  the  purohasor/' 

I  hare  T«ad  that  extract  to  eorreot  what 
teems  to  me  a  j^reat  mistake  in  matiy  of 
the  statements  WhicK  hate  been  made  on 
this  sul^jeot.  iKThat  has  taken  place  in 
Oade  is  simpl^p^  an  inquiry  as  to  whether 
these  rights  did  or  did  not  exist.  It  was 
admitted  by  Mr.  Wingdeld,  the  Chief 
Commissioner,  by  the  ^ookdars  theta- 
seWes,  atid  by  every  one,  in  the  clearest 
and  most  Uneqniyooal  manner,  that  if  they 
existed  they  ought  to  be  maintained.  The 
order  of  Sir  Johii  Lawrence  was  simply 
for  an  inquiry  as  to  their  existence.  1 
certainly  thought,  when  I  read  the  order 
of  the  financial  Secretary,  Mr.  Dayid, 
that  it  went  ratber  further  than  inquiry ; 
but  it  is  only  justice  to  Mr.  Davis  to  state 
that  the  circular  he  issued  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  Mr.  Wtngfleld,  and  there  could 
be  no  doubt,  from  the  approval  it  met  with 
from  Mr.  WingBeld  himself,  of  its  perfect 
and  complete  impartiality.  The  inquiry 
has  since^  been  going  on,  and  I  would 
take  the  libertf  of  reading  two  documents 
to  show  in  what  spirit  it  has  been  con- 
ducted on  the  part  of  Oovemment.  The 
first  is  an  extract  of  a  letter  from  Colonel 
burant  to  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  Oude, 
dated  Fort  l^iUiam,  Sth  of  April,  1865. 
fie  says — 

"  I  am  direoteed  by  the  Governor  General  in 
Oouncil  to  forward,  it,,  and  to  request  that  you 
%ill  take  every  opportunity  of  explaininit  to  the 
lak»okdart  of  Oude  tho  ohjeot  and  liait  of  tho 
iaqniries  now  going  oa,  aad  l«peat  to  them  the 
aBsuraoee  that  the  spirit  and  letter  of  Lord  Can- 
ning's polioy,  and  the  condition  of  his  sunnuds 
will  be  scrupulously  maintaiaed.*^ 

In  pursuance  of  that  direction,  Mr.  Wing- 
field  addressed  the  following  ciroular  to 
all  talookdars  in  Oude :  — - 
Sir  CharUi  Wwd 


^'Luoknow,  April  19|18l«. 
M  Sir,^I  have  been  directed  by  the  Oemttor 
General  to  take  evory  opfKHiuaity  of  ezpUudng 
to  tho  Ulookdars  the  object  and  Ibnit  of  thi 
inquiries  into  rights  of  occupancy  going  on,  sod, 
as  I  cannot  expect  to  meet  many  of  700  ibr 
some  months  to  oomo,  I  must  havs  reoonm 
to  a  letter  to  gite  eibot  to  the  GoferMr 
General's  instrlictiono.  9.  I  haTO  ihrays  told 
yoUf  and  you  haTc  readily  admitted,  that  if 
right  of  occupancy  existed  at  annexation  on 
the  part  of  non-proprietary  cnltivaton  of  the  soUi 
they  have  been  pr^erted  by  the  condition  of  the 
sunnuds,  ihAt  *  all  holding  ttfider  jou  sball  U 
secured  in  the  posseeaion  of  all  the  sobordinaM 
rights  they  ibrmerly  enjoyed.'  Tou  will  also  n- 
oollect  Lord  Canning's  words  in  his  speoeh  at 
Durbar,  in  October,  1859—*  The  prescnration  of 
the  wriki  fiimilies  of  the  soil  has  been  eDconraged 
and  Aoilitated.  The  rights  of  the  humble  0001* 
pants  haTO  been  protracted.'  8.  Theotly  foanda- 
tion  on  which  rights  of  occupancy  exist  ii  tbeir 
previous  existence  at  the  time  of  annexation.  Rot 
there  has  been  diflbrenoe  of  opinion  amobg  offlciib 
whether  they  did  exist  thore  or  not.  To  remoTo  all 
doubts  on  this  point  is  the  object  of  tho  pro* 
sent  inquiry.  If  the  resulU  should  be  to  eiUh- 
liidi  the  existence  of  such  rights,  they  moit, 
of  course,  be  maintained,  as  you  jonnelTei 
allow.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  it  ohooU 
prove  that  they  did  not  exist  at  annexstion,  no 
new  rights  will  be  created.  4.  I  have  repeatedly 
told  most  of  you  to  wait  oatioDtly  the  termina* 
tion  of  this  inquiry,  which  can  have  no  other 
result  than  to  elicit  the  truth.  I  am  glad  to  ny 
my  advioe  has  been  attended  to.  5.  Ion  are 
aware  that  the  poUoy  of  Lord  Canning  vu  to 
maintain  in  Oude  a  class  of  superior  Uiidholderl 
in  an  influential  position.  For  this  reaeon  he  ain 
invested  many  of  you  with  judicial  and  rerenoe 
powers.  This  policy  had  the  full  approval  of  the 
Uome  Oovemment.  It  i^lU  be  steadUy  psfsoel 
in  lu  spirit  and  letter  by  the  Governor  Qeseiili 
and  tho  condition  of  the  sunnuds  will  be  eortipsf 
lonsly  maintained.'* 

1  think  it  is  imposdble  to  read  two  doen- 
ments  which  more  completely  fttpresi  tin 
will  and  determination  of  Hor  Majesty's 
Oovemment,  of  the  Government  oimxti 
and  the  local  Government  of  Oude.  T!rt 
talookdars  themselves  admit  that  what* 
ever  rights  exists  should  be  presorted,  vsA 
nobody  proposes  that  new  rights  ahoold 
be  created.  That  is  what  Lord  OaofliDf 
contemplated,  and  what  we  have  done  oitf 
best  to  perform.  It  will  be  satisfactory  to 
those  Gentlemen  who  were  so  n»nA 
alarmed  to  know  that  for  the  osost  put 
the  rights  of  the  talookdars  have  be« 
recognized,  and  that  for  the  too3t  part  J 
very  good  feeling  seems  to  have  prevailed 
between  the  talookdars  and  ryots.  Exo^ 
in  some  very  disturbed  distncts  the  rew* 
tions  enjoined  by  ancient  custom  hate  re- 
mained undisturbed,  and  very  few  ^ij"* 
have  consequently  been  put  forwsro  by 
the  occupiers.    iThete  has  th^refctt  b^ 
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little  naoearity  for  any  jndiokil  dMisions, 
fmd,  as  fkr  80 1  bftve  learned,  jadidal  de- 
cisions could  hardly  be  given  in  fi&yoar  of 
olaimanta  whose  cases  rest  upon  immemo- 
rial ouatoma  rather  than  any  tangible  rights 
capable  of  being  established  in  a  Gourt 
of  Lair.  In  all  eemi-barbarotis  oonntriee 
customs  are  the  protection  of  the  weak 
against  the  strongi  and  as  long  as  things 
go  on  well  it  is  of  eourae  the  interest  of 
the  talookdars  to  retain  the  ryots  on  their 
side.  Many  of  them  were  retainers  and 
followers  of  the  talookdars  in  war  as  well 
as  in  peace ;  but,  on  account  of  the  uni- 
Tersal  tranquillity  prevailing  under  our 
rule,  the  talookdeurs  are  no  longer  under 
the  necessity  of  maintaining  supporters  of 
their  own ;  and  hence  the  question  of  how 
far  the  talookdars  may  some  day  feel  it 
expedient  to  get  rid  of  the  ryots  is  one  of 
very  great  importance.  Nothing  could 
have  been  better  than  the  relations  exist- 
ing between  the  talookdars  and  ryots 
under  the  old  system ;  but  we  oannot  be 
auiprised  that  people  in  India,  looking 
mamly  to  the  interests  of  the  masses, 
should  have  felt  alarmed  at  the  prospect 
of  injury  to  those  masses,  arising  fi'om 
the  withdrawal  of  one  of  the  great  secu- 
rities of  their  position,  consequent,  though 
that  withdrawal  may  be,  on  the  increased 
securities  to  life  and  property  under  Bri- 
tish administration.  WiUi  regard  to  what 
has  taken  place  in  Bhootan,  I  think  I  ex- 
plained on  a  former  occasion  our  position 
in  that  district.  The  country  is  distracted 
by  internal  dissensions,  and,  in  point  of 
fact,  no  regular  Government  or  authority 
adequate  to  control  the  Bhootan  chiefe 
oould  be  said  to  exist.  When,  therefore, 
representations  come  from  our  subjects  of 
iiyariee  for  which  no  reparation  could  be 
obtained,  it  became  indispensably  necee- 
eary  to  take  sonie  steps,  especially  after 
the  treatment  experienced  by  our  envoy, 
whom  we  had  dispatched  with  a  view  to 
bring  about  a  peaceable  settlement,  in  the 
full  belief  that  lie  would  be  courteously 
received.  I  was  very  unwilling  to  occupy 
the  country,  to  go  far  into  it,  or  to  do  any- 
thing that  might  lead  to  a  permanent  oc- 
eupation.  But  the  position  of  affairs  was 
this,  that  the  country  was  subjected  to  a 
divided  rule,  each  authority  enduring  in 
its  tarn  for  six  months  at  a  time,  and,  as 
hon.  Gkntlemen  may  imagine,  the  unfor- 
tunate InhabitaBts  were  equally  plundered 
by  both.  Our  main  object,  in  undertaking 
opemtionsy  was  to  establish  oms  permanent 
auttunity)  fifom  which  seonritiee  might  be 


obtaujied  against  future  inroads  npon  our 
subjects.     The  first  step  was  to  occupy 
the  passes  leading  to  the  valleys^  a^ul  the 
operation  was  successfully  accomplished 
with  the  loss  of  only  five  men  beyond 
what  was  owing  to  the  accidental  explo- 
sion of  a  mortar.     The  passes  were  held 
in  perfect  quiet  for  a  month,  but  at  the 
expiration   of  that  period  the  Bhootans 
began  to  move,  and  one  of  the  command- 
ing  positions  held  by  our  troops  was  aban- 
doned in  what  I  must  call  a  most  disgrace* 
ful  manner.     Nothing  could  be  more  dis- 
creditable than  the  behaviour  of  the  com- 
manding officer,  the  relieving  officer,   or 
the  troops  under  their  command.   Another 
of  the  passes  was  also  evacuated,  and  of 
course  it  became  necessary  to  retake  these 
posts.      They  were  retaken  in  the  most 
gallant  way.  and  one  of  the  native  regi- 
ments distinguished  itself  in  a  most  re- 
markable manner  by  scaling  a  stockade. 
There  was  no  great  loss  on  our  part^  and 
they  inflicted  considerable  loss  upon  the 
enemy.    It  was  not  thought  deairable  to 
retain  during  the  unfavourable  season  all 
the  positions  at  first  taken  up,  so  that,  with 
the  exception  of  a  few  artillerymen  and 
native  troops,  the  body  of  the  forces  were 
withdrawn  from  the  unhealthy  districts, 
and  the  utmost  pains  were  taken,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  insure  the  health  of  those 
who  remained.     The  time  during  which 
active  o^rations  can  be  pursued  in  this 
quarter  is,  in  fact,  very  short,  the  rainy 
season  lasting  for  about  nine  months  out 
of  the  twelve.     Since  the  beginning  of 
April  there  has  been,  on  this  account,  a 
cessation  of  operations.    In  the  meantime, 
overturea  of  accommodation   have   been 
made  by  one  of  the  Bajahs,  but  we  do 
not  yet  know  what  amount  of  reliance 
can  be  placed  upon  them.    Nothing  defi- 
nite can  be  done  till  next  November  or 
December,  and,  in  the  meantime,  the  Go- 
vernment will  have  made  up  its  mind  as  to 
the  course  to  be  pursued  with  regard  to 
what,  after  all,  is  a  very  trumpery  aSadf ; 
because  we  are  engaged   with  a  people 
who  fight  with  bows,  and  arrows,   and 
matchlocks,  and  have  not  a  twentielh  part 
of  the  forces  that  we  can  bring  against  them. 
It  is  a  most  unsatisfactory  state  of  things, 
but  one  which  cannot  possibly  be  avoided 
under  the  circumstances.  The  only  anxiety 
of  the  Government  of  India  is  to  pnt  an 
end  to  Uie  war  as  speedily  as  poaaible — 
that  is  to  say,  as  soon  as  we  ean  obtain 
firom  our  present  opponents  the  security 
that  they  will  respect  the  livesy  the  per- 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


943 


Indiih^Biui  India 


(COMUONS) 


(R99$im$  AccwmU.)        944 


10118,  and  the  property  of  our  sobjects.  I 
thank  the  Hoose  rery  eincerely  for  the 
patienoe  with  which  they  have  listened 
to  my  statement — a  statement  which  I 
haye  made  with  some  difficulty — but  I 
hope  as  fetr  as  it  has  gone  it  has  proved 
satisfactory.  I  can  only  say  that  if  far- 
ther information  be  desired  by  any  hon. 
Member  I  shall  be  happy  to  endeayoor  to 
afford  it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  con- 
oladed  by  moving  the  following  Eesolu- 
tions  :— 

^  1.  Thai  tbe  total  net  roTeaiMi  of  Ihe  territo- 
rief  and  departments  ander  the  immediate  eon* 
trol  of  the  Government  of  India  lor  the  year 
ended  the  80th  day  of  April.  1804,  amounted  to 
£3,956,770  tterling,  and  the  ehar«et  thereof,  for 
ihe  lame  period  other  than  militarj  ohargee, 
amonnted  to  £3/208,118  sterling. 

•*  9.  That  the  total  net  reTonnes  of  the  Bengal 
Preeidenoj  for  the  year  ended  the  30th  day  of 
April,  1864,  amounted  to  £11,662,738  sterling, 
and  the  charges  thereof,  for  the  same  period,  other 
than  military  charges,  amounted  to  £9,613,263 
sterling. 

•<  3.  That  the  total  net  rerenues  of  the  North 
Western  ProTinoes  for  the  year  ended  the  30th  day 
of  April,  1864,  amounted  to  £4,847,061  sterling, 
and  the  oharges  thereof,  for  the  same  period,  other 
than  military  charges,  amounted  to  £1,486,361 
sterling. 

'*  4.  That  the  total  net  rcTenues  of  the  Punjab 
for  the  year  ended  the  30th  day  of  April,  1864, 
amounted  to  £2,766,160  sterling,  and  the  oharges 
thereof  for  the  same  period,  other  than  military 
charges,  amounted  to  £1,096,909  sterling. 

**  6.  That  the  total  net  roTcnues  of  the  territo- 
ries and  departments  under  the  immediate  con 
trol  of  the  Government  of  India,  of  the  Bengal 
.Presideno7«of  the  North  Western  Provinces,  and 
of  the  Punjab,  together,  for  the  year  ended  the 
30th  day  of  April,  1864,  amounted  to  £28,221,734 
sterling,  and  the  charges  thereupon,  including  the 
military  charges,  amounted  to  £16,464,862  ster- 
ling, learing  a  surplus  available  for  the  general 
charges  of  India  of  £7,766,872  sterling. 

"  6.  That  the  total  net  revenues  of  the  Madras 
Presidency  TFort  St.  George)  for  the  year  ended 
the  30th  day  of  April,  1864,  amounted  to 
£6,973,313  sterling,  and  the  net  charges  thereof, 
for  the  same  period,  amounted  to  £6,167,166 
sterling,  learing  a  surplus  available  in  the  above 
Presidency,  for  the  general  charges  of  India,  of 
£806,148  sterling. 

**  7.  That  the  total  net  revenues  of  the  Bombay 
Presidency  for  the  year  ended  the  30th  day  of 
April,  1864,  amounted  to  £6,441,861  steriing, 
and  the  net  charges  thereof,  for  the  same  period, 
aoMMinted  to  £6,386,361  sterling,  leaving  a  sur- 
plus available  in  the  above  Presidency,  for  the 
general  charges  of  India,  of  £1,066,490  steriing. 

"  8.  That  the  total  net  revenues  of  the  several 
Presidencies  for  the  year  ended  the  80th  day  of 
April,  1864,  amounted  to  £36,636,898  sterling, 
and  the  charges  thereof  amounted  to  £26,018,388 
steriing,  leaving  a  surplus  revenue  of  £9,616,610 
sterling.  j 

Sir  CharUi  Wpod  - 


"9.  That  the  interect  on  the  registered  debt  of 
India,  paid  in  the  year  ended  the  30th  day  of 
AprU,  1864,  amounted  to  £3,093,260  steriing,  and 
the  oharges  defrayed  in  England,  on  account  of 
the  Indian  territory,  in  the  same  period,  including 
interest  on  debt  incurred  in  England,  and  gua- 
ranteed interest  on  the  ci^Htal  of  railway  aad 
other  companies,  after  deducting  net  traffic  re- 
ceipts of  railways,  amounted  to  £6,446,913  ster- 
ling, leaving  a  surplus  of  Indian  income  for  the 
year  ended  as  aforesaid,  after  defraying  the  above 
interest  and  ohaigee,  of  £78,347  sterling." 

Mb.  henry  SEYMOUR  said,  it 
would  oonduce  to  the  ease  both  of  the  In* 
dian  Minister  and  the  House  if,  instead  of 
making  so  detailed  a  statement  of  the  In* 
dian  Budget,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  lay  upon  the  table  a  document  re- 
sembling the  Expoii  de  V Empire,  annually 
laid  before  the  French  Chambers,  and  con* 
taining  authentic  details,  relative  to  the 
yariotts  departments  of  the  Indian  Goyem- 
ment.  Such  a  statement  of  accounts  was 
actually  provided  for  by  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  violat- 
ing the  law  by  not  giving  it  With  re- 
spect to  the  mode  in  which  the  Indian 
accounts  were  kept,  he  was  glad  to  hear 
that  gentlemen  had  been  sent  from  the 
English  Treasury.  Lord  Dalhousie  had 
asked  that  these  gentlemen  should  be  sent 
out  ten  years  ago,  and  it  would  have  been 
much  better  if  they  had  gone  to  India  in 
1854  instead  of  1864.  In  April  every 
year  the  Finance  Minister  of  India  oame 
to  the  Indian  Council  and  made  his  annual 
statement.  It  was  generally  an  elaborate 
one,  giving  his  motives  for  proposing  va- 
rious taxes,  and  containing  an  &timate  ti 
the  revenue  and  expenditure  of  the  year. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  stea- 
dily refused  to  lay  the  document  before 
the  House,  although  it  was  necessary  to 
enable  the  House  to  understand  the  sub- 
ject. The  Finance  Minister  for  India  ae- 
companiefl  it  by  two  estimates— one  a 
Budget  Estimate  for  the  coming  year,  and 
the  other  a  regular  Estimate,  giving  the 
actual  revenue  and  expenditure  for  eight 
months  in  the  year  that  had  elapsed,  and 
showing  how  the  figures  agreed  with  the 
Budget  Estimate.  He  regretted  to  see 
that  according  to  the  regular  estimate  of 
1864-65  the  land  revenue  had  decreased  by 
£218,000,  compared  with  1863-64.  He 
observed  also  that  there  had  been  no  re- 
ceipts f^om  the  sale  of  waste  lands  in 
India.  These  might  be  made  to  bloom 
with  cotton  and  other  crops  j  why  were 
they  not  sold  ?  In  opium  th««  was  a 
large  increase.  The  military  expenditure 
was  £680,000  more  than  in  18Qd-64.  One 
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or  two  items  of  this  inorease  were,  no 
doubt,  unayoidable ;  such,  for  instance,  as 
the  rations  to  soldiers  owing  to  the  in- 
crease in  the  price  of  the  necessaries  of 
life.     With    regard    to  other   items    he 
donbted  whether  a  due  regard  to  economy 
had  been  practised.      There  was  an  in- 
crease of  £35,000  by  the  substitution  of 
beer  to  a  certain  extent  for  spirits.     This 
did  not  f^pear,  according  to  another  paper, 
to  be  the  whole  of  the  increase,  and  the 
change  might  have  been  effected  at  much 
less  expense,  by  the  establishment  of  Eug* 
lish  breweries  on  the  spot,  instead  of  the 
cosily  method  of  importation.     The  item 
of  £57,000  for  barrack  furniture  and  gas 
for  the  soldiers'  reading-rooms,  and  non- 
commissioned officers'  rooms  seemed  enor- 
mous.    The  retention  of  two  regiments 
that  had  been   ordered    home,   was  put 
down  at  £50,000.     The  expenditure  on 
public  works  was  estimated  at  £5,600,000. 
He  saw  it  stated  in  every  direction  in 
the   papers,   that   this    expenditure   was 
under  no  control,  and  that  the  Department 
was  in  a  most  disorganized  state.     There 
was  an  increase  of  £140,000  for  gaols  in 
Bengal  alone.  He  had  received  complaints 
from  jute  manufacturers  complaining  that 
the  Government  were  spending  £10,000 
in  putting  expensive  machinery  in  the 
gaols  for  the  manufacture  of  jute,  which 
must  soon  be  followed  by  the  outlay  of 
another  £10,000  or  £20,000  in  order  to 
enable  the  prisoners  to  compete  with  the 
labour  outside  the  gaols.     The    Budget 
Estimate  of  1864-65  assumed  a  surplus  of 
£823,000,  while  the  regular  Estimate  of 
the  year  showed  a  deficit  of  £344,000. 
The  total  Indian  army  was  now  costing 
oa  £15,700,000.     There  was  another  item 
in  the  Budget— an  estimated  expense  of 
£10,000,000  for  barracks  for  the  Euro- 
pean  troops  in  India,  although  the  Go- 
vernment had  been  spending  money  year 
after  year  in  improving  the  present  bar- 
racks.    The  question  was  whether  70,000 
or  80,000  Europeans  troops  were  required 
in  India.     During  the  troublesome  tiroes 
of  the  mntiny,  and  when  the  railways 
were  less  advanced,  we  had  only  40,000 
European  troops  in  India,  and  yet  they 
contrived  to  quell  the  mutiny.     Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  intend  to  keep  the 
army  in  India  at  double  its  amount  in 
1 857.     If  he  did,  no  increase  of  revenue 
would  meet  so  enormous  a  charge.    The 
right  hon.   Gentleman  also  proposed   to 
.  build  a  fleet  of  steam  ships  to  carry  his 
troops  to   Indifi.     {f   the    troops  were 


unnecessary,  why  build  additional  bar- 
racks,  or  provide  new  transports?    [Mr. 
Vaivsittabt:  Are  they  unnecessary?]  That 
was  the  question.     How  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  intend  to  carry  on  the  reliefs  ? 
The  increase  of  the  trade  and  prosperity  of 
this  country  would  make  it  more  and  more 
difficult  to  provide  the  number  of  troops. 
Then  public  works  for  the  year  1865-66 
were  to  cost  £5,800,000,  being  an  increase 
on  the  year  of  £200,000.     The  civil  ex- 
penditure was  £3,450,000,  out  of  which 
the  establishments  would  cost  no  less  than 
£800,000  to  dispense  these  £3,450,000. 
These  figures  gave  some  clue  to  the  com- 
plaints  in  every  Indian  newspaper  as  to  the 
extravagance  with  which  the  machinery 
of  these  civil  departments  was  carried  on. 
Then  the  education  grant  was  constantly 
increasing.     He  would  be  the  last  to  ob- 
ject to  that  were  it  not  that  nearly  half 
the  amount  of  the  grant  was  swallowed 
up  in  the  establishments.     The  total  esti- 
mated expenditure  was  £47,186,000,  and 
showed  an  increase  over  the  expenditure 
of  the  preceding  year  of  no  less  than 
£2,652,000.    The  Budget  Estimate  of  the 
year— and  they  all  knew  how  fallacious 
that  Estimate  was  —  reckoned  on  a  de- 
ficiency of  revenue.    His  right  hon.  Friend, 
however,  had  not  told  the  House  what 
steps  he  intended  to  take  in  order  to  force 
economy  on  the  Government  of  India,  and 
oblige  them  to  make  income  and  expendi- 
ture meet.     And  then  as  the  waste  lands 
were  brought  under  cultivation,  they  did 
not  appear  to  add  anything  to  the  revenue 
of  the  State.     Some  explanation  was  re- 
quired, and  some  papers  were  necessary, 
to  show  what  the  facts  of  the  case  were. 
As  to  the  mode  in  which  this  revenue  was 
raised,  he  must  comment  upon  ^hat  was 
called  in  India  the  "cowardly"  policy 
whereby  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  wished  to 
replace  the  increased  expenditure  by  im- 
posing duties  upon  jute,  which  was  a  new 
manufacture  in  India,  upon  wool,  which 
was  a  new  product  of  commerce,  and  upon 
tea  and  coffee,  which  were  taxed  already, 
whilst  he  dared  not  tax  cotton,  out  of  re- 
gard for  home   interests.     He  regretted 
very  much  to  see  the  income  tax  taken  off, 
which,  in  five  years,  had  produced  nearly 
£8,000,000,  and  during  all  that  time  there 
was  but  one  assessment,  the  assessment  of 
the  first  year.     India  had  so  much  bene- 
fited by  the  state  of  things  in  America, 
that,  had  there  been  an  assessment  lately, 
the  tax  would  have  been  doubled,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  it  should  be  imposed 
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in  this  Ibm :  exempt  all  ineomee  under 
£100  or  £125  a  year ;  and  impose  a  tax 
of  3  per  cent,  realizing  about  60  rupees, 
or  £6  per  annum,  from  incomes  of  £125 
to  £250;  £12  from  incomes  of  £250  to 
£500 ;  and  £25  on  incomes  from  £500  to 
£1,000  a  year.  There  might  also  be  a 
license  duty  imposed  on  two  or  more 
classes  on  diose  following  a  trade  or  pro- 
fession, excluding  agriculturists,  day  la- 
bourers, and  servants,  and  those  who  paid 
income  tax.  This  was  a  tax  in  accord- 
ance with  native  feeling,  and  perhaps  the 
only  direct  one  that  would  be  fairly  paid. 
Before  this  expenditure  of  £10,000,000 
was  determined  upon  he  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
considered  the  important,  question  of  the 
defence  of  India  aj  a  whole,  in  the  best 
and  cheapest  manner,  with  the  smallest 
number  of  troops?  He  should  like  to 
know  whether  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
written  out  to  India  calling  on  the  Go- 
vernment to  reduce  its  enormous  military 
expenditure?  He  should  like  to  know 
whether  his  right  hon.  Friend,  before 
sanctioning  the  enormous  expenditure 
which  it  was  proposed  to  make  upon  bar- 
racks, had  read  M.  Crialmont's  great  work 
on  fortifications  and  consulted  the  best 
authorities;  for  the  problem  was,  how  India 
was  to  be  defended  in  the  best  manner  ? 
Another  subject  which  was  necessarily 
connected  with  the  defence  of  India  was, 
where  they  would  have  the  capital?  He 
had  long  considered  there  could  be  no 
doubt  where  it  should  be.  For  many 
reasons  it  should  be  at  Bombay.  Every- 
body admitted  that  Calcutta  was  too  far 
to  the  east.  The  west  was  much  better 
suited  to  European  constitutions.  Then 
Bombay  was  nearer  Europe,  it  had  a  mag- 
nificent harbour,  and  its  people  were  better 
adapted  to  receive  European  civilization. 
In  short,  all  the  social,  commercial,  and 

¥olitical  requirements  of  the  capital  of 
ndia  were  fulfilled  in  the  same  city ;  and 
now  that  the  Governor  General  and  his 
Council  were  like  a  roving  commission  on 
the  look-out  for  a  capital,  and  constantly  on 
the  move,  was  the  time  to  consider  where 
the  capital  should  be.  Bombay  was  now 
really  being  re-built.  The  Government  had 
gained  a  large  sum  of  money  by  the  sale  of 
the  waste  lands  there;  and  there  could  be  no 
better  time  for  establishing  the  seat  of  em- 
pire at  Bombajr.  At  present  the  Governor 
General  and  his  council  were  compelled  to 
go  to  the  hills  in  the  hot  season,  and  for 
six  months  in  the  year  the  government  of 
Mr.  Bmry  Seynwur 


India  was  kit  praotioally  in  the  hands  sf 
subordinate  officers.  If  fdl  the  diief  oiloen 
of  State  were  in  the  interior,  and  not  on  t 
sea-board,  and  if  they  ooold  not  be  com- 
municated with  easQy,  onr  empire  in  India 
would  run  great  risk  in  the  event  of  sny 
such  outbreak  occurring  as  the  mutmy  of 
1857.  This  question  of  the  change  of 
capital,  therefore,  ought  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  speedily ;  and  in  his  opinion 
but  one  decision  coiUd  be  arrived  at  Ai 
to  the  inquiry  in  Oude,  he  did  not  with 
to  reflect  in  the  least  upon  Sir  John  Law- 
rence, but  must  say,  that  remembering 
past  passages  in  the  history  of  the  Viceroy, 
he  greatly  regretted  that  inquiry.  The 
aemindars  in  Oude  were  naturally  fright- 
ened in  seeing  the  same  machinery  at  work 
which  had  reduced  their  compeers  in  other 
portions  of  the  country.  One  result  of  the 
system  heretofore  pursued  in  the  North- 
west of  India  had  been  the  utter  uproot- 
ing of  the  native  aristocracy ;  and  some  of 
our  officials  had  reckoned  it  as  great  a  fisat 
to  root  out  a  jsemindar  as  to  loll  a  tiger. 
There  were  men  whose  podtion  formerly 
was  on  a  par  with  that  of  the  highest  arifto- 
cracy  in  England,  who  now,  owing  to  onr 
policy,  were  forced  to  beg  their  bread. 
But  this  policy  of  destroying  the  natire 
aristocracy  in  the  North- West  Province! 
for  the  benefit  of  the  village  proprietor! 
had  been  a  failure,  for  during  the  mutiny 
tiie  ryots,  the  very  men  who  should  have 
been  attached  to  our  cause,  had  brought 
back  the  old  aristocracy  and  replaced  them 
in  their  feudal  estates.  He  believed  that 
only  two  things  were  requisite  for  the 
prosperity  and  contentment  of  India.  One 
was  that  we  should  respect  the  system! 
we  found  existing  there,  and  not  endesToar 
to  carry  out  theories  of  our  own  ;  and  the 
other  was  to  leave  the  religion  of  the 
natives  entirely  untouched.  He  should 
like  to  hear  the  views  of  his  right  boa. 
Friend  (Sir  Charles  Wood)  witii  regard  to 
the  ecclesiastical  establishments  of  India. 
Was  it  intended  to  divide  the  country  into 
various  bishoprics  and  to  introduce  the 
parochial  system,  defhiying  the  cost  of 
this  out  of  Indian  revenue  ?  His  boa- 
Friend  had  taken  steps  which  jostilied 
apprehensions  of  this  kind.  Such  a  ayBtem 
should  be  nipped  in  the  bud.  In  lu^i* 
we  should  carry  out  the  plan  which  had 
been  adopted  in  our  colonies,  and  allow 
the  grant  of  no  money  for  eodesiaatieil 
establishments  of  any  kind.  This  poliey 
was  as  desirable  in  tiie  intereats  of  Ox^ 
tianity  as  it  was  in  the  intereats  of  Briw 
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nile  in  India.  He  wm  pleased  to  bear 
that  it  traa  not  intended  to  revert  to  Lord 
Dalhdn^e^s  system  with  regard  to  the 
native  aristocracy  of  India,  and  be  wished 
that  his  right  bon.  Priend  would  make  a 
similarly  satisfactory  announcement  with 
regard  to  religion.  Just  now  the  Indian 
Government  were  severing  all  connection 
with  the  native  religions  of  India,  and 
was  this  a  time  for  using  the  money  of 
liahomedans  and  Hindoos  in  order  to  fur- 
ther Christianity  ?  We  had  had  a  warn- 
ing in  the  case  of  Ireland,  and  the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge  should  not  be  inserted 
in  this  direction.  In  his  opinion  such  a 
system,  if  persisted  in,  would  end  disas- 
trously for  our  rule  in  India. 

Mb.  VANSITTART  said,  the  bon. 
Oentleman  had  deprecated  a  merely  theo- 
retical policy  in  India,  but  was,  in  fact, 
himself  a  great  theorist.  He  bad  set  down 
the  number  of  European  troops  necessary 
in  India  at  40,000  and  no  more,  because 
that  was  the  number  in  the  country  at  the 
time  of  the  mutiny ;  but  it  was  notorious 
that  the  Sepoys  had  taken  advantage  of 
the  small  number  of  Europeans  then  in  the 
country  to  try  to  upset  our  rule.  He  was 
far  from  sharing  the  opinion  of  the  bon. 
Oentleman  on  this  point,  and  thought  it 
was  to  be  regretted  that  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  had  paid  so  little  attention  to  the 
very  earnest  recommendation  of  Sir  John 
Lawrence  and  his  Council  to  raise  a  loan 
of  ten  millions,  in  order  to  construct  new 
barracks  and  other  military  works  which 
were  urgently  required  for  our  European 
troops  if  we  had  the  slightest  regard  for 
their  health  and  safety.  It  appeared  that 
for  several  reasons  the  Indian  Qovemment 
recommended  that  this  ouUay  should  not 
be  charged  to  revenue.  In  the  first  place, 
they  could  hold  out  very  little  prospect  of 
the  revenue  accounts  for  the  next  and  fol- 
lowing years  being  so  elasUo  as  the  current 
year,  although  there  was  a  deficit  of 
£375,000.  In  reality  it  was  £665,690 ; 
but  it  had  been  reduoed  to  £375,000  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  delaying  the  oon- 
struetion  of  the  transports  to  be  built  at 
home  for  the  conveyance  of  our  troops. 
In  the  second  place,  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment represented  that  the  Bhootan  war 
might  be  prolonged  to  an  indefinite  period 
owing  to  the  diffioulty  in  getting  these 
savages  to  sue  for  peace  ;  and  as  evei^- 
thing  oonneoted  with  tiiat  war  has  to  be 
eonv«yed  from  a  distanee,  it  must  neoee- 
sarily  be  a  oostly  one.  Then,  ageiin,  they 
had  £R>ld  Ooveuanent  estates  in  Bengu 


and  oonfiseated  estates  in  the  North-West- 
em  Provinces,  which  would  not  be  avail- 
able as  a  source  of  revenue  in  Aiture.years; 
and,  lastly,  £1,200,000  bad  been  given 
up  by  the  total  remission  of  the  income 
tax.  He  was  aware  that  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  had  expressed  his  dissatisfaction 
that  this  tax  was  not  renewed  at  the  same 
rate  as  last  year,  but  the  right  bon.  Ba- 
ronet quite  fbrgot  that  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment had  no  alternative,  for  when 
Mr.  Wilson  imposed  it  he  was  obliged  to 
assure  the  people  of  India  that  it  should 
cease  in  five  years— -on  the  31st  of  Janu- 
ary, 1865.  Mr.  Laing  reiterated  this,  and 
Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  very  properly  re- 
marked that— 

**  At  all  hazards,  we  must  tr/  and  keep  faith 
with  the  people  of  India  by  not  prolonging  it,  and 
the  expiration  of  this  tax  will  do  more  to  secure 
the  oonfldenoe  of  the  people  of  India  than  any* 
thing  else  that  could  have  happened." 

The  Indian  Government  gave  another 
reason  against  the  impolicy  of  making  no 
provision  to  meet  the  deficit,  and  that  was 
the  uncertainty  of  the  opium  sales.  The 
revenue  to  be  derived  from  this  source  had 
been  put  down  at  £7,728,600,  but  during 
the  last  two  years  it  had  largely  fallen 
short  of  the  Estimates,  and  there  was  no 
security  that  this  might  not  oocur  again. 
Further,  the  cash  balances  had  fallen  off 
from  £19,000,000  to  £11,000,000.  not- 
withstanding the  sale  of  a  large  amount 
of  Gbvernment  property.  Probably  Eng- 
lish enterprize  and  capital  had  never  been 
so  profitably  employed  as  at  present.  In 
proof  of  this  it  was  only  necessary  to  refer 
to  the  daily  journals;  scarcely  a  week 
elapsed  without  some  new  tea,  coffee,  or 
other  scheme  making  its  appearance.  The 
remissioni  therefore,  of  the  income  tax 
would  have  been  more  than  an  equivalent, 
more  than  a  compensation  to  the  proprie- 
tors of  those  companies  and  the  Indian 
public  generally  for  the  imposition  of  the 
export  duties  proposed  to  be  levied  by  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan.  Looking  to  these  facts 
and  the  gloomy  financial  prospect  before 
us,  he  was  by  no  means  disposed  to  think 
that  the  right  bon.  Baronet  had  acted 
wisely  in  reversing,  in  his  usual  summary 
off-hand  manner,  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan's 
financial  arrangements  •—  arrangements 
which  had  received  not  only  the  approval 
of  Sir  John  Lawrence  and  his  Council, 
but  which  after  all,  with  reference  to  the 
peculiar  local  circumstances  of  the  case, 
were  about  the  best  that  could  have  been 
framed,  and,  at  all  ^vente,  they  poseessed 
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the  mmt  of  balancing  the  income  and  ex- 
penditure. The  effect,  moreover,  of  this 
perpetual  interference  and  snubbing  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon  Baronet  could 
not  fail  to  be  attended  with  the  worst 
results,  for  it  would  end  by  no  one  of 
anj  raok  or  position  condescending  to 
accept  the  office  of  Goyemor  Generalship, 
with  its  large  emoluments,  if  he  was  to  be 
converted  into  a  mere  cipher.  If  report 
was  to  be  believed,  the  evil  had  already 
shown  itself,  for  it  was  said  that  Sir  John 
Lawrence  contemplated  resigning.  He 
complained,  and  justly  so,  that  he  pos- 
sessed less  independent  authority  now  ^an 
when  he  was  laeutenant  Governor  of  the 
Punjab,  and  that,  while  all  the  responsi- 
bility and  blame  devolved  upon  him,  the 
Secretary  at  home  gained  all  the  credit 
and  glory.  It  was  also  very  generally  be- 
lieved that  that  enlightened  Governor, 
Sir  Bartle  Frere,  was  so  mortified  by  the 
snubbing  he  received  ftt)m  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  for  the  introduction  of  his  liberal 
measures,  that  he  had  actually  tendered 
his  resignation.  This  was  a  most  unsa- 
tisfactory state  of  affairs,  and  he  hoped  the 
new  Parliament  would,  among  its  earliest 
acts,  decide  how  India  was  to  be  governed 
in  future — ^namely,  in  India  or  in  Eng- 
land. Before  he  resumed  his  seat  he  begged 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet  if  he  had 
received  Mr.  Robert  Gust's  Eeport,  or  the  1  n- 
dian  Government's  despatch  on  that  Eeport, 
relating  to  a  scheme  to  reduce  the  salaries 
of  the  civilians  of  the  North-Western  Pro- 
vinces ?  He  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  that  order  had  given  rise 
to  the  same  feeling  of  discontent  as  pre- 
vailed in  the  military  and  other  services, 
and,  it  seemed,  with  great  reason.  The 
cost  of  the  Indian  Home  Office  amounted 
to  £171,120  per  annum.  £very  one  con- 
nected with  it,  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  members  of  his  Council,  secre- 
taries, clerks,  and  even  those  fifty  porters 
and  hall-keepers  required  to  be  employed  in 
that  overgrown,  unwieldy  establishment, 
were,  one  and  all,  in  the  receipt  of  hand- 
some salaries.  A  Bill  was  passing  through 
Parliament  for  augmenting  the  salaries  of 
our  County  Court  Judges,  and  another  Bill 
giving  handsome  retiring  pensions  to  our 
Colonial  Governors.  The  Civil  Service  at 
home  was  well  paid  and  possessed  a  well 
established  superannuation  system.  The 
Government  selected  as  their  victims  the 
actual  rulers  of  India,  a  body  of  men  who 
were  striving  conscientiously  and  indefa- 
tigably  to  perform  their  duties  in  that 
Mr,  Vamitiart  '        '    ■       '  J 


distant,  unhealthful,  and  even  deadly  eli- 
mate.  This  was  done,  too,  in  the  very 
teeth  of  the  recommendation  of  Sir  Bartle 
Frere,  the  Governor  of  Bombay,  who  had 
lately  sent  home  a  Report  that  the  cost  of 
living  in  India  was  so  enormous  that  it 
would  be  impossible  for  the  officers,  both 
civil  and  military,  to  continue  on  their 
present  salaries. 

Mb.  BUXTON  said,  he  was  sorry  that 
the  hon.  If  ember  for  Poole  (Mr.  Henry 
Seymour)  should  have  given  countenaooe 
to  the  misapprehension  which  prevailed 
with  regard  to  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan's 
proposals.  The  general  idea  appeared  to 
be  that  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  had  to  deal 
with  a  failing  income ;  that  he  neverthe- 
less abolished  the  income  tax,  induced 
thereto  by  a  supposed  obstinate  adherence 
to  views  expressed  when  he  was  Governor 
of  Madras ;  and  that,  having  created  a  de- 
ficiency, he  sought  to  make  it  up  by  a 
loan  and  by  the  imposition  of  export  du- 
ties on  various  Indian  products.  Nothing 
could  be  more  unlike  the  truth  than 
that  representation.  The  fact  waa  that 
the  income  of  India  for  the  ensuing  year 
was  calculated,  after  the  abolition  of  the 
income  tax,  to  be  considerably  greater 
than  in  the  preceding  year,  and  Sir  Charlea 
Trevelyan  did  not  in  his  original  scheme 
propose  anjr  export  duties.  The  income 
of  the  ensuing  year  was  calculated  to  pro- 
duce more  than  the  current  expenditure, 
and  but  for  the  outlay  on  public  works 
Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  would  have  had  a 
surplus.  It  was  to  meet  the  demand  for 
public  works  that  he  proposed  a  loan,  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan's  view  being  that  for 
reproductive  public  works  it  was  right 
and  wise,  while  paying  the  greater  portion 
of  the  cost  out  of  revenue,  to  meet  some 
part  of  the  expense  by  a  small  loan;  and, 
in  his  financifid  statement,  he  observed— 

"  It  is  true  that  the  Way«  and  Meani  ofjk* 
year  are,  to  the  extent  of  £1,200,000,  oompoiw  w 
borrowed  money.  But  this  loan  has  notbinsf 
oommon  with  the  shifts  and  expedients  of  'va»- 
vent  or  embarrassed  States.  It  is  the  rewH  rf » 
discriminating  policy  which  confines  taxstioa  to 
its  just  objects,  and  provides  by  loan  for  r«pi^ 
duotive  works  and  for  works  of  every  kind  wh«» 
are  on  such  a  scale  as  would  too  severely  stnjj 
the  resources  of  a  single  generation.  The  bea 
employment  of  money  is  that  which  the  indoitw 
classes  make  of  their  annual  savings  for  their  ovb 
sake,  and  it  is  no  real  advanta^  to  the  co^ 
munity  to  interfere  seriously  with  this  i»t«^ 
process  and  to  cause  general  harassment  sod  o^ 
content  in  order  to  aooelerate  the  exeootle»«* 
public  works.  Even  if  the  condition  of  theftwj"^ 
were  all  that  could  be  desired*  it  woaM  ittU^ 
expedient  to  limit  taxation  to  the  propar  I 
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of  Government,  and  to  proyide  for  reprodnotiTO 
works  by  means  of  specially  appropriated  funds." 

Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  justly  decided  that 
this  was  a  case  for  raising  money  partly 
by  loan,  and  that  he  could  drop  the  in* 
come  tax  and  substitute  a  loan.  He  there- 
fore adopted  the  principle  proposed  by  the 
Qovemment  in  the  case  of  dockyard  forti- 
fications. Lord  Macaulay  had  made  the 
observation  that  nothing  was  so  essential 
as  that  faith  should  be  kept  with  the  peo- 
ple of  India.  It  was  the  idea  of  the  peo- 
ple of  that  country  that  Mr.  Wilson  had 
pledged  the  Qovemment  to  the  abolition 
of  the  income  tax,  and  in  such  a  country, 
where  the  people  were  suspicious  and 
jealous  of  the  British  tenure,  it  was  of  the 
highest  importance  that  it  should  appear 
that  the  faith  of  the  Government  was 
maintained  inviolate.  There  existed,  then, 
a  powerful  inducement  to  do  away  with 
the  income  tax,  which,  besides,  was  de- 
moralizing the  people  by  causing  them  to 
resort  to  chicanery  and  cheating.  Sir  John 
Lawrence,  disapproving  the  proposition  to 
raise  so  much  money  as  £1,200,000  by 
loan  for  public  works,  urged  the  imposi- 
tion of  export  duties  to  the  amount  of 
£400,000,  in  order  partly  to  recoup  the 
temporary  loss  of  the  income  tax,  and  his 
proposal  was  accepted  by  Sir  Charles  Tre- 
velyan and  the  Council.  These  export 
duties  had  been  much  condemned  in  Eng- 
land, and  he  did  not  wish  to  defend  them ; 
but  certainly  in  India  they  had  not  been 
looked  upon  as  pernicious.  There  the 
whole  scheme  had  been  exceedingly  ap- 
proved, and  especially  by  the  Calcutta 
community;  and  it  was  thought  they 
would  operate  only  as  a  slight  tax,  falling 
principally  on  the  European  capitalists  in 
that  country,  without  interfering  in  any 
appreciable  degree  with  the  commerce  of 
India.  As  to  the  army,  he  ventured,  with 
the  greatest  diffidence,  to  think  that  we 
were  keeping  up  an  unnecessary  amount  of 
European  force  in  that  country.  The  late 
mutiny  had  been  put  down,  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Aberdeen  (Colonel 
Bykes)  had  reminded  him,  by  little  more 
than  12,000  European  troops  in  the  field, 
and  since  that  period  the  power  of  the 
Oovemment  had  been  enormously  in- 
creased. The  artillery  had  been  transferred 
to  our  own  hands ;  the  fortresses  and 
strong  places  were  now  held  by  European 
soldiers;  we  had  greatly  reduced  the  Na- 
tive army — the  one  enemy  we  had  to  fear ; 
and  railways,  telegraphs,  and  an  improved 
organization  all  contributed  to  augment 


the  strength  of  the  Qovemment  as  com- 
pared with  that  of  the  Natives.  The  ex- 
perience of  the  mutiny  proved  that  we 
had  no  reason  to  apprehend  a  rising  of  the 
people,  but  only  a  revolt  on  the  part  of 
those  whom  we  ourselves  had  armed.  We 
had  now,  in  fact,  no  enemy  without,  and 
none  whom  we  need  really  dread  within. 
We  might,  therefore,  in  his  opinion, 
largely  veduce  our  European  force  in  India 
wi&out  endangering  our  power  in  that 
country,  while  we  at  the  same  time  les- 
sened the  heavy  drain  upon  the  British 
army.  In  conclusion,  he  would  only  add 
that  he  had  observed  with  much  regret  the 
evident  pain  and  difficulty  under  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles  Wood) 
had  made  his  statement — a  statement  as 
interesting  and  gratifying  as  any  that  he 
had  ever  heard  in  that  House. 

Mb.  BAZLEY  said,  he  wished,  in  com- 
mon with  every  Member  of  the  Committee, 
to  express  his  regret  at  the  indisposition 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles 
Wood)  and  his  desire  for  his  speedy  re- 
covery. Passing  to  the  subject  of  his 
statement,  he  sincerely  trusted  that  on 
another  occasion  they  would  be  furnished 
with  the  Indian  accounts  at  the  com- 
mencement, instead  of  at  the  end  of  the 
Session.  The  question  involved  the  welfare 
of  150,000,000  people,  and  the  management 
of  a  revenue  of  £47,000,000,  and,  there- 
fore, well  deserved  the  earliest  and  most 
careful  consideration  of  the  House.  There 
were  many  features  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend's  statement  which  he  could  not 
regard  with  satisfiEustion.  The  financial 
a£^s  of  India  had  not  been  placed  be- 
fore them  in  as  clear  and  explicit  a  manner 
as  could  be  wished.  The  Revenue  Budget 
for  1865-6  amounted  to  £46,488,760, 
which,  with  the  addition  of  the  proposed 
loan  of  £1,200,000,  made  a  total  of 
£47,688,760.  The  estimated  expenditure 
for  the  same  year  was  stated  thus: — 
In  India,  £40,469,540;  in  England, 
£6,717,390;makingtogether£47,186,930; 
and  then  concluded  with  a  surplus  stated 
at  £501,830,  the  total  given  being 
£47,688,760.  Surely  it  was  a  gross  in- 
consistency to  be  borrowing  £1,200,000, 
with  that  apparent  surplus  of  £501,830. 
He  trusted  &at  the  Indian  Department 
would  direcfits  attention  to  that  glaring 
discrepancy.  The  estimated  sum  re- 
quired for  the  army  and  marine  was 
£14,292,670 ;  for  public  works  for  mili- 
tary purposes,  £5,888,640;  for  law 
and  justice,    £4,942,650;     for   interest^ 
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£3,201,820;  tha  total  Bam  expended  ia 
England  was  £6,717,890;  and  the  aom 
Bet  down  to  meet  treaty  engegemeata  was 
£1,682,000;  making  together  aa  expea* 
diture  of  £36,726,160,  against  a  roTenue 
of  £47,688,760.  But,  in  addition  to  that 
expenditure,  there  was  an  item  of  ao  lees 
than  £8,642,569,  for  what  was  called 
«  ooUeotioos,"  ^,  ia  other  words,  an  ex- 
pense of  nearly  20  per  cent,  which  be 
thonght  enormous,  was  iaourred  in  etdleet^ 
ing  the  revenae,  while  there  was  still  a 
further  outlay  under  the  head  of  "snndries" 
of  £2,320,031.  Now,  he  maintained  that, 
with  pradent  and  eoommiieal  aianagement, 
it  would  he  necessary  nmther  to  herrow 
money  aer  to  weaken  ear  means  of  de- 
fence, aer  to  impose  export  duties.  A 
large  sum  might  easily  he  saTcd  in  oea- 
ducting  the  business  <rf  India,  without 
diminishing  its  efficieaoy,  and^  instead  of 
requiring  i^itieaal  ftiads,  a  mach  smaller 
sum  thaa  the  £6,000,000  now  spMt  would 
amply  suffice  for  all  the  public  exigencies. 
Th^  were  about  to  build  splendid  offices 
in  London,  at  the  cost  of  the  people  of 
India — a  very  questionable  proceeding  in- 
deed, and  one  that  ought  to  be  resisted. 
Something  like  £10,000,000  was  proposed 
to  be  expended  upon  barracks  and  other 
conveniences  for  the  army.  That  was  an 
amount  at  the  rate  of  £140  for  every 
soldier,  or,  if  divided  also  among  the 
native  army  and  police,  it  would  give  £30 
for  each  individual.  That  was  obvioasly 
a  most  extravagant  outlay.  When  tlw 
Government  spoke  of  executing  public 
works  they  contemplated  barracks  and 
other  accommodation  for  the  troops,  but 
very  little,  indeed,  that  was  of  a  tnily  re- 
productive characte/  and  calculated  to  be- 
nefit the  great  mass  of  the  people  of  India. 
In  his  Minute  of  the  80th  of  March,  1866, 
Sir  John  Lawrence  said*- 

"  India  is  a  vast  continent,  in  which  the  amount 
of  capital  hitherto  expended  on  pablio  works, 
however  oonsiderable  in  amonnt,  is  quite  insig- 
nlftcant  compared  with  its  wants." 

The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Charles 
Wood)  took  credit  for  spending  in  six 
years  £73,000,000  on  public  works  in 
India,  including  railways ;  but  in  the  pre- 
sent Session  alone  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment had  sanctioned  undertakings  the 
aggregate  of  whose  capital  was  £126,000. 
Without  more  roads,  railways,  «nd  means 
of  irrigation,  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
India  must  stagnate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  zeferred  to  the  eodtivotion 
ef  cetton,  instead  of  grain,  in  India;  b«t 


there  was  much  mote  land  under  coltin* 
tion  there  than  wonld  be  required  if  it 
were  only  cultivated  at  all  as  it  shonld  be. 
Instead  of  causing  the  poor  Hindoo  to 
starve,  they  shoold  help  to  devdop  tb 
resources  of  the  soil.  In  the  Marquen  of 
Tweeddale's  letter  to  Colonel  Showon, 
dated  June  21,  1866,  which  had  beet 
aUnded  to,  there  occarred  this  paseage— 

"  If  we  mast  look  to  India  as  the  prindpl 
sonroe  of  supply  for  ootton  wool,  we  And  tiiree 
years  of  great  denaad,  aeoempsaied  bj  bigk 
prtoes,  have  not  had  the  effset  «f  improTing  tht 
length  of  the  fibre  or  its  aubstanoe.  I  theraot 
presume  that  there  is  do  one  in  India  who  ii  oom* 
petent  for  the  undertaking.  ....  Sonlj 
in  a  oountry  where  no  pi^  of  the  produoe  of  tb 
soil  is  returned  to  the  land,  eudi  as  frmyiii 
manure.  It  is  more  neoessarj  that  afrieil^ 
ohjmisUj  should  supply  the  want,  as  oov-daag 
is  used  for  fuel,  and  fow  horses  or  sheep  are  kept 
India,  therefore,  requires  a  gardener." 

Connected  with  the  loan  of  £1,200,000,  it 
was  due  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
to  state  that  on  the  9th  of  May  last  his 
right  hon.  Friend  wrote  In  these  tmsfl— 

"Ton  have  not,  however,  continued  theiiiooiD»> 
tax,  producing  upwards  of  £1 ,200,000  per  innoiBi 
but  you  have  proposed  to  raiae  a  loan  of  preoiidy 
that  amount,  and  to  impose  Customs  dotiii  of  ft 
most  objectionable  nature." 

He  was  delighted  with  that  statement, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  a  motto  in  the 
India  Office.  He  hoped  that  for  the  futon 
the  improyement  of  India  would  be  ea^ 
ried  out  on  bond  fids  capital,  and  that  the 
country  would  be  advanced  by  reproduo- 
tive  public  works.  He  believed  there  was 
a  great  future  for  India,  that  she  wai 
capable  of  sending  to  this  oountry  comfbiti 
and  raw  materials  which  we  needed;  and 
that  she  might  take  in  return  thoee  com* 
forte  with  which  England,  better  than  anj 
other  country,  oould  supply  her.  In  «** 
elusion,  he  wished  his  right  hon.  Erio*^ 
health  and  strength  to  oopibat  with  the 
diffiouHies  which  he  had  to  encounter  in  the 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  India. 

CoLoiTEL  S  YEBS  said,  he  would  be  ^ 
glad  if  the  prospects  so  satisfactory  to^ 
right  hon.  Friend  shouhl  be  realised;  b«t 
to  his  mind,  nutttere  did  not  look  hopelu 
when  he  found  that  there  was  B««^y* 
charge  on  the  expenditure  »4®^f^ 
account  whidi  had  not  been  inereasei 
As  to  the  Estimate  for  1665-66,  heftK 
bound  to  say  he  did  not  place  the  f^^S^ 
oonfidenoe  in  it  His  right  hon.  Friend  hid 
given  them  ample  proof  that  *^^*^ J?* 
speetiTO  Estimates  were  not  worth  a  w* 
They  were  osviplotelj  »»» nnMiff.   «^ 
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Estimaies  vaxied  in  a  year,  aa  had  been 
pkx^ved  that  night,  fiom  a  sarplns  to  a  de- 
fioienoy  of  £800,000.    Again,  looking  to 
Bome  of  the  iteme  of  the  increaeed  rerennei 
he  regarded  them  aa  anjtiiing  bat  satis* 
fsetory.    For  iastanca,  thore  waaan  in- 
crease of  £212,000  from  ^karee,  or»  in 
other  words,    from  the   consumption  ef 
^irits.    Kow>  that  was  soaroely  diesirable. 
There  had  been  a  decrease  on  the  assessed 
taxes  that  was  not  satisfaotory.    Kext, 
there  was  SA  increase  of  £600,000  from 
salt.    This  artisle  was  positively  neces- 
sary for  the  people  of  India.    If  ihey  did 
not  consume  it,  from  their  vegetable  diet 
they  wonld  be  themselves  consumed  by 
worms.     It  was  said  tbat  to  tax  beer 
in    England  wias  to   tax   the    beverage 
of  the  working  man ;  and  certainly  to  tax 
salt  in  India  was  anidogons  to  levying  a 
tax  on  beer  in  England.     Then  there  was 
an  increase  on  opium,  a  drug  which  poi- 
soned the  people,  and  this  was  scarcely 
matter  for  congratulation.     In  Bengal  the 
OovemmCTt  went  the  length  of  mixing 
itself  np  with  the  production  of  opium, 
by  making  advances  to  the  prodnoers  in 
the  first  instance,  and  afterwards  buying 
np  the  article,  and  this  brought  us  into 
much  odium.    The  large  surplus  antici- 
pated by  his  right  hon.  Friend  for  the 
year  1863-64  had  come  down  to  £78,000, 
and  this  year  not  only  was  that  £78,000 
absorbed,  but^  in  addition,  the  increased 
revemie.     The  increased  expenditure  in 
India  demanded  the  earnest  attention  of  his 
light  hon.  Friend,  for  its  progress  would  be 
most  embarrassing.  The  difference  between 
the  expenditure  last  year  and  the  year 
before  was  upwards  of  £2,225,000.    There 
was  an  increase  in  the  df  il  branch  of  the 
Indian  service,  there  was  an  increase  in 
the  home  charges,  and,  in  fact,  in  every 
branch  they  found  an  increase,  and  the 
increase  for  the   police  was  worthy  of 
observation.     The   Native  veteran  army 
of  India  had  been  reduced  135,000  m^ 
with    a  view  to  economy,  leaving  only 
130,000    armed    men  to   be   paid;   but 
it  appeared  by  a  Eetam  to  the  House  of 
Oommons  that  the  number  of  troops  was 
1S2,067,  and  of  Native  police  154,435-- 
making  a  total  of  286,502,  so  that  there 
had  actually  been  an  increase  oi  165,000 
armed  noen.    And  who  were  they  i    They 
conaisted  of  undisciplined  poliee,  armed, 
diiq)er8ed  throughout  the  country,  having 
no  EnrcHpoan  officeta  with  the  detached 
bodies^  and  at  liberty  to  do  just  as  they 
This  had  been  the  Desalt  €f  the 


reduction  of  the^  regular  Native  troops ; 
they  were  increaring  the  number  of  armed 
men  in  the  country— 4aen  dangerous  from 
their  want  c^  disc^Une  and  utierly  usdess 
in  the  field.  He  had  received  inf:>rmation 
from  an  officer  of  experience  in  Central 
India,  that  in  aeveral  instances  it  was 
su^)eoted  that  atrocities  had  been  com- 
mitted by  bands  of  police,  who  were  with* 
out  the  discipline  and  control  of  European 
officers.  Under  these  oiroumstanceshecould 
not  say  that  the  state  of  things  in  India  had 
been  improved.  In  hat,  it  was  unsafe.  A 
feeling  was  obtaining  among  those  who 
were  once  native  regulars*— veterans— that 
their  past  services  had  been  ovedooked* 
Their  old  <^3e6Qi  had  been  taken  from 
them,  and  with  those  who  were  placed 
over  them  they  had  no  sympathy,  because 
they  were  strangers  and  had  never  served 
with  them.  The  officers  themselves  were 
dissatisfied.  Even  the  petted  Staff  Gorps^ 
the  origin  of  all  the  confusion  and  wrong, 
were  beginning  to  complain,  and  accord- 
ing to  the  testimony  of  a  staff  officer 
whose  letter  he  held  in  his  hand,  uid 
who  spoke  from  personal  experience,  if 
some  measures  were  not  speedily  adopted 
to  remedy  the  present  very  unsatisfec- 
tory  state  of  the  service  it  would  be- 
come completely  disorganized,  and  the 
administration  of  the  countrv  would 
be  rendered  difficult  He  entirely  ap- 
proved the  course  which  had  been  taken 
by  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  with  regard  to 
the  income  tax.  A  pledge  had  been  given 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  that  the 
income  tax  should  continue  for  only  five 
years,  and  Sir  Charles  Trevelyan  only 
acted  in  the  spirit  of  an  English  gentle- 
man in  fulfilling  that  pledge,  not  tiiat  he 
objected  to  an  income  tax  which  should 
touch  the  wealthy  only.  With  respect 
to  what  had  been  said  as  to  the  zemin- 
dars being  driven  into  beggary,  he  believed 
that  many  had  fallen  into  -  difficulties 
by  their  foolish  pride  and  pomp.  They 
had  got  into  debt,  and  the  Government 
had  sold  their  estates  because  they  did 
not  pay  the  Government  land  tax.  The 
result  was  beggary,  but  it  did  not  arise 
from  granting  proprietary  rights  to  the 
cultivators.  'Ihwe  were  sevend  other  topics 
on  which  he  had  mtended  to  touch,  but, 
in  the  absence  of  a  quorum,  he  would  not 
detain  the  Committee.  He  could  not  sit 
down,  however,  without  entreating  his 
right  htm.  Friend  to  look  seriously  on  the 
state  of  fiseMng  in  India,  iand  en)eoially  to 
fisAeet  on  the  tuMarttfnty  of  fiie  opmii 
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roTenue  and  the  impolioy  of  any  increase 
in  the  salt  tax. 

Mr.  KINNAIRD,  thought  that  the 
Secretary  for  India  was  placed  in  a  most 
unenviable  position.  First,  he  was  found 
fault  with  for  not  doing  something,  and 
then,  when  he  had  sought  to  remedy  the 
eril  complained  of,  he  was  abused  and 
virtually  told  that  he  had  better  have  done 
nothing.  His  hon.  Friend  who  had  just 
sat  down  complained  of  the  increase  of  the 
police  and  of  their  being  armed.  Some 
years  ago  he  remembered  bringing  before 
the  House  the  need  there  was  for  an  in- 
crease. With  regard  to  their  being  armed, 
he  believed  when  they  were  so  it  was  ex- 
ceptional, and  that  ordinarily  they  were 
not  so.  Again,  an  accusation  held  been 
brought  against  the  Governor  General,  Sir 
John  Lawrence,  on  account  of  the  inquiry 
he  had  instituted  in  Oude  into  the  rights 
of  the  under  tenantry;  and  it  was  said 
that  he  wished  to  destroy  the  aristocracy 
as  he  had  done  in  the  Punjab.  Tbat  he 
had  not  done  anything  to  forfeit  the  confi- 
dence of  the  talookdars  and  other  large 
landholders  was  evidenced  by  the  late 
Durbar,  the  success  of  which  was  a  suffi- 
cient reply  to  such  accusations.  Again, 
with  regard  to  the  army,  one  would  have 
thought  from  the  observations  then  made 
that  there  was  a  proposal  greatly  to  in- 
crease it,  whereas,  the  fact  was,  that  the 
Secretary  for  India  had  reduced  it  by  two 
regiments  and  a  battery  of  artillery.  He 
thought  that  the  Government  might  be 
congratulated  on  the  condition  of  India 
under  many  of  its  aspects,  and  he  was 
glad  that  a  policy  of  protection,  or  restric- 
tion on  trade,  had  not  been  sanctioned. 
The  testimony  oi  facts  proved  that  free 
trade  was  a  permanent  source  of  wealth, 
whatever  apparent  or  temporary  advantages 
might  result  to  the  revenue  from  an  oppo- 
site course.  He  was  also  bound  to  express 
his  satisfaction  at  the  wise  view  adopted 
by  tiie  Government  with  respect  to  the 
land  question,  and  that,  while  maintaining 
a  native  aristocracy  as  necessary  for  India, 
they  at  the  same  time  were  determined 
to  uphold  the  rights  of  the  peasantry,  and 
give  them  that  security  of  tenure  which 
must  be  at  the  base  of  all  improvement, 
social  and  moral — ^the  more  liberal  con- 
struction placed  upon  the  grant  in  aid 
system,  by  which  U&e  cause  of  education 
had  been  advanced  showed  the  progressive 
spirit  that  had  animated  the  councils  and 
the  legislation  for  India  during  the  past 
year.     He  trusted  that,  by  the  develop- 
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ment  of  public  works,  by  the  progrm  of 
enlightened  education,  India  might  n|ndlj 
advance  both  socially  and  morally,  and  thit 
by  contact  with  the  Christian  futh  of  this 
land  the  natives  of  India  might  be  indooed 
more  and  more  to  examine  Uie  fonndatioiis 
of  that  Mth,  BO  as  to  embrace  it  for  them- 
selves 

Mb.  W.  EWART  said,  he  thought  that 
a  printed  statement  of  the  affiedrs  of  India 
should  be  prepared  annually  and  plaoedin 
the  hands  of  Members  of  that  Rouse. 

Snt  CHAELES  WOOD  said,  with  re- 
gard to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Poole  on  the  disposition  of  troops 
in  India,  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  the  subject  of  disposing  the 
troops  in  such  a  manner  that  ^  smaUeit 
number  could  be  made  most  available  had 
been  very  seriously  considered  by  the  an- 
thorities  in  India  for  the  last  three  or  foor 
years,  and  the  position  of  the  barracks  in 
each  Presidency  had  been  determined 
partly  by  this  consideration  and  partly  bjr 
that  of  the  healthiness  of  the  site.  WitI 
regard  to  the  reduction  of  troops,  that  was 
a  subject  on  which  the  authorities  in  India 
were  the  best  judges.  As  he  was  blamed 
by  the  hon.  GenUeman  the  Member  for 
Poole  for  having  too  many  troops,  and  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Windsor  for  hsTing 
too  few,  probably  he  had  hit  somewhere 
about  the  happy  medium.  He  waa  aa^ 
prised  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Fode, 
who  had  been  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Control,  talk  about  our  establishing  an 
ecclesiastical  establishment  there.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  clergymen  were  sent  out 
to  India  was  that  of  military  chaplains. 
When  a  lai^  body  of  servants  of  the 
State,  whether  civil  or  military,  were  sent 
out  to  a  country  where  the  whole  popula- 
tion is  Mahomedan,  Hindoo,  or  heathen, 
it  was  not  unreasonable  that  we  ahoold 
send  out  clergymen  to  .minister  to  tbeir 
spiritual  wants,  as  we  sent  out  medical 
men  to  administer  to  their  bodily  ailmento. 
And  when  we  sent  out  a  number  oi 
clergymen  we  sent  Bishops  out  to  look 
after  them,  as  when  we  sent  out  a  number 
of  surgeons  a  certain  number  of  ^V^^ 
General  were  sent  to  look  after  them.  Tne 
hon.  Gentieman  opposite  said  that  tw 
Home  Government  had  so  constantly  ^ 
terfered  with  Sir  John  Lawrence  that  w 
had  offered  to  resign.  He  did  notknof 
where  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  got  htf 
information,  and  it  was  oertainly^W'^ 
markable  time  to  make   the    '  '    '^ 
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when  the  Home   Oovernment  had  been 
steadily  supporting  him  against  his  Conn- 
oil.     Sir  John  Lawrence  had  said  that  the 
income  tax  ought  to  have  been  continued, 
and  the  Home  Government  said  he  was 
quite  ri^ht.     He  was  ^lad  to  haye  the 
opportunity  of  contradicting  the  statement. 
He  had  no  reason  whatever  to  believe  that 
8ir  John  Lawrence  was  anything  but  per- 
fectly satisfied  with  his  position  in  India, 
and  he  had  received  nndeviating  support 
from  home.     There  was  an  advantage  de- 
rived from  the  visits  to  Simla  by  the  Go- 
yemor  General,  that  the^  were  less  ex- 
pensive and  less  inconvenient  than  to  the 
tours  which  it  had  been   formerly  the 
oustom  to   make.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  Sir  Bartle  Frere  was  dis- 
satisfied with  his  treatment,  but  that  state- 
ment did  not  accord  with  what  he  had 
heard  from  a  dear  connection  of  his,  who 
had  been  assured  by  an  equally  near  con- 
nection of  Sir  BarUe  Frere  that  he  fully 
appreciated  the  kindness  and  courtesy  he 
had  received  from  himself.   The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman also  asked,  whether  a  memorandum 
had  been  received  concerning  a  reduction 
of  salaries?    No  such  memorandum,  he 
believed,  had  been  received,  although  the 
subject  had  been  referred  to  in  a  private 
letter  from  Sir  John  Lawrence.     There 
was  no  intention  of  adopting  so  unfortunate 
a  system  as  that  of  under-paying  public 
servants  in  that  distant  country.     The 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  had  referred 
to  the  expense  of  collecting  the  Revenue 
in  India ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
looked  at  the  finance  accounts  which  were 
on  the  table  of  the  House,  he  would  have 
seen  that  the  expense  of  collection  was, 
in  the  case  of  the  land  tax,  10  per  cent; 
assessed  taxes,  8  per  cent ;  customs  7  per 
oent ;  salt  duty,  6  per  cent ;  and  stamps, 
6  per  cent.     [Mr.  Bazlby  :  Opium.]    No 
doubt  upon  opium  the  cost  of  collection 
vC^as  33  per  cent,  that  tax  was  of  an  ano- 
malous character,  and  ouj^t   not   to  be 
taken  as  an  element  of  calculation  in  esti- 
mating the  average  cost  of  collection  of 
other  taxes.    There  were  strong  objections 
to  the  tax,  but  unless  any  one  could  point 
to  any  other  source  whence  £8,000,000  a 
year  could  be  obtained,  he  feared  the  tax 
must  be  continued.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
also  referred  to  the  £126,000,000  voted 
this  year  for  new  railways  in  this  country ; 
but  probably  all  that  amount  would  not 
be  expended.    Those  railways  were  pri- 
vate undertakings,   and  he  (Sir  Charles 
Ifood)  had  only  referred  to  public  works 
YOL.  CLXXX.    [XHZBD  sxBm.] 


in  India,  and  was  unable  to  give  an  ac- 
count of  the  works  resulting  from  private 
enterprise  in  that  country.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  read  a  passage  from  a 
letter  from  the  Marquess  of  Tweeddale 
referring  to  the  want  of  manure.  In  India 
that  was  a  great  want,  because  the  people 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  used  for  fuel 
the  only  manure  they  possessed.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Aberdeen  had  alluded  to  what 
he  conceived  to  be  the  falling  off  in  the 
proceeds  frx)m  the  land  revenues  and  as- 
sessed taxes,  but  those  apparent  diminu- 
tions were  the  result  of  exceptional  gains 
in  former  years.  The  increase  in  the 
amount  derived  from  the  salt  tax  was 
not  a  proof  of  additional  burdens  upon  the 
people  of  India,  but  was  evidence  of  in- 
creased comfort  and  wealth,  and  the 
greater  quantity  of  salt  carried  up  the 
country  by  the  railroads.  With  respect  to 
the  additional  number  of  armed  men  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, the  answer  was  that  the  281,000 
men  of  the  police  thus  referred  to  were 
not  armed  men.  The  police  did  not  in 
most  cases  carry  arms.  They  were  scat- 
tered all  over  the  country.  There  was  a 
vast  difference  between  a  scattered  un* 
armed  body  of  police  and  a  well-dis- 
ciplined, well-armed  Native  army,  and  no 
danger  could  be  apprehended  from  the 
former.  In  conclusion,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  thanked  the  Committee  for  its 
consideration  towards  him,  and  hoped  that 
the  statement  he  had  made  would  prove 
generally  satisfactory. 

Eesolutions  agreed  to. 

1.  Reeotved,  That  the  total  net  Revenues  of . 
the  Territories  and  Departments  under  the  im- 
mediate control  of  the  Government  of  India  for 
the  year  ended  the  30th  day  of  April  1864, 
amounting  to  £3,056,776  sterling,  and  the  Chargei 
thereof,  for  the  same  period,  other  than  Military 
Charges,  amounted  to  £a,208,U8  sterling. 

2.  Resolved,  That  the  total  net  Revenues  of  the 
Bengal  Presidency,  for  the  year  ended  the  SOth 
day  of  April  1864,  amounted  to  £11,663,738 
sterling,  and  the  Charges  thereof,  for  the  same 
period,  other  than  Military  Charges,  amounted  to 
£2,513,263  steriing. 

3.  Reeolved,  Tlftit  the  total  net  Revenues  of  the 
North  Western  Provinces,  for  the  year  ended  the 
SOth  day  of  April  1864,  amounted  to  £4.847,051 
sterling,  and  the  Charges  thereof,  for  the  same 
period,  other  than  Military  Charges,  amounted  to 
£1,485,351  sterling. 

4.  Resolved,  That  the  total  net  Revenues  of  the 
Punjab,  for  the  year  ended  on  the  30th  day  ot 
April  1864,  amounted  to  £2,755,169  sterling,  and 
the  Charges  thereof,  for  the  same  period,  other 
than  Military  Charges,  amounted  to  £1,096,999 
sterling. 
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5.  Renitued,  Thai  the  total  net  ReTomef  of  the 
Territories  and  Departments  under  the  immediate 
control  of  the  Ooremment  of  India,  of  the  Ben- 
gal Presidency,  of  the  North  Western  Prorinoes, 
and  of  the  Pmgab,  together,  for  the  jear  ended 
the  80th  day  of  April  1864,  amounted  to 
£28,221,734  sterlinff,  and  the  Charges  thereupon, 
inolading  the  Military  Charges,  amounted  to 
£15,464,862  sterling,  leayinff  a  surplus  arailable 
for  the  general  Charges  of  India,  of  £7,756,872 
sterling. 

6.  Retolved,  That  the  total  net  RoTenues  of  the 
Madras  Presidency  (Fort  Saint  (reorge),  for  the 
year  ended  the  80th  day  of  April  1864,  amounted 
to  £5,978,818  sterling,  and  the  net  Charges 
thereof,  for  the  same  period,  amounted  to 
£5,167,165  sterling,  leaying  a  surplus  aTailable 
in  the  above  Presidency,  for  the  General  Chargee 
of  India,  of  £806,148  sterling. 

7.  Besolued,  That  the  total  net  ReTenues  of 
the  Bombay  Presidency,  for  the  year  ended  the 
30th  day  of  April  1864,  amounted  to  £6,441,851 
sterling,  and  the  net  Charges  thereof,  for  the  same 
period,  amounted  to  £5,886,861  sterlioff,  learing 
a  suralus  arailable  in  the  aboTO  Presidency,  for 
the  General  Charges  of  India,  of  £1,055,490 
sterling. 

8.  Reiolved,  That  the  total  net  Reyenues  of  the 
seyeral  Presidencies,  for  the  year  ended  the  dOth 
day  of  April  1864,  amounted  to  £85,686,898 
sterling,  and  the  Charges  thereof  amounted  to 
£26,018,888  sterling,  leaving  a  surplus  Reyenne 
of  £9,618,510  sterling. 

9.  Reiolv€d,  That  the  Interest  on  the  Regis- 
tered  Debt  of  India,  paid  In  the  year  ended  the 
30th  day  of  April  1864,  amounted  to  £8,098,250 
sterling,  and  the  Charges  deirayed  in  England,  on 
Aoeount  of  the  Indiim  Territory,  in  the  same 
period,  including  Interest  on  Debt  incurred  in 
England  and  Guaranteed  Interest  on  the  Capital 
of  Railway  and  other  Companies,  after  deducting 
net  Traffic  Receipts  of  Railways,  amounted  to 
£6,446,918  sterling,  learing  a  surplus  of  Indian 
Income  for  the  year  ended  as  aforesaid,  after  de- 
fraying the  aboYe  Interest  and  Charges,  of  £78,847 
sterling. 

House  renimed 

Resolutioni  to  be  reported  7o-morroio. 

House  a^iooned  at  Nine  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    L0BD8, 
H-idojf,  June  30,  1865. 

MINUTES.}— PuBuo  Bills— iSMOfuf  Reading^ 
Colonial  Goremors  (Retiring  Pensions)  (225); 
Penalties  Law  Amendment  (178). 

Seleei  Coinvtittetf— iZ^porf-^Harwich  Harbour* 
(197) 

CommUue-^OromL  Suits,  ^.  *  (187) ;  Ezpirinff 
Laws  Continuance*  (226);  Poor  Law  Board 
Continuance*  (227) ;  Colonial  Docks  Loans  * 
(281) ;    Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  *  (282) ; 


QoYemment   Supplemental   (No.  5)* 
(228)  ;  Land  Debentures*  (112). 

Sir  OharlH  fTina 


Beport'^Oroynk  Suits,  Ac.*  (W);  Expirisff 
Laws  Continuance  *  (226) ;  Poor  Law  Bosid 
Continuance  *  (227) ;  Peace  Preserration  (lie- 
land)  Act  (1856)  Amendment  *  (200) ;  Coloniil 
Docks  Loans*  (281) ;  Turnpike  Acts  Coo- 
tinuance  *  (282) ;  Local  QoTernment  Supple- 
mental (No.  5)  *  (228). 

Third  Readina  ^PnuouB^  (228) ;  Greemrieh 
Hospital  *  (179)  ;  Salmon  Fishery  Act  (ISCl) 
Amendment  *  (229) ;  Fire  Brij^e  (Metro- 
polis) *'(215)  ;  Turnpike  Trusts  ArrangemsDti* 
(216);  Ayr  Burghs  Election*  (186) ;  Conp- 
troller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public  Audit* 
(212);  Inland  ReTenue*(221);  Indemnitj* 
(222) ;  Compound  Spfaits  Warehousing  *  (294), 
andpotfMl. 


COLONIAL  GOVERNORS    (RETIRING 
PENSIONS)  BILI^No.  225.) 
SBOOKD  SBADIKG. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Resd- 
log  read. 

Babl  DE  grey  ahd  RIPON.  m 
moYing  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
Bald,  that  its  object  was  to  enable  the 
Government  to  grant  retiring  pensioos  to 
our  Colonial  Governors  at  the  expiration 
of  a  stated  period  of  service.  These  offi- 
cials, he  might  observe,  were  public  8e^ 
yants  who  had  to  perform  arduous  daties 
away  from  their  own  country,  and  often 
under  the  influence  of  bad  climatei.  It 
had  been  deemed  undesirable  to  make  a 
charge  for  such  a  pension  on  any  particuhir 
colony,  and  the  proposal,  therefore,  was  to 
grant  retiring  pensions  to  the  Governors  of 
Colonies  in  accordance  with  the  importance 
of  the  post  which  each  had  happened  to 
fill,  based  upon  the  general  principle  bj 
which  the  pensions  of  other  civil  aervanti 
of  the  Crown  were  regulated. 

Moved.  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  ?/' 
— (J^orl  de  Orty  and  Bipan.) 

The  Earl  of  HARDWICEE  stid,  be 
did  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  critieiaing 
the  Bill,  but  for  another  purpose,  which  be 
would  shortly  mention.  No  doubt  the  Bill 
itself  was  in  theory  perfectly  just.  It  de- 
clared that  Colonial  Governors  who  senred 
Her  Majesty  for  a  certain  time  should  be 
dealt  with  as  public  servants  usually  were 
who  served  their  country  faithfully  and 
usefully.  But  the  Bill  had  this  remarkable 
feature— that  it  was  in  the  discretion  of 
the  Minister  to  grant  a  pension  or  not  If 
the  Minister  considered  that  the  poblie 
servant  was  not  precisely  a  person  whom 
he  desired  to  reward,  however  valuabtt 
might  have  been  his  services,  be  bad 
noSiing  whatever  to  do  than  to  dismiss  hi0 
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after  nine  or  sixteen  years'  aerrioeflt  ao-; 
oording  to  the  partieular  ciroumstanees  of 
the  case,  at  profided  for  under  this  Bill, 
and  thereby  deprive  him  of  all  chance  of 
a  pension.    He  (the  Barl  of  Hardwioke), 
however,  made  those  observations  only  by 
way  of  passing  comment  on  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill — if  he  had  not  another  purpose  in 
view  he  should  not  have  risen  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.      Their    Lordships    would 
remember  that  in  the  course  of  the  last 
Session  be  had  presented  a  petition  f^om  a 
bighly  honourable  and  distinguished  gen- 
tleman bearing  upon  this  subject.     Being 
aware  that  it  was  the   intention  of   Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  introduce  such  a 
Bill  as  the  present  into  Parliament,  this 
eminent  gentleman  ventured  to  express  a 
hope  that  his  services  would  be  taken  into 
consideration.    He  (the  Earl  of  Hardwioke) 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  after  careful 
consideration,  that  this  gentleman  stood  in 
a  position  second  to  none  in  regard  to  ser- 
vices rendered  to  the  British  Empire.    The 
services  rendered   by   Sir  Francis   Head 
were  of  the  most  valuable  character.     Sir 
Francis  Head,  in  consequence  of  circum- 
stances to  which  he  would  not  then  allude, 
bad,  however,  been  passed  over  without 
any  substantial  recognition  of  his  services. 
That  high-minded  and  honourable  man  had 
nevertheless  borne  this  neglect  and  inat- 
tention  with  the  greatest  fortitude — the 
feeling  uppermost  in  his  mind  being  that, 
notwithstanding  the  services  he  had  ren- 
dered to  his  Sovereign  and  bis  country,  he 
kad  been  a  forgotten  man.     On  the  occa- 
sion to  which  he  (the  Earl  of  Hardwioke) 
had  alluded  Sir  Francis  Head  thought  it  a 
fair  opportunity  of  presenting  himself  to 
the  notice  of  the  British  Legislature  for 
the  purpose  (in  his  old  age  and  being  a  poor 
man)  of  asking  for  some  solid  pecuniary 
remuneration  under  the  circumstances  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  being  about  to 
introduce  a  Bill  into  Parliament  empower- 
ing them  to  grant  pensions  to  retiring 
Colonial   Governors.      The  claim  of    Sir 
Francis  Head  was,  however,  refused.   Now 
the  character  of  this  gentleman  was,  after 
all,  but  little  known  to  the  public.      A 
more  independent  or  honourable  man  did 
not  exist.     He  (the  Earl  of  Hardwioke) 
would  have  the  honour  of  showing  that  that 
same  character  which    eminently   distin- 
guished  him   through  his  official  life  he 
maintained  to  the  last.     Sir  Francis  Head 
had  requested  him  to  read  to  their  Lord- 
ships a  short  letter  whieh  would  relieve  Her 
Majesty'a  Qovemmeat  from  any  further 


notice  of  his  case.    That  letter  was  as 
follows^-'namely, 

**  Orojdon,  36th  Jane,  1865. 

"  Mjdear  Lord  Hardwieke, — Among  the  Royal 
prerogatives  it  wm  onoe  my  duty  to  defend,  there 
is  no  one  I  more  ardently  desire  to  uphold  than 
that  which  decrees  that  a  reward  for  pohlio  ser^ 
vices  shall  descend  only  through  the  Ministers  of 
the  Crown.  And  as  Her  Majesty's  GoTernment, 
in  the  exercise  of  this  prerogative,  have  expressed 
themselves  adverse  to  the  prayer  of  my  memorial 
(printed  last  Session  by  onier  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament),  it  is  clearly  my  duty  to  submit  with* 
out  remonstrance  or  complaint  to  their  decision. 
I  therefore  request  that  on  the  introduction  to 
the  House  of  Lords  of  the  '  Colonial  Oovernors 
(Retirine  Pensions)  Bill/  yon  will  be  pleased  to 
abstain  from  any  further  reference  to  my  bygone 
services  in  Canada. 

«  Believe  me  to  remain  yours  very  fiuthfully, 

«•  P.  B.  HlAD." 

The  Earl  of  DERBY  considered  that 
this  measure  was  one  of  simple  justice,  and 
one   which  had   been    too   long   delayed. 
During  the  experience  he  had  had  in  the^ 
Colonial  Office  many  grievous  cases  had 
come  under   his    notice   of   Colonial   Go- 
vernors being   compelled  to    retire    from 
office,   after  performing  valuable  services, 
without    any    pension    whatsoever    being 
granted  them.     As  a  general  rule  he  ob- 
served that  Colonial  Governors  retired,  not 
only  without  any  proper  remuneration  for 
their  services,  but  they  were  placed  in  a 
much  worse  position  than  that  which  they 
occupied  before  they  accepted  office.     The 
inflexible  rule  was  that  no  outfit  was  pro- 
vided  for  a  Colonial  Governor,  who  was 
therefore  compelled  to  go  out  to  the  colony 
after  incurring  an  expense  equal  to  about 
one  and  a  half  year's  salary  as  Governor ; 
and  if  by  any  accident  he  was  compelled 
to  resign  before  he  had  served  eighteen 
months  In  his  new  office  he  not  only  received 
no  remuneration  but  he  was  actually  at  a 
pecuniary  loss  in  consequence  of  the  ex- 
penses of  his  outfit.  The  Bill  unfortunately 
came  before  their  Lordships  at  such  a  time 
as  to  render  them  unable  to  deal  with  its 
provisions,    otherwise    there    were    some 
details  to  which  he  should  certainly  have 
taken  exception  as  hardly  carrying  out  the 
principle  on  which  the  measure  had  been 
framed;  but  he  thoroughly  approved  the 
scope  of  the  measure,   which    did   tsrdy 
justice  to  a  class  of  men   who  rendered 
valuable  services  to  the  State.  He  was  not 
aware  that  his  noble  Friend  near  him  (the 
Earl  of  Hardwioke)  intended  to  advert  to 
the  particular  services  of  Sir  Francis  Head. 
He    could    undersUnd    the    difficulty    of 
including  his  case  within  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  in  consequence  of  the  short  period 
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he  had  gerred  as  Colonial  Qovernor.     He, 
however,  entirely  concarred  in  the  estimate 
gif en  bj  his  noble  Friend  of  the  seryiees 
and  character  of  Sir  Francis  Head.  Those 
serf  ices  were  the  more  Taluable,  inasmuch 
as  thej  were  rendered  at  a  time  of  great 
and  peculiar  difficulty*  and  there  could  be 
no  denying  the  fact  that  Sir  Francis  Head 
had   been   mainly  instrumental  in  saving 
Canada — he  could  use  no  less  forcible  an 
expression — to  this  country.  Notwithstand- 
ing such   distinguished  services,  he  must 
say  that  Sir  Francis  Head,  upon  his  return 
to  this  country,  did  not  meet  with  that  con- 
sideration and  fair  dealing  for  the  discharge 
of  a  very  unpopular  duty  to  which  he  was 
fairly  and  honourably  entitled.     But  the 
case  of  that  gentleman  was  a  much  harder 
one  than  even  that  which  had  been  Btated, 
because  Sir  Francis   Head   had   actually 
sacrificed    a   permanent    appointment    to 
^accept  the  Governorship  of  Canada  ;  and 
when  he  returned  to  this  country  he  was 
not  only  refused  a  retiring  allowance,  but 
he  was  denied  the  office  which  he  before 
filled,  and  which,  if  he  had  not  resigned 
it,  he  would  be  entitled  to  hold  for  life. 
Sir  Francis  Head  therefore  now  remained, 
he  (the  Earl  of  Derby)  would  not  say,   a 
discontented  man,  but  certainly  a  man  suf- 
fering from  a  strong  sense  that  his  services 
had  not  received  the  reward  to  which  they 
were  justly  entitled.      He  confessed   he 
thought  Sir  Francis  Head  a  hardly  used 
man.      Having  made  those   observations, 
he  only  wished  to  express  in  general  terms 
his  entire  concurrence  in  the  principle  of 
this   Bill.      He  believed  that  Parliament 
was  at  last  about  to  award  a  certain  amount 
of  justice  to  a  most  deserving  class  of  men 
who  were  generally  taken  irom  the  Civil 
Service  to  discharge  the  responsible  func- 
tions of  Colonial  Governor. 

Lord  LYVEDEN  agreed  that  it  was 
impossible  to  deal  with  the  case  of  Sir 
Francis  Head  under  this  Bill,  but  he  thought 
that  the  Government  might  propose  to  give 
him  some  compliment  or  remuneration  for 
the  gallant  and  worthy  services  which  he 
rendered  in  Canada.  With  reference  to 
the  Bill  itself,  he  should  have  been  glad 
to  see  the  period  of  service  after  which  a 
Governor  might  retire  shortened.  He  held 
that  the  colonies  ought  to  pay  all  expenses 
which  were  properly  chargeable  to  them, 
but  he  did  not  think  —  and  the  late  Sir 
William  Molesworth  was  of  the  same  opi- 
nion —  that  the  pensions,  nor  indeed  the 
salaries,  of  Governors  ought  to  be  charged 
to  the  colonial  revenues. 
TJw  Earl  of  JDerly 


Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next, 

PENALTIES  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(no.    178.)       SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLBY 
mowd  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  re-apportion  the 
terms  of  imprisonment  in  cases  where  the 
fines  were  not  paid.  The  relative  periods 
of  imprisonment  were,  for  any  penalty  not 
exceeding  IO5.,  seven  days;  exceeding  lOi. 
and  not  exceeding  £1,  fourteen  davs;  ex- 
ceeding £1  but  not  exceeding  £2,  one 
month;  and  exceeding  £2  but  not  exceed- 
ing £5,  two  months. 

Moved,  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*. 
— {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley.) 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  said,  he  had 
no  objection  to  the  Bill  so  far  as  it  went) 
but  he  thought  their  Lordships  should  take 
the  whole  subject  into  their  coneideratioa 
with  a  view  to  its  improvement.  There 
were  certain  alterations  in  the  Bin  which 
he  thought  it  would  be  desirable  to  mike 
when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee. 

Lord  REDE SD ALE  said,  this  wu 
one  of  those  Bills  which  were  introduced 
on  account  of  some  particular  case  of  hard- 
ship. One  or  two  instances  would  occur 
in  which  persons  were  sentenced  to  a  few 
days'  more  imprisonment  than  perbspe 
would  have  met  the  justice  of  the  case; 
then  the  Government  were  memorialised, 
and  a  Bill  was  introduced  into  Parliament. 
He  believed  the  magistrates  throughout 
the  country  exercised  the  greatest  discre- 
tion in  apportioning  the  amount  of  the  fines 
and  the  terms  of  imprisonment,  and  there- 
fore this  Bill,  by  depriving  the  magistrates 
of  their  discretion,  would  do  more  barm 
than  good.  He  objected  altogether  to 
legislation  on  this  system,  and  therefore 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  refuse  to  pass 
this  Bill. 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  this  Bill 
was  intended  to  remedy  the  discrepancy 
in  the  punishment  of  drunkenness  con- 
tained in  the  Wine  Licences  and  Refresh- 
ment Act,  which  empowered  magistrates 
to  imprison  for  drunken  and  riotous  con- 
duct, without  a  fine,  for  seven  dajs ;  or, 
if  a  fine  of  not  exceeding  40*.  were  in- 
flicted, to  imprison  for  not  exceeding 
three  months  in  default  of  payment.  The 
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cases,  however,  were  so  frequent  against 
the  same  offenders  thai  the  longer  term  of 
imprisonment  did  not  seem  to  be  too  se- 
yere  ;  and  in  awarding  the  fine  the  magis- 
trates (for  whom  he  felt  great  respect) 
were  carefal  to  proportion  the  fine  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  defendant.  He  felt 
sure  that  abridging  the  discretionary 
powers  of  the  magistrates  would  make 
them  more  and  more  unwilling  to  act.  He 
wished  that  in  Committee  a  power  might 
be  inserted  to  imprison  for  drunkenness 
for  twelve  hours  in  some  local  Bridewell 
approved  of  by  the  magistrates,  for  which 
there  was  a  Statute  applicable  to  Ireland. 
Prisoners  were  often  sent  for  seven  days  to 
a  prison  distant  thirty  miles  in  England. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  remarked  that  the 
House  was  not  in  Committee. 

Lord  DENMAN  replied  that  time  was 
often  saved  by  suggestions  being  made 
beforehand. 

Lord  STANLEY  or  ALDERLEY 
said,  he  could  not  see  what  objection  there 
could  be  to  deprive  the  magistrates  of  the 
power  of  inflicting  terms  of  imprisonment 
beyond  those  which  would  be  suEBcient  to 
meet  the  justice  of  the  cases. 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Monday  next. 

PUBLIC  MUSEUMS,  Ac. 
PETITIONS  FOR  OPENIKG    IN  EYENINQS. 

Lord  EBURY,  in  presenting  a  Petition 
of  Patrons,  Presidents,  and  Officers  of  the 
Early  Closing  Association,  and  of  Work- 
ing Men  of  Islington,  for  the  Opening 
of  Public  Museums,  &c.,  in  the  Evenings, 
for  the  Benefit  of  the  Working  Classes, 
praying  that  the  recommendation  of  the 
Committee  of  1860  might  be  carried  into 
effect  in  reference  to  the  opening  of  the 
British  Museum  and  Other  National  Col- 
lections three  evenings  in  the  week  be- 
iwen  the  hours  of  seven  and  ten  o'clock, 
said,  that  the  Petition  was  signed  by  two 
right  rev.  Prelates  and  a  number  of  noble- 
men and  gentlemen,  who  were,  in  fact,  the 
authors  of  the  early  closing  movement, 
and  its  prayer  was  that  the  Public  Mu- 
seums, such  as  the  National  Gallery  and 
the  British  Museum,  should  be  open  three 
evenings  in  the  week,  in  order  that  per- 
bodb  whose  employments  allowed  them  no 
other  opportunities  might  be  able  to  enjoy 
the  benefits  of  those  collections.  Their 
Lordshipsy  he  was  sure,  would  be  among 


the  first  to  appreciate  the  benefits  of  early 
closing,  and  since  Parliament  had  declared 
that  it  would  not  take  any  step  to  open 
these  Museums  on  Sundays  they  were  in 
duty  bound  to  attend  to  the  prayer  of  the 
Petitioners,  and  endeavour  to  give  them  an 
opportunity  to  visit  the  Museums  in  the 
evening.  He  wished  to  ask  his  noble  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Council  whether  the 
Government,  or  those  persons  who  had  the 
requisite  authority,  could  hold  out  any  hope 
that  the  reasonable  request  of  the  Peti- 
tioners would  be  complied  with. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  in  the 
only  Museum  with  which  he  was  connected 
— the  South  Kensington  Museum — steps 
had  been  taken  to  open  it  in  the  evening. 
Further  alterations,  however,  in  lighting 
and  in  ventilation  were  necessary  before 
the  experiment  could  be  said  to  be  success« 
ful.  Large  numbers  of  persons  had  par- 
taken of  this  privilege,  the  greater  portion 
of  whom  were  composed  of  artizans  and 
working  men  from  all  parts  of  the  metro* 
polis.  With  regard  to  the  National  Gal- 
lery, Sir  Charles  Eastlake  had  informed  the 
Government  that  no  answer  could  be  given 
at  present,  as  the  matter  was  still  before 
the  Trustees.  As  to  the  British  Museum, 
Mr.  Panizzi  had  informed  him  that  the 
subject  had  been  frequently  considered  by 
the  Trustees,  that  Mr.  Braid  wood,  the 
late  Superintendent  of  the  Fire  Brigade, 
had  been  consulted,  who  expressed  his 
opinion  that  the  risk  from  the  gas  and  other 
lighting  arrangements  necessary  to  open 
the  museum  in  the  evening  would  be  very 
great.  Considering  the  valuable  contents 
of  the  Museum  great  care  and  considera- 
tion ought  to  be  exercised  before  any  such 
risk  was  run.  This  objection  was  entirely 
independent  of  the  increased  cost  caused 
by  the  increased  staff  which  would  be  ne- 
cessary, which,  of  course,  would  not  weigh 
against  a  commensurate  advantage  to  the 
public. 

Thb  Duke  of  CLEVELAND  said,  that 
in  several  foreign  Museums  no  light  was 
oyer  allowed  to  be  used. 

Earl  STANHOPE  said,  as  one  of  the 
Trustees  of  the  British  Museum,  he  was 
able  to  state  that  the  question  of  openine 
the  Museum  at  night  had  been  severed 
times  under  the  consideration  of  the  Trus- 
tees. The  object  was  very  desirable,  but 
the  objection  with  regard  to  the  risk  by 
fire  was  represented  to  them  to  be  very 
considerable.  It,  however,  remained  to  be 
considered  whether  by  any  means  that 
danger  could  be  effectually  averted.    Be- 
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•idet  the  qaestion  of  risk  from  fire,  tViere 
was  the  question  of  expense.  The  object 
•ould  not  be  oarried  oat,  as  their  Lordships 
must  peroeife,  without  a  considerable  in- 
crease of  the  Estimate.  There  must  be  a 
•onsiderable  addition  to  the  present  number 
of  attendants,  or  the  present  attendants 
must  be  paid  a  proportionate  increase  for 
the  extra  labour  that  would  be  oast  upon 
them. 

Lord  EBURY  thought  there  would  be 
no  detriment  to  the  pictures  in  the  National 
Oallery  from  their  being  shown  by  gas- 
light. The  pictures  in  the  Academy  had 
been  shown  in  the  evenings  and  no  com- 
plaints had  been  made. 

Eabl  stanhope  said,  that  the  pic- 
tores  at  the  Academy  were  only  shown  for 
.  a  portion  of  the  year,  and  as  the  time  was 
so  short  the  gaslight  did  not  proTO  preju- 
dicial ;  but  if  the  pictures  in  the  National 
Gallery  were  thrown  open  they  would  be 
Bubjeoted  to  the  same  influences  year  after 
Tear,  so  that  no  decisifo  argument  could 
be  drawn  in  the  one  case  from  what  had 
happened  in  the  other. 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  table. 

ISSUE  OF  ARMT  COMMISSIONS. 
QUESTION. 

Thb  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  a  Question  of  the  noble  Earl 
the  Secretary  for  War  respecting  the  pre- 

Cxation  and  issue  of  Army  Commissions, 
any  complaints  had  been  made  upon  the 
subject^  but  he  would  state  some  circum- 
stances that  had  occurred  to  himself.  On 
^e  31st  of  May,  1865,  there  was  delivered 
at  his  house  his  commission  as  colonel  in 
the  army»  dated  July,  1855.  That  com- 
mission bore  the  counter  signature  of 
General  Peel,  who  quitted  office  in  1859, 
and  therefore  its  preparation  must  have 
been  complete  six  years  ago.  Upon  the 
back  of  the  commission  were  some  pencil 
marks  which,  however  necessary  it  might 
be  to  make  during  the  passage  of  the  Com- 
mission through  the  offices,  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  remain  upon  a  document 
whieh  bore  upon  it  Uer  Majesty's  signature. 
On  the  1st  of  June  he  received  another 
commission,  addressed  to  the  late  Earl  of 
Longford,  who  died  io  1859.  He  scarcely 
knew  what  to  do  with  that  commission  ; 
but,  upon  the  whole,  he  thought  the  best 
course  would  be  to  return  it  to  the  War 
Department  before  the  financial  officer 
called,  as  no  doubt  he  would  do,  for  the 
stamp  duty  on  it.  While  speaking  of  the 
Earl  StwihopB 


stamp  duty,  he  might  mention  that  on  tbe 
7th  of  May,  1863,  he  had  been  obliged  to 
send  a  remonstrance  to  the  War  Office 
against  being  called  upon  for  stamp  datj 
which  had  already  been  paid.  In  reply, 
he  had  received  a  letter  expressing  the 
regret  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite  that  a 
mistake  should  have  occurred.  He  bad 
consulted  a  friend  as  to  what  he  should  do 
in  respect  of  the  commissions  which  bad 
just  been  sent  to  him,  and  he  was  advised 
to  wait  a  few  days  to  see  whether  aoj 
more  were  sent.  He  acted  on  that  adfiee ; 
but  had  not  long  to  wait,  for  on  the  2Dd 
of  June  there  came  to  him  two  other  com- 
missions, one  dated  July,  1855,  signed  by 
Oeneral  Peel,  and  the  other  dated  1857. 
It  appeared  from  those  circumstsnces  tbat 
delay  was  the  rule  of  the  office,  and  there- 
fore he  wished  to  have  some  explanation  of 
its  causes.  He  did  not  desire  to  make  aoj 
personal  complaint,  but  simply  broogbt 
the  matter  forward  that  it  might  receire 
such  attention  as  it  might  deserve.  Com- 
missions lost  much  of  their  value  wbeo 
they  were  only  issued  years  after  they  bad 
been  gazetted.  He  wished  to  ask,  Under 
what  Arrangements  the  Commissions  of 
Officers  are  prepared  and  issued  by  tbe 
War  Department  ? 

Eabl  DE  6RBT  and  RIPON  ssid,  be 
would  first  explain  what  were  the  exiatiog 
arrangements  for  the  issue  of  commissioos, 
and  would  next  notice  the  particular  eir 
cumstance  of  the  noble  Earl's  case,  bet  be 
could  only  do  so  generally,  as  the  noble 
Earl  had  given  him  no  notice  of  hts  in- 
tention  to  introduce  the  particular  inetaoeei 
he  had  referred  to.  The  practice  was  tbat 
as  soon  as  an  officer  was  gaaetted  for  pro- 
motion or  appointment  steps  were  taken 
for  the  preparation  of  his  commission.  The 
commission  was  not  generally  issnad  for 
some  time,  but  was  retained  in  case  of  any 
alteration  being  found  to  be  necessary.  It 
was  not  issued  to  the  officer  until  the  at&mp 
duty  had  been  paid  upon  it.  That  duty  ought 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  first  pay  recei table  bj 
the  officer  ;  and  as  soon  as  the  War  Offiee 
found  from  the  quarterly  accounts  that  the 
stamp  duty  had  been  paid  the  comroiaaion 
ought  to  be  issued.  That  was  the  praeot 
rule,  and  he  trusted  that  it  would  be  strietlj 
adhered  to  in  future.  The  noble  Earl  bid 
adverted  to  delays  which  had  taken  pl*^ 
in  the  issue  of  commissions,  and  bad  re- 
ferred to  his  own  case.  Such  delays  hid 
arisen  from  two  causes — slackness  in  tbe 
payment  of  the  stamp  duties  and  a  presiore 
upon  the  Office.     The  matter  had  been 
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brought  under  the  notice  of  Baecessive  Se- 
cretaries for  War  ;  and  when  General  Peel 
was  in  office  he  took  measures  to  enforce 
the  payment  of  the  stamp  duty,  and  later^ 
Sir  George  Lewis  Itfid  down  the  rules  now 
in  force  for  immediate  payment.  There 
had,  however,  arisen  from  various  causes 
large  arrears  in  the  issue  of  commissions, 
and  in  1862  an  Act  was  passed  altering 
the  mode  of  signing  such  documents. 
After  the  passing  of  that  Act,  Sir  George 
Lewis  proceeded  to  sign  commissions,  and 
he  (Barl  de  Grey)  followed  the  example;  but 
he  found  that  the  number  of  unissued  com- 
missions was  so  large  that,  if  extra  efforts 
to  sign  them  were  not  made,  they  would 
not  be  issued  for  several  years.  Last  year, 
in  October  and  November,  he  had  signed 
about  14,000  commissions,  but  this  un- 
fortunate result  had  followed  from  his  seal, 
that  with  this  large  mass  of  documents  all 
signed  at  one  time,  there  came  a  pressure 
on  the  branch  of  the  department  which 
issued  them,  and  consequently  there  had 
been  a  certain  amount  of  delay  in  sending 
them  out.  These  facts  would  explain  how 
it  was  that  the  noble  Earl  had  received 
several  commissions  about  the  same  time. 
The  delays,  however,  had  now  ceased,  and 
he  hoped  that  in  future  commissions  would. 
be  issued  within  three  months  of  the  pro- 
motion and  appointment  being  gazetted. 
With  proper  precautions  there  could  arise 
DO  future  arrears.  He  would,  however, 
renture  to  ask  the  noble  Earl  whether  he 
could  say  that  his  commission  had  not  been 
lying  in  the  hands  of  his  agents— for  such 
oases  had  frequently  happened  ? 

Thb  Earl  of  HARDWICEE  said,  he 
could  not  conceive  anything  more  absurd 
than  that  an  officer  of  the  army  should  be 
commissioned  to  do  certain  acts  and  per- 
form certain  duty  without  the  commission 
having  been  placed  in  his  hands  before  he 
was  called  upon  to  do  those  acts  and  dis- 
charge that  duty.  In  the  navy  this  was 
not  the  case ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  cease 
to  be  the  practice  in  the  army. 

The  Eabl  of  DERBT  suggested  that 
there  was  a  part  of  the  noble  Earl's  (Earl 
de  Grey  and  Ripon)  explanation  which 
required  to  be  explained.  The  noble  Earl 
had  stated  that  in  some  instances  the  com- 
missions remained  unissued  from  the  slack- 
ness of  the  officers  in  paying  the  stamp 
duty ;  but  almost  in  the  same  sentence 
he  had  observed  that  the  stamp  duty  was 
deducted  from  the  first  payment  made  to 
the  officer. 
'  Eabl  DE   GREY  ahd  RIPON  said. 


that  the  deduction  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, and  which,  he  might  observe, 
had  been  adopted  only  recently,  was  made 
by  the  agent  and  not  by  the  War  Office, 

CLAIMS  OF  MR.  JACKSON.— QUESTION. 

The  Marquess  of  CLANRICARDE 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  consent  to  lay  upon  the  table  of 
the  House  the  Papers  in  the  Foreign 
Office  relating  to  the  claims  of  Mr.  Jackson 
on  the  Russian  Government  ?  In  making 
the  brief  statement  which  would  explain 
this  cftse,  he  regretted  to  be  called  on  to 
say  anything  which  would  imply  the  slight- 
est doubt  of  the  good  faith  of  the  Russian 
Government  in  its  dealings  with  British 
subiects;  because  he  must  see  that  in 
all  his  experience  of  transactions  in  which 
the  Russian  Government  had  been  mixed 
up,  either  while  he  was  residing  in  Russia 
as  a  public  servant,  or  at  any  other  time, 
he  had  found  that  Government  to  act  in  a 
most  just,  proper,  and,  he  would  add,  liberal 
manner.  The  consequence  of  such  a  policy 
was  that  Russia  was  able  to  obtain  the  ad- 
vantage of  British  capital,  enterprise,  and 
skill  whenever  she  required  such  assistance. 
Naturally  attracted  by  such  circumstances, 
Mr.  Jackson  had  entered  into  a  contract 
with  a  Russian  company  for  the  construc- 
tion of  a  certain  length  of  railway,  and 
embarked  large  sums  in  carrying  out  that 
contract.  However,  when  the  contract 
came  to  an  end  he  found  himself  in  a  dis- 
pute with  the  company,  from  whom  ho 
demanded  a  sum  of  money  which  they 
refused  to  pay.  Hr.  Jackson  had  no  claim, 
and  did  not  pretend  to  have  any  claim, 
against  the  Russian  Government ;  but, 
inasmuch  as  that  Government  had  guaran- 
teed the  means  of  completing  the  railway, 
and  made  itself  responsible  for  the  payment 
of  a  dividend  to  the  shareholders,  no  matter 
what  miffht  be  the  profits  of  the  line  as  a 
mercantile  spqculation,  when  the  company 
repudiated  his  claim  he  applied  to  the 
Russian  Government  to  stop  its  pecuniary 
assistance  to  the  line  until  his  claim  should 
have  been  inquired  into  and  satisfied.  The 
justness  and  fairness  of  that  claim  had 
been  admitted  by  persons  of  the  highest 
respectability  and  denied  by  none,  and 
Lord  Napier,  our  Minister  at  St.  Peters- 
burg, had  made  representations  on  thd 
subiect  to  the  Russian  Government  The 
reply  of  the  latter  was,  that  if  Mr.  Jack- 
son  fuled   to   obtain   justice  from  the 
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oompanj  he  should  go  to  a  Coart  of 
Law.  That  would  be  a  very  good  answer 
in  such  a  case  in  this  country ;  but  any  one 
acquainted  with  the  prooeedings  of  Courts 
of  Justice  in  Russia  would  see  that  in  an 
action  at  law  a  British  subject  would  have 
Tory  little  chance  in  one  of  those  courts 
against  a  powerful  Russian  company. 
If oreofer,  there  were  technical  difficulties 
in  this  particular  case.  He  thought  there 
had  been  something  like  a  denial  of  justice 
to  Mr.  Jackson  ;  and  believing  that  it  was 
desirable  to  ha?e  the  papers  before  their 
Lordships,  he  asked  his  noble  Friend  whe- 
ther he  would  produce  them  ? 

Earl  RUSSELL  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  Mr.  Jackson *s  claim  was  a  private 
one,  in  which  Parliament  could  not  properly 
interfere,  and  that  there  would  be  no  public 
advantage  in  laying  the  papers  on  their 
Lordships'  table.  He  thought  that  when 
Mr.  Jackson  was  entering  into  the  con- 
tract he  ought  to  have  taken  care  that 
he  would  be  able  to  make  good  his  claim 
against  the  company.  He  now  complained 
that  there  were  certain  sums  of  money  owing 
to  him,  and  he  had  applied  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  interfere  with  the  Gofern- 
ment  of  Russia.  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  given  orders  to  our  Ambassador 
at  St.  Petersburg  to  interfere  so  far  as  his 
good  offices  might  go.  The  answer  of  the 
Russian  Government  appeared  to  him  to  be 
a  reasonable  one.  They  said  they  were 
bound  to  pay  interest  to  the  shareholders 
of  the  company,  and  that  they  could  not  do 
otherwise  except  by  order  of  a  Court  of 
Law ;  and  in  order  to  make  ffood  his  claim 
Mr.  Jackson  was  referred  to  legal  tribunals 
of  the  country.  This  seemed  to  him  (Earl 
Russell)  the  proper  course  to  take  in  ques- 
tions of  this  nature.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  must  decline  to  produce  the 
papers. 

CAPTAINS  ON  THE  RESBRVED  LIST. 
OBSEBVATIOKS. 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD,  iir  rising  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty to  Claims  of  Captains  on  reserved 
half-pav  under  the  Orders  in  Council  of  the 
25th  of  June,  1851,  and  the  30th  of  Janu^ 
ary,  1856,  said,  the  Order  of  1851  stated 
among  other  things  that,  while  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  had  recommended  the 
abandonment  of  breyot  promotion  in  future, 
they  were  nevertheless  desirous  of  giving 
consideration  to  the  claims  of  those  offi- 
cers who  looked  to  their  promotion  as  the 
n0  Jfarqum  of  Olmrimrdf 


reward  of  their  past  servioea  more  fhaa  in 
the  expectation  of  future  employment.  Li 
order,  at  the  same  time,  not  to  fill  the 
active  list  with  offioers  who  could  not  long 
continue  fit  for  service,  their  Lordshipa 
had  determined  to  promote  by  selection  a 
certain  number  of  oommanders  to  the  rank 
of  captains,  who  would  be  placed  upon  half- 
pay.  Under  the  sjrstem  of  brevet  promo- 
tioui  for  which  these  officers  were  no 
longer  eligible,  they  would  in  the  natural 
course  of  things  have  advanced  to  12«.  fi^^., 
14«.  6(^.,  and  ultimately  25».  a  day.  I^ 
however,  this  Order  in  Council  were  con- 
strued, as  it  unfortunately  appeared  to  be, 
these  officers  would  receive  10«.  %d,  a  day, 
and  be  eligible  for  no  further  promotion 
or  increase  of  pay,  and  such  an  arrange* 
ment  it  would  be  almost  a  mockery  to 
term  a  reward  for  long  and  faithful 
services.  Certainly  every  one  of  the  offi- 
oers who  acceded  to  the  arrangement,  as 
set  forth  in  the  Order  of  Council  of  1851, 
did  so  under  the  impression  that  they 
were  eligible  for  service  in  case  of  emer* 
gency,  and  that  they  would  still  receire 
all  the  advantages  which  they  would  have 
derived  under  the  system  of  brevet  pro- 
motion. In  this  opinion,  too,  they  were 
naturally  confirmed  by  the  form  of  the  oom- 
^nission  which  they  received,  because  that 
commission  was  that  of  a  captain  on  the 
active  list.  When  some  of  ^ese  officers 
tendered  themselves  for  active  aervioe 
they  were  not  informed  that  they  were  not 
eligible,  but  simply  that  the  naval  war&re 
carried  on  was  not  such  as  to  require  their 
services.  These  officers  remained  under  the 
impression  from  1851  to  1859  that  they 
had  forfeited  none  of  the  advantages 
which  they  would  have  otherwise  enjoyed 
from  being  placed  on  the  reserved  half-pay 
list;  but  in  1859,  in  answer  to  an  appli* 
cation  by  one  of  those  officers  for  an  in* 
crease  of  2«.  a  day,  which  would  naturally 
have  fallen  to  him,  he  was  informed  that 
he  was  no  longer  entitled  to  it.  Thst 
statement  excited  the  utmost  surprise  and 
consternation  among  these  officers,  eighty- 
nine  of  whom  signed  a  memorial  on  the 
subject.  Seven  additional  names  came  in 
afterwards,  making  ninety-six,  there  being 
only  100  officers  on  the  list.  In  the  Orda 
of  Council  of  1851,  which  oonferred  the 
supposed  advantages  which  he  had  men- 
tioned upon  the  officers  in  question,  there 
was  a  paragraph  to  the  effect  that  the 
number  of  commanders  on  the  active  list 
would  be  reduced  to  a  number  not  exceed- 
ing 450,  by  placing  on  reserved  half-pay 
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all  oommanderB  who  had  not  served  afloat 
or  in  the  packet  or  revenue  services  within 
twenty  years,  or  who  were  physically  in- 
oapahle  of  serving,  and  hy  continuing  from 
time  to  time  to  remove  such  officers  from 
the  active  to  the  reserved  half-pay  list 
It  was  added  that  those  thus  placed  on 
the  latter  list  *'  shall  he  allowed  to  enjoy 
all  the  advantages  they  now  enjoy  of  rising 
in  pay  and  rank."  He  did  not  know 
whether  the  attention  of  the  nohle  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Somerset)  had  heen  called 
to  that  portion  of  the  Order  in  Council, 
but  it  appeared  to  him  to  be  decisive  with 
r^ard  to  the  claims  which  he  was  advo- 
cating. It  was  but  fair  to  state  that  in 
the  year  1860  each  of  the  captains  on  the 
reserved  list  who  had  served  not  less  than 
fifteen  years  was  to  be  entitled  to  2$.  a 
day  additional  pay,  and  that  that  afforded 
some  evidence  of  the  existence  of  a  feeling 
that  injustice  had  been  done ;  but  the 
redress  given  for  that  injustice  was,  at  the 
same  time,  very  insufficient,  because  the 
highest  pay  to  which  those  officers  could, 
under  that  Order  in  Connoil,  attain  was 
16«.  6d.f  whereas  if  they  had  been  treated 
.properly  they  would  have  been  on  the 
reserved  list  of  Admirals,  and  have  been 
in  the  receipt  of  258,  a  day.  But  the 
noble  Duke  would,  no  doubt,  ask  what 
remedy  was  to  be  applied  in  the  case.  He 
believed  that  remedy  was  very  easy.  The 
list  of  which  he  was  speaking  was  now 
closed,  and  it  contained  many  officers  who 
were  advanced  in  life.  A  sum  of  £2,000 
a  year,  would,  therefore,  so  far  as  he  could 
ascertain,  satisfy  the  claims  for  which  he 
was  contending,  and  the  demand,  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind,  was  one  which  would 
be  likely  to  diminish  from  year  to  year. 
There  was  no  good  reason,  then,  as  far  as 
he  could  see,  why  the  noble  Duke  should 
hesitate  to  do  that  which  after  all  was  but 
a  simple  act  of  justice. 

Thb  Eabl  op  SHREWSBURY  thanked 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  for  having 
go  clearly  brought  the  claims  of  those  de- 
serving officers  before  the  House.  He 
thought  a  great  injustice  had  been  done 
them.  He  hoped  the  Admiralty  —  espe- 
cially taking  into  account  the  small  sum 
which  would  be  required  to  satisfy  their 
demand — would  reverse  its  former  de- 
cisions in  their  regard. 

The  Duxb  of  SOMERSET  said,  that 
the  subject  now  brought  before  their  Lord- 
ships by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (I^ord 
Chelmsford)  had  been  a  frequent  subject 
of  diflCUMion  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 


ment. The  present  Board  of  Admiralty 
were  not  responsible  for  the  Orders  in 
Council  to  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  called  attention.  As  regarded 
the  terms  of  the  commission,  it  was  true 
that  the  commission  granted  to  the  first 
eleven  officers  who  were  placed  upon  this 
list  were  the  same  as  those  of  officers  upon 
the  active  list;  but  the  error  was  dis- 
covered, and  in  all  future  commissions 
the  words  "  on  the  reserve  half-pay  list" 
were  added.  The  observations  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  upon  this  part  of  the 
subject  would,  therefore,  apply  only  to  the 
case  of  the  eleven  officers  who  were  first 
placed  upon  this  list.  The  question  really 
was,  were  the  officers  deceived  by  the 
Order  in  Council,  or  did  they,  when  they 
accepted  this  retirement,  know  what  they 
were  doing  ?  In  1 856  an  officer  wrote  to 
the  Admiralty  a  letter,  which  had  since 
been  laid  upon  their  Lordships'  table,  ask- 
ing whether  if  he  accepted  reserved  rank 
he  would  afterwards  rise  in  pay.  The 
answer  of  the  Admiralty  was  clear  and 
decisive,  that  he  would  not  be  entitled  to 
any  increase  of  half-pay.  That  reply  was 
sure  soon  to  become  pretty  well  known 
throughout  the  service,  and  therefore  since 
1856  none  of  these  officers  could  have  ex- 
pected that  their  half-pay  would  increase. 
Sir  Francis  Baring,  who  was  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  in  the  year  1851,  when 
this  mode  of  retirement  was  adopted,  had 
more  than  once  stated  in  his  place  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend that  the  half-pay  of  these  officers 
should  rise ;  and  the  Board  of  Admiralty 
in  1856  put  a  similar  interpretation  upon 
the  Order  in  Council.  Was  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  to  have  reversed  both 
these  decisions?  It  appeared  to  him  to 
be  impossible  that  they  should  do  so. 
More  Uian  this-— of  the  eighty-five  officers 
who  were  on  this  list,  fifty-two  were  in- 
eligible for  promotion  on  the  active  list  as 
captains,  because  they  had  not  served  the 
necessary  time  as  commanders.  These  were 
ample  reasons  for  not  interfering  with  the 
existing  state  of  things.  But,  in  order 
that  he  might  not  seem  to  treat  these  offi- 
cers with  hardness,  or  with  anything  but 
the  most  perfect  fairness,  he  had  submitted 
the  case  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
from  whom  he  received  a  long  and  care- 
fiilly  drawn  opinion  stating,  thal^  there  was 
no  foundation  for  the  claims  which  were 
now  put  forward.  There  was,  then,  against 
this  claim  the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Ad- 
miralty in  1866;  the  declaration  of  Sir 


Digitized  by 


Google 


979 


Warrant  0^f<w«— 


{LOBDS) 


QiteHi(m. 


980 


Francis  Baring;  the  usage  and  practice  of 
the  service,  according  to  which,  if  this 
demand  was  conceded,  fitytwo  officers 
who  were  ineligible  for  the  rank  of  captain 
would  go  on  rising  through  that  rank, 
whereas  if  they  had  remained  on  the  ac- 
tive list  they  would  not  have  so  risen  ; 
and,  besides  all  these,  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  that  there  was 
no  foundation  for  these  claims.  He  did 
not  think  that  he  oould  be  accused  of 
having  acted  unfairly  to  these  officers  by 
adhering  to  all  these  opinions  and  deci- 
sions. It  would,  of  course  have  been 
more  agreeable  to  him  to  say,  "This  is 
only  a  small  matter,  let  us  give  this 
boon ;"  but  he  could  not  overlook  the  cir- 
cumstance that  a  few  thousands  spent 
upon  one  list  and  a  few  thousands  upon 
another  would  grow  into  a  large  sum  of 
money,  and  that  it  was  constantly  neces- 
sary, and  would  continue  to  be  necessary, 
to  incur  additional  expense  in  providing 
new  means  of  retirement  for  old  officers. 
He  hoped  that  in  future  no  such  misun- 
derstanding as  this  would  arise.  There 
ought  to  be  only  two  lists,  "  the  active" 
and  *'  the  retirwl."  The  Admiralty  had, 
he  believed,  taken  the  best  course  that 
could  be  adopted.  They  had  closed  these 
lists,  and  therefore  the  number  of  officers 
upon  them  would  gradually  decrease,  and 
the  lists  themselves  would  eventually  dis- 
appear. In  conclusion,  the  noble  Duke 
said,  that  upon  looking  over  the  list  of 
eighty-five  officers  he  found  that  eighteen 
or  twenty  of  them  received  under  the 
Warrant  of  1860  a  higher  rate  of  pay  than 
they  would  have  been  entitled  to  if  they 
had  remained  upon  the  active  list. 

The  Eabl  of  HAEDWICKE  said,  he 
thought  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
fully  justified  in  bringing  the  case  for- 
ward, but  admitted  that  the  noble  Duke 
had  stated  the  real  difficulty  of  the  case. 
The  only  excuse  that  could  be  made  was 
that  under  various  Governments  and  dif- 
ferent Boards  of  Admiralty,  according  to 
the  feelings  of  the  time,  these  lists  had 
been  created,  and  when  looked  upon  with 
reference  to  the  services  of  officers  upon 
them,  no  doubt  cases  of  great  injustice 
were  shown.  The  only  means  by  which 
justice  could  be  done  was  by  breaking  up 
the  separate  lists  and  amalgamating  them. 
If  that  amalgamation  did  not  take  place 
the  injustice  so  much  complained  of  could 
not  be  remedied.  On  the  list  of  1851 
there  were  officers  who  had  probably  seen 
more  service  than  any  who  were  not  on 
The  Dvke  of  Sameriii 


the  active  list,  and  yet  they  were  only  le- 
oeiving  10«.  6d.  a  day,  while  other  o£Soen 
were  receiving  16f.,  20«.,  and  even  25#. 
a  day.  He  thought  the  condition  of 
the  lists  generally  inflicted  great  injus- 
tice, not  oidy  upon  the  officers,  but  upon 
the  country  generally.  The  country  re* 
quired  young  and  active  men  for  its  ser- 
vice, and  if  the  service  was  carried  on  on 
the  present  system  young  and  active  men 
would  never  reach  a  high  rank.  The 
present  system  had  result^  in  a  deadlock, 
owing  to  the  old  (and  he  said  it  withoat 
the  least  disrespect),  useless  gentlemen 
who  blocked  the  way  of  the  younger  men 
to  promotion.  Those  old  gentlemen,  who 
had  long  served  their  country  with  honour, 
were  now  unfit  on  account  of  their  age  to 
serve  it  any  longer,  and  some  steps  should 
be  taken  to  enable  them  to  retire,  and  so 
enable  the  younger  men  to  rise  in  the 
service.  He  did  not  blame  the  priest 
Government  for  the  d^uUock  which  existed, 
as  it  had  arisen  naturally  from  the  system 
into  which  the  service  had  fallen,  but  he 
hoped  that  the  noble  Duke  opposite  would 
endeavour  to  provide  for  the  more  rapid 
advancement  of  the  younger  officers. 


WARRANT  OFFICERS.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  op  HAKDWICKE  said,  that 
the  noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Ad- 
miralty had  been  kind  enough  to  allow 
him  to  put  a  Question  in  reference  to 
Warrant  Officers  of  which  he  had  given 
notice.  The  noble  Duke  had  made  a 
great  many  alterations  in  the  serrice, 
and  the  consequence  was  that  a  great 
number  of  new  ranks  had  been  created, 
which  had  caused  a  constant  anxiety 
for  change  of  rank.  They  also  caused 
greater  difficulty  in  governing  the  navy 
and  maintaining  its  discipline.  Among 
other  ranks  the  Government  had  created 
that  of  warrant  officers  in  chief;  and  no 
sooner  had  the  rank  been  created  than 
dissatisfaction  arose.  There  were  1,200 
warrant  officers  in  the  service,  and  ftom 
these  the  Admiralty  had  selected  fourteen 
carpenters,  fourteen  gunners,  and  twenty- 
seven  boatswains,  and  created  them  wa^ 
rant  officers  in  chief.  Now  the  gunners 
and  carpenters  did  not  understand  this 
disparity  and  were  dissatisfied  that  there. 
were  not  twenty-seven  fh>m  each  class 
promoted,  that  number  of  men  hsTisg 
been  selected  from  the  boatswains.  They 
also  thought  that  instead  of  the  men  in- 
tended for  promotion  being  selected  (km 
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the  whole  tmmber,  they  ought  to  rise  hy 
seniority,  the  same  as  the  officers  rose  upon 
the  flag  Ust.  The  question  he  wished  to 
ask  was,  Whether  the  Admiralty  intended 
to  equalize  the  number  of  gunners  and 
of  carpenters  to  that  of  boatswains  who 
had  b^n  raised  to  the  chief  rank — namely, 
twenty-seven  of  them ;  and  also,  whether 
it  was  intended  that  the  harbour  duty 
officers  should  participate  in  this  promo- 
tion, and  if  not  upon  what  principle  they 
were  passed  over? 

The  Duxe  op  SOMERSET  said,  that 
in  the  first  instance  twelve  gunners,  twelve 
boatswains,  and  twelve  carpenters  had  been 
promoted  from  the  sea  service  list  of  war- 
rant officers.  Simultaneously  with  these 
promotions,  but  quite  separate  from  them, 
promotion  was  given  to  certain  warrant 
officers  employed  in  the  dockyards.  Boat- 
swains were  employed  in  the  dockyards 
as  superintendents,  and  it  was  thought 
desirable  that  men  in  their  position  should 
have  the  rank  of  chief  boatswain,  but 
without  the  increase  of  pay  which  the 
same  class  of  warrant  officers  on  sea  service 
were  to  receive  with  their  promotions. 
It  was  not  intended  to  confer  this  rank 
on  warrant  officers  employed  in  harbour 
service. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seyen  o'clock,  till  Monday  next, 

Eleyen  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday f  June  30,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— Public  BiLLB^Reiolutions  [June 
SOj^Easi  India  (Reyenue  Aceounta). 

First  Beading  —  Nayal  Discipline  Act  Amend- 
ment* [254]. 

Second  tUcuUng  —  Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act 
Amendment  *  [Ji^ds']  [251] ;  Rochdale  Vicar- 
age •  [Lordt]  [252]. 

Third  AMufin^— Admiralty,  Ac.,  Acts  Repeal  * 
\Lord$\  [2421 ;  Dockyard  PorU  Regulation  * 
\Lords\  [244] ;  Admiralty  Powers,  dfc.»  [Lords^ 

TFi<A<lratcm— Postmaster  General  •  [144]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  205  and  235 
bo  suspended  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session. 

Ordered,  That,  as  regards  Priyate  Bills  to  be 
returned  by  the  House  of  Lords  with  Amendments, 
on  or  before  Monday  next,  such  Amendments 
be  considered  on  the  next  sitting  of  the  House 
after  the  day  on  which  the  Bill  shall  have  been 
returned  from  The  Lords. 

Ordered,  That,  as  regards  Private  Bills  to  be 
retomed  by  the  House  of  Lords  with  Amend- 


ments«  after  Monday  next,  such  Amendments  b« 
considered  forthwith. 

Ordered,  That  when  it  is  intended  to  propose 
any  Amendments  thereto,  a  Copy  of  such  Amend- 
ments shall  be  deposited  in  the  Private  Bill  OflBoe, 
and  Notice  thereof  given  on  the  day  on  which  the 
Bill  shall  haye  been  returned  from  The  Lords.— 
{Mr.  Dodeon.) 

FARM  BUILDINGS    AND  COTTAGES   IN 
SCOTLAND.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  KINNAIKD  said,  in  the  absenco  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Waldegrave- Leslie), 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  the 
Inclosure  Commissioners  have  been  able  to 
make  any  arrangement  by  which  Plans 
and  Specifications  for  Farm  Buildings  and 
Cottages  in  Scotland  proposed  to  be  erected 
under  Land  improvement  Acts  may  be  sub- 
mitted to  an  Architect  or  Sarveyor  ac- 
quainted with  the  Scotch  system  of  erect- 
ing Farm  Buildings  and  Cottages;  and 
whether  the  Inclosure  Commissioners  have 
yet  agreed  to  modify  their  requirements 
for  Farm  Labourers'  Cottages  in  Scotland 
so  as  to  make  them  more  suited  to  the 
wants  and  habits  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
and  the  climate  of  the  country  ? 

Sib  GEORGE  GREY  said,  in  reply, 
that  immediately  after  the  discussion  which 
took  place  a  short  time  ago  on  the  obser- 
vations made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hastings  (Mr.  Waldegrave- 
Leslie)  with  reference  to  the  rules  and 
practice  of  the  Inclosure  Commissioners, 
he  addressed  a  letter  to  the  Commissioners, 
stating  the  nature  of  the  objections  to  their 
alleged  practices,  and  requesting  them  to 
furnish  him  with  a  full  Report  as  to  the 
rules  upon  which  they  acted,  and  the  man* 
ner  in  which  those  rules  were  carried  out. 
That  Report  had  just  been  received,  and  it 
would  be  laid  upon  the  table  of  the  House 
immediately. 

LAW  OF  SIMONY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  DARBY  GRIFFITH  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether,  during  the  Reoess,  the  Govern- 
ment will  take  the  present  state  of  the 
Law  of  Simony  into  consideration,  with  a 
view  to  its  simplification  and  improve- 
ment? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  replied 
that  the  Commissioners  having  recom- 
mended that  the  present  state  of  the  law 
relating  to  simony  should  be  considered, 
it  was  undoubtedly  the  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  the  subject  into  consideration, 
though  he  confessed  be  ftppreheaded  the 
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alteration  of  the  law  would  be  a  matter  of 
some  difficulty. 

ARMT-MACKAY'S  GUN.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  J.  BWART  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If 
he  has  received  any  Report  of  the  Com- 
petitive Trial  which  took  place  on  the 
20th,  22nd,  and  23rd  instant,  between 
Mackay's  12-poander  windage  muzzle- 
loader  Gun,  and  the  Armstrong  12-pounder 
breech-loader  service  Gun;  the  Mackay 
Qun  firing  smooth  cast-iron  projectiles 
without  expansion,  and  the  Armstrong 
.  lead-coated  projectiles  without  any  wind- 
age; and  whether  he  has  any  objection  to 
lay  such  Report  upon  the  table  ? 

The  Makquess  op  HARTINGTON,  in 
reply,  said,  he  believed  that  Mr.  Mackay's 
gun,  which  had  been  sent  to  Shoeburyness 
for  tri^,  had  already  been  to  a  certain 
extent  tried  by  the  Ordnance  Select  Com- 
mittee, but  no  Report  of  those  trials  had 
yet  been  received  at  the  War  Office,  as  it 
was  not  usual  to  send  in  a  Report  until 
the  trials  were  completed,  which  was  not 
the  case  with  Mr.  Mackay's  gun.  He 
should  state  that  no  orders  had  been  given 
for  a  competitive  trial  between  the  Mackay 
and  any  other  gun.  The  gun  sent  to 
Woolwich  was  sent  there  for  trial  as  to 
range,  accuracy,  and  so  on,  but  not  for  the 
purpose  of  comparing  and  testing  it  as  to 
service  with  any  other  gun.  To  lay  the 
Report  of  the  trials  upon  the  table  before 
they  were  completed,  and  before  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  decided  upon 
the  course  to  be  adopted  with  regard  to 
the  gun,  would  be  an  unusual  course.  It 
was  very  improbable  that  the  final  Report 
would  be  received  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion, and  therefore  it  was  unnecessary  for 
him  to  answer  further  the  latter  part  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  question. 


MASTERS  IN  THE  NAVY. 
QXTXSTIOir. 

Mb.  CORRY  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the 
Civil  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  in  reference 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  First  Lord, 
that,  before  canning  into  effect  the  pro- 
posed scheme  for  the  abolition  of  the  rank 
of  Master  in  the  Roysd  Navy,  it  would  be 
presented  to  Parliament  and  time  given  for 
considering  it,  Whether  the  final  decision 
of  the  Admiralty  on  the  subject  will  now 
be  deferred  till  the  next  Session  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  in  reply,  that  it 
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was  not  the  intention  of  the  Admiralty  to 
take  any  steps  with  respect  to  the  abolition 
of  the  rank  of  Master  beyond  what  had 
been  taken  already.  What  had  been  done 
up  to  the  present  was  simply  to  discontinue 
the  entry  of  second-class  Naval  Cadets, 
and  that  discontinuance  would  be  carried 
on ;  but,  before  any  further  step  was  taken, 
the  new  Parliament  would  have  met,  and 
time  would  be  given  to  discuss  the  sclieme 
when  any  Order  in  Council  might  have 
been  issued. 

ARMT— FIELD  ALLOWANCE  TO  OFR. 
CERS   AT  ALDERSHOT.— QUESTION. 

Major  ENOX  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther any  Field  Allowances  has  been  granted 
to  the  Officers  and  Men  who  have  applied 
for  them  from  Aldershot?  The  officers  were 
put  to  great  inconvenience,  and  the  men 
wore  out  their  clothes  in  consequence  of 
the  frequent  marchings  of  flying  oolumns, 

The  Maeqttbss  op  HARTINGTON,  in 
reply,  said,  as  he  had  received  no  notice  of 
the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, he  could  not  give  a  positive  answer. 
His  impression,  however,  was  that  field 
allowances  were  never  granted  unless  when 
troops  were  before  an  enemy.  He  would, 
however,  make  inquiry. 

ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Moved,  That  the  House  at  its  rising  do 
adjourn  to  Monday  next. 

MINOR  CANONS,  Ac— OBSERVATIONS. 
Mb.  CAYENDI8H  BENTINCK  said, 
he  rose  to  call  attention  to  the  inadequate 
stipends  of  the  Minor  Canons  and  Non- 
Capitular  Members  of  the  Cathedral  of 
Carlisle  and  of  other  Cathedrals  of  tiie 
New  Foundation.  He  said  the  case  was 
shortly  this.  The  cathedrab  of  the  new 
foundation  were  re-founded  and  established 
at  the  time  of  the  Eeformation,  and  the 
inferior  members  of  them  were  not  mem- 
bers of  distinct  corporations,  as  in  the  old 
cathedrals,  but  stipendiaries  dependant  fsr 
what  they  received  on  the  general  leve- 
nues  of  the  chapter.  Taking  a  prebendary 
as  the  general  standard,  these  non-capitnlar 
members  had  stipends  in  proportion,  the 
minor  canons  having  one- half.  Daring 
the  last  century  all  the  payments  fell  into 
abeyance,  and  when  the  Act  of  1840  was 
under  consideration  it  was  found  that  the 
deans  and  chapters  were  in  receipt  of  th« 
greater  part  of  the  reyenue.  When  the 
Act  of  1840  was  passed  the  caaediali 
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were  supposed  to  be  of  little  utility,  and 
therefore  the  claims  of  the  non-capitular 
members  were  but  little  considered.  Since 
then,  however,  it  had  been  discoyered 
that  the  cathedrals  were  of  the  greatest 
utility,  and  they  had  been  restored  to  the 
position  which  they  formerly  held.  Al- 
though the  deans  received  large  salaries, 
the  non-capitular  members,  upon  whom  all 
the  active  duties  of  the  cathedrals  virtually 
devolved,  were  still  in  receipt  of  very 
small  salaries.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  subject  had  been  discussed  before  the 
Cathedral  Commission  instituted  by  Lord 
Derby,  in  1860,  by  that  House  during  the 
passing  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commission 
Bill,  and  since  then  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission  Committee,  which  sat  during 
the  Sessions  of  1862  and  1863,  when  the 
evidence  was  very  fully  gone  into,  and 
both  the  Commission  and  Committee  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  position  of  the 
non-capitular  members  was  unsatisfactory, 
and  that  some  measures  ought  to  be  adopt- 
ed for  their  relief.  The  law  with  regard 
to  the  non-capitular  members  of  the  ca- 
thedrals of  the  new  foundation  was  in  a 
very  anomalous  state.  The  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  had  no  power  whatever  to 
deal  with  them,  and,  therefore,  if  an  ap- 
plication was  made  by  those  gentlemen  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  relief, 
they  were  told  to  apply  to  the  dean  and 
chapter,  while,  if  application  was  made  to 
the  latter,  they  were  told  that  all  the  re- 
venues derived  from  their  estates  were 
paid  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
and  that  they  had  no  power  to  interfere. 
It  would  be  seen,  therefore,  that  the  law 
was  in  a  very  imperfect  state,  for  the  law 
which  gave  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners power  to  receive  the  surplus  re- 
venues gave  them  no  power  to  apply  them. 
The  cathedral  of  Carlisle  was  a  singular 
instance  of  what  he  meant.  In  1850  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  of  Carlisle  made  over 
their  estates  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sion, in  consideration  of  a  commutation 
payment.  That  commutation  payment 
was  fixed  at  £5,680.  By  the  scheme  ap- 
proved by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 
and  made  law  by  an  Order  in  Council,  the 
sum  of  £4,200  out  of  the  sum  of  £5,680, 
was  allotted  to  the  dean  and  chapter,  and 
£900  given  to  the  non-capitular  members. 
The  cathedral  duties  of  the  dean  and 
chapter,  although  they  received  so  large 
a  proportion  of  the  revenues,  were  light, 
while  the  duties  of  the  non-capitular  mem- 
bersy  particularly  of  the  minor  canons  were 


exceedingly  heavy,  constant  daily  attend- 
ance being  exacted  from  them.  The  num- 
ber of  minor  canons  in  the  cathedral  had 
been  reduced  from  five  to  two,  but  it  must 
be  obvious  that  two  were  quite  insufficient 
to  perform  the  duty.  The  Dean  of  Car- 
lisle had  written  an  able  pamphlet  on 
cathedral  reform,  in  which  he  stated  that 
three  minor  canons  in  his  cathedral  would 
be  scarcely  sufficient  to  perform  the  ser- 
vice. The  Dean  of  CarUsle  received  an 
income  of  £1,400  a  year  and  a  house,  the 
canons  £700  a  year  and  a  house,  while 
the  two  minor  canons  only  received  £150 
a  year  less  income  tax,  and  had  no  house 
provided  for  them.  Under  the  old  system 
the  five  minor  canons  received  £60  a  year, 
yet  each  was  allowed  to  hold  a  chapter 
living.  By  the  new  Act,  however,  a 
minor  canon,  although  he  received  £150 
a  year,  was  not  allowed  to  hold  a  living, 
unless  within  six  miles,  while  a  canon 
could  hold  a  living  not  in  the  gift  of  the 
dean  and  chapter  at  any  distance.  It  had 
been  stated,  that  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
missioners were  about  to  make  a  new  ar- 
rangement relative  to  the  revenues  of  the 
dean  and  chapter,  whereupon  Mr.  Living- 
stone, one  of  the  minor  canons,  applied  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  to  know 
whether  they  would  recommend  an  annual 
payment  to  the  minor  canons  more  ade- 
quate to  their  wants  and  claims.  The 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  replied,  that 
they  were  unable  to  entertain  the  subject, 
and  referred  the  writer  to  the  dean  and 
chapter.  On  making  an  application  in 
that  quarter  he  received  a  reply  from  the 
chapter  clerk,  stating,  that  the  letter  had 
been  laid  before  the  dean  and  chapter,  and 
that  he  had  been  instructed  to  give  no 
reply.  It  was  only  fair  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  see  whether  some  remedy 
could  not  be  applied.  Another  class  of 
cases  deserving  attention  was  that  of  mem- 
bers of  the  foundation,  such  as  grammar 
boys  and  choristers,  who  were  all  entitled 
to  receive  adequate  allowances.  By  the 
statutes  of  Westminster  Abbey  the  cho- 
rister boys  were  entitled  to  the  same  allow- 
ances as  the  Queen's  scholars  or  boys  on 
the  foundation.  They  were  to  be  educated 
under  the  college  masters.  They  were  to 
have  a  preference  in  the  vacant  scholar- 
ships on  the  foundation,  and  every  induce- 
ment was  held  out  to  these  boys  to  engage 
upon  the  choral  service  of  the  Abbey. 
Their  present  pocdtion  was,  however, 
miserable.  The  privilege  of  being  edu- 
cated in  Westminster  School  had  been 
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withdrawn  from  them.  They  were  now 
educated  by  one  of  the  saoristans,  and 
although  no  doubt  the  edocation  they  re*- 
oeived  was  good  of  its  kind,  yet  it  ap- 
peared from  a  Betara  that  the  sohod- 
master  only  reoeived  £100  a  year,  and 
the  House  would  eamly  imagine  that  the 
eduoation  which  they  receired  was  by  no 
means  in  aooordance  with  that  to  which 
they  were  entitled  under  the  statutes. 
They  received  no  allowances  for  board  or 
lodging,  and  it  appeared  that  only  £188 
was  divided  among  sixteen  scholars,  being 
an  average  of  less  than  £9  a  year.  It 
also  appeu?ed  by  a  Return  that  the  reoeipts 
of  the  Ohuroh  amounted  to  not  less  than 
£60,000  a  year.  The  dean  was  paid 
£2,000 ;  some  of  the  canons  reoeived  over 
£2,000;  others  £1,600,  and  none  less 
than  £1,000.  The  dean  and  chapter  had 
been  compelled  to  raise  the  allowaaee  to 
the  Queen's  scholars  to  £60,  whilst  these 
poor  boys,  who  were  entitled  under  the 
statutes  to  be  placed  in  the  same  position 
as  the  Queen's  scholars,  had  this  wretched 

fittance  of  £9  a  year  doled  out  to  them, 
n  other  cathedrals  the  chorister  boys  were 
much  better  treated.  In  St.  Paul's,  for 
instance,  tiie  sum  paid  to  them  in  1861 
was  £498,  and  in  1862  it  was  £567,  and 
besides  this  gratuities  were  given  to  the 
amount  of  £125  for  the  purpose  of  placing 
them  out  in  life.  Under  these  circum> 
stances  he  hoped  the  €K>vernment  would 
undertake,  in  the  course  of  the  next  Ses- 
sion, to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  amendment 
of  the  law,  or  give  an  assurance  that,  if 
a  measure  on  the  subject  should  be  origi- 
nated by  a  private  Member,  the  Govern- 
ment would  keep  the  promise  given  by 
the  late  Sir  (George  Lewis,  and  give  the 
measure  the  best  consideration.  He  wished 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  whether 
they  intend  next  Session  to  introduce  a 
measure  to  give  power  to  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  for  England  to  deal 
with  and  increase  Non-Capitular  Stipends 
in  such  cases  as  they  may  think  fit  ? 

Mn.  THOMSON  HANKEY  said,  that 
as  the  representative  of  a  cathedral  town, 
he  could  bear  out  the  statements  which  had 
been  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down.  The  three  minor 
canons  at  Peterborough  received  only  £500 
a  year  amongst  them.  They  had  no  chance 
of  preferment,  and  were  expected  to  be  in 
attendance  at  all  times,  whilst  the  canons 
were  not  required  to  be  in  residence 
more  than  three  months.  Surely  it  was 
disoreditable  to  the  Church  of  Vf^Q^^ 
Mr.  Vavendith  JSm^inek 


that  its  rerenuei  should  be  appropnaied 
in  such  a  way. 

Mb.  WALPOLE  said,  ike  House  ought 
to  know  that  the  minor  canons  were  h 
almost  all  oases  a  distinet  eorporation,  and 
possessed  distinct  corporate  property.  By 
a  Bill  of  last  year,  power  was  gifen  to 
deal  with  the  property  belonging  to  certain 
minor  canons,  enabling  them  to  commute 
their  estates  to  the  CommissionerB,  when* 
by  they  might  be  better  administmd,  and 
the  moneys  of  the  minor  canons  might  thus 
be  increased.  He  knew  no  other  property 
out  of  which  provision  oould  be  made  for 
the  minor  canons,  than  property  trans- 
ferred from  tiie  sinecure  rectories  and 
suspended  canonries  to  the  Eodesiafltical 
Commissioners,  and  prop^ly  belongiBg  to 
the  capitular  bodies.  In  many  caBee^  he 
was  aware  the  minor  canons  were  paid 
much  less  than  their  services  mented. 
The  difficulty  was  in  knowing  out  of  what 
fund  you  were  to  provide  for  their  better 
payment.  As  an  Ecclesiastical  Gommia- 
sioner  he  considered  himself  bound  to 
take  care  that  the  additional  paymeat 
should  not  come  out  of  funds  appropriated 
to  give  spiritual  assistance  where  it  was 
most  required — that  is  to  say,  to  make 
adequate  provision  for  clergymen  engaged 
in  parochial  duties.  That  was  the  trast 
imposed  upon  the  fond  administered  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  until  it  was  discharged 
he  should  think  it  doubtful  whether  any 
portion  of  the  property  ought  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  minor  canons.  With  regaid 
to  the  property  belonging  to  the  different 
capitular  bodies,  it  was  not  generally  re- 
collected that  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners had  nothing  to  do  with  that  pro- 
perty except  by  agreement  with  thoee 
bodies  in  oases  where  they  might  desire 
to  commute  fluctuating  incomes  for  a  fi^ 
sum.  At  all  events,  if  the  capitular  bodiei 
were  willing  to  charge  their  life  intereit 
in  the  capitular  estates  in  order  to  provide 
a  more  adequate  fund  for  the  remunera^ 
of  t^e  minor  canons,  the  Ecdeaiastieal 
Commissioners  would  raise  no  objeotioa 
arising  out  of  any  interest  which  ^ey 
might  have  in  these  estates.  Some  a^ 
rangement  of  this  kind  might  be  made  ffx 
the  benefit  of  the  minor  oanons,  bat  in  the 
absence  of  any  oompulsory  poww  to  deel 
with  the  capitular  bodies  and  their  eatatej 
he  was  afraid  the  Governments  would  find 
considerable  difficulty  in  arranging  the 
matter.  If  the  (Jovemment,  however, 
could  see  their  way  clear  to  the  propo** 
of  a  measure  next  BesBion«  proridiqg  * 
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more  adequate  remuneration  for  minor 
oanons  in  these  cases,  he  should  he  glad 
to  find  that  some  satisfactory  arrangement 
might  he  e£Pected. 

Sm  GEOEGE  GEEY  said,  he  was  not 
acquainted  with  the  facts  of  the  ease,  nor 
accurately  acquainted  with  the  law,  until 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
placed  on  th^  paper ;  hut  on  communicat- 
ing then  with  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, he  found  that  in  1850  the  numher 
of  minor  canons  connected  with  the  Cathe- 
dral of  Carlisle  was  fixed  at  two,  and  that 
theur  income  was  from  £160  to  £200  a 
year  each.  He  was  informed  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  had  no  power 
to  increase  these  incomes,  hut  that  it  was 
in  the  power  of  the  Dean  and  Chapter  to 
do  so.  As  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Walpole)  had  suggested,  the  difficulty  was 
to  know  out  of  what  fund  the  increase  of 
these  stipends  was  to  come.  In  many 
cases  the  duties  performed  hy  the  parochial 
clergy  were  more  important  than  those 
performed  hy  the  minor  canons,  and  the 
Burplos  funds  in  the  hands  of  the  Ecclesi- 
astical Commissioners  were  appropriated 
as  they  ought  to  he — namely,  in  providing 
spiritual  instruction  for  the  people  at  large. 
If,  however,  the  ohject  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Bentinck)  was  to  enahle  the 
Bean  and  Chapter,  out  of  the  funds  he- 
longing  to  them,  to  make  provision  which 
now  they  have  no  power  1x>  make  for  the 
minor  canons,  he  should  he  glad  to  con- 
sider a  Bill  on  that  suhject.  He  quite 
agreed  with  his  right  hon.  Eriend  that  it 
would  he  ohjectional  to  divert  any  portion 
of  the  funds  which  were  now  applicable  by 
law  to  the  increase  of  small  benefices,  and 
apply  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  minor 
canons.  But  if  the  capitular  bodies  were 
inclined  to  make  such  a  provision  out  of 
the  capitular  estates,  and  were  now  pre- 
vented by  the  law  from  doing  so,  it  would 
be  only  reasonable  to  remove  any  such 
obstacle. 

ABMT— SALARY  OP  DR.  SUTHERLAND. 
QTTBsnoir. 

CoLOBBL  HERBEBT  said,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
stated  the  other  day,  in  answer  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafford  Northcote), 
that  the  remuneration  of  Dr.  Sutherland 
was  fixed  at  £3  d».  a  day,  and  was  after- 
wards ''  continued  at  the  same  rate  so  long 
as  he  was  completely  occupied  upon  these 
duties.'^    The  noble  Marquess  addedi  that 


Br.  Sutherland's  time  had  sinoe  been 
entirely  oocupied  on  the  details  of  the 
business  of  the  Sanitary  Commission,  and 
he  therefore  continued  to  receive  the 
above  rate  of  remuneration;  that  his 
salary  was  charged  in  the  Vote  of  £20,000 
taken  for  sanitary  services,  and  that  this 
arrangement  was  generally  approved  by 
the  IVeasury.  It  appeared  from  the  pa- 
pers since  published  that  on  the  5th  of 
June,  1858,  a  letter  was  written  from  the 
War  Office  to  the  Treasury,  by  direction  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(General  Peel),  with  reference  to  certain 
Committees  and  sub-Committees  appointed 
to  assist  in  organizing  the  hospital  and 
sanitary  arrangements  of  the  army;  and 
in  this  letter  oocurred  the  following  pas- 


«<  As  there  are  expenses  for  traT^ling  and  At- 
tendanoe  arising  ont  of  the  Mime,  and  at  the  snb- 
Committees  are  ofibhoots  and  extensions  of  the 
Rojal  Oommission,  I  am  to  request  the  Lords 
Oommissioners  of  Her  Maiestjrs  Treasory  will 
anthorixe  the  charges  incidental  thereon,  being 
issued  temporaril j  from  army  funds,  and  reclaimed, 
as  in  the  case  of  Royal  Oommissions,  from  the  Vote 
for  Civil  Contingenoies." 

It  appeared  that  Dr.  Sutherland  was  now 
altogether  employed.  He  was  therefore 
drawing  £3  d«.  a  day  for  every  day  in  the 
year,  and  had  been  doing  this  for  several 
years  past.  There  was,  however,  no  ap- 
pearance of  this  charge  in  the  Army  Esti- 
mates, and  therefore  the  House  had  been 
voting  about  £1,100  a  year  to  Dr.  Suther- 
land for  some  years  past  without  the 
slightest  knowledge  that  it  was  voting 
anything  to  that  gentleman.  The  sanc- 
tion of  the  Treasury,  given  through  Sir 
Charles  Trevelyan  to  the  arrangement 
proposed  by  the  War  Office,  appeared 
to  him  a  mere  form,  and  of  no  value 
whatever,  except  as  sanctioning  a  merely 
temporary  arrangement.  He  wished, 
therefore,  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  has  been 
given  to  this  payment  of  £3  3«.,  as  a 
sslary,  to  Dr.  Sutherland,  and  whether 
he  approves  such  a  construction  being 
placed  upon  the  Treasury  sanction  of  the 
''  expenses''  of  the  Sanitary  Commission? 
The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB  said,  that  in  the  only  document 
which  had  issued  from  the  Treasury  on 
the  subject — ^namely,  the  letter  of  the  I  Ith 
of  June,  1858,  signed  by  Sir  Charles  Tre- 
velyan—the  question  raised  was  considered 
one  quite  of  departmental  routine  and 
practice,  and  was  not,  therefore^  refened 
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to  flie  political  offieen  of  ilie  GoTemment. 
In  looloDg  at  tlie  letter  of  Sir  Benjamin 
Hawea,  he  waa  bound  to  state  that  he  did 
not  see  any  reference  te  a  salary  te  Dr. 
Sntherland,  or  anybody  else,  but  only  to 
expenses  for  tntTelling  and  attendance; 
and  he  certainly  should  not  liaTO  inferred 
that  the  payment  of  members  of  the  Com- 
mittees was  included  in  its  terms.  That 
document  was  received  before  the  present 
Government  were  in  office.  He  had  no 
official  knowledge  whatever  on  the  sub- 
jecty  but  he  believed  hit  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  prepared 
te  justify  the  proceeding. 

GrarsBAL  PEEL  said,  that  the  letter  of 
Sir  Benjamin  Hawes  was  written  in  con- 
sequence of  an  account  having  been  sent 
in  certified  by  Lord  Panmure  as  President 
of  the  Sanitary  Commission,  for  the  sum 
of  £500,  at  the  rate  of  three  guineas  a 
day  te  be  paid  te  Dr.  Sutherland.  That 
was  before  he  (General  Peel)  came  into 
office,  and  all  he  did  was  te  ask  the  Trea- 
sury how  the  money,  the  charge  for  which 
had  been  sanctioned  by  the  President  of 
the  Sanitary  Commission,  was  te  be  paid? 

The  Mabqitms  of  HAETINGTON  said, 
he  wished  te  remind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (General  Peel)  that  his  sanction  te 
the  transaction  embraced  a  little  more  than 
a  reference  te  the  Treasury  as  te  how  the 
money  was  te  be  paid,  for,  on  a  discussion 
respecting  the  accounts  sent  in,  the  ques- 
tion was  brought  te  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's notice,  and  the  accounts  included 
the  charge  of  three  guineas  a  day,  as  ori- 
ginally £sed  by  Lord  Panmure.  He  was 
not  sure  what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tieman  opposite  (Colonel  Her&rt)  objected 
te  in  this  matter.  As  te  the  appointment 
itself,  he  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington) 
had  no  more  te  say  than  he  had  said  the 
other  day.  Dr.  Sutherland  was  in  the 
Crimea,  and  on  the  Sanitary  Commission, 
and  had  great  experience.  He  was  em- 
ployed by  the  Home  Office  on  questions  of 
this  nature  before  he  was  sent  te  the 
Crimea.  Without  disparagement  of  the 
Army  Medical  Department,  he  thought 
Dr.  Sutherland's  knowledge  better  fi^d 
him  for  such  a  position  than  any  gentieman 
connected  with  the  Army  Medical  Depart- 
ment, however  great  his  experience  might 
otherwise  be.  As  long  as  the  work  per- 
formed by  the  Army  Sanitary  Commission 
was  te  be  done,  it  was  impossible  te  place 
a  more  useful  member  on  the  Committee 
than  Dr.  Sutherland.  The  Committee 
was  not  te  be  permanent,  and  the  appoint- 
Thi  OhmoeUor  of  ih$Sxcheqimr 


ment  of  Dr.  Sutherland  te  attend  tiie  Com- 
mittee and  work  out  tiie  details  was  not 
intended  te  be  a  permanent  appointment 
at  alL  'So  doubt  the  labours  of  tiie  Com- 
mittee extended  beyond  what  was  origU 
nally  intended  by  a  reference  to  tiiem  of 
several  questions  relating  to  Indian  aasi- 
tary  matters.  The  work  might  not  be 
brought  te  an  end  for  a  considmd)le  tune, 
but  they  should  not  give  any  groimd  to 
Dr.  Sutherland  for  the  assumption  that 
his  office  was  intended  to  be  pennanent 
or  that  he  should  have  a  claim  ftnr  saper- 
annuation  and  additional  allowances  on 
the  abolition  of  the  office.  Dr.  Sutheriand 
was  perfectiy  aware  of  the  position  in 
which  he  stood,  and  that  the  ofl^  wai 
not  permanent.  There  was  no  more  lea- 
son  for  an  application  being  made  to  the 
Treasury  since  the  date  of  the  oorre^- 
denoe  then  there  existed  before.  It  wm 
not  referred  to  the  Treasury  for  formal 
sanction,  because  it  was  not  intended  to 
be  permanent.  The  hon.  and  gaUant  Gen- 
tleman would  find,  on  reference  to  the 
debates  on  the  Army  Estimates,  that  some 
years  ago  the  appointment  of  Dr.  Suther- 
land was  referred  to  in  the  House,  and  it 
was  moved  that  the  sum  paid  should  not  be 
allowed,  which  showed  that  there  was  no 
concealment  of  the  appointment  of  Dr. 
Sutherland.  The  Audit  Office  asked  for 
an  explanation  regarding  the  payment  to 
Dr.  Sutherland,  and  received  it  from  the 
War  Office,  and  as  the  GommissionerB  of 
Audit  made  no  further  objection,  it  was 
to  be  presumed  that  the  explanation  was 
satisfactory. 

IMPRISONMENT  OP  BRITISH  SUB- 
JECTS IN  ABYSSINIA. 
OBSERVATIONS. 

SiB  HUGH  CAmNS:  I  rise.  Sir,  tocaU 
attention  to  a  matter  of  great  interest  to  a 
considerable  number  of  families,  and  which 
would  be  a  subject  of  interest  to  the  whole 
country  if  the  circumstances  were  as  gene- 
rally known  as  it  might  be  expected  thejr 
would  have  been.  I  refer  to  the  imprison- 
ment of  some  of  our  fellow-subjects  in  the 
kingdom  of  Abyssinia.  At  the  present 
moment  the  English  Consul  accredited  by 
Her  Majesty  to  Abyssinia,  two  English 
missionaries,  and  several  British  sabjee^ 
are  in  confinement  in  that  country,  viA 
most  of  them  have  been  in  confinement 
for  a  period  of  some  eighteen  or  nineteen 
months.  The  first  news  of  their  im- 
prisonment came  to  this  country  with  the 
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lishman,  was  very  high  in  rank  in  the 
military  forces  of  the  Emperor  Theodores, 
a  Prince  addicted  to  warlike  objects,  and 
who  professed  to  be  greatly  guided  by  Mr. 
Bell's  advice.  I  find  also  that  the  prede- 
cessor of  the  Emperor  Theodoros  entered 
into  a  treaty  with  this  counuy,  which  was 
laid  on  the  table  of  this  House  in  June, 
1852,  by  which,  among  other  things — and 
I  ask  particular  attention  to  one  of  its 
articles— Her  Britannic  Majesty  engages— 

"To  receire  and  protect  khj  Ambassador, 
Envoy,  or  Consul  whom  his  Majesty  of  Abys- 
sinia or  his  sucoessors  may  see  fit  to  appoint,  and 
will  equally  preserve  inviolate  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  such  Ambassador,  Envoy,  or  ConsuL" 

By  the  preceding  article  the  Emperor  of 
Abyssinia  reciprocally  engages  to  receive 
and  protect  any  Ambassador,  Envoy,  or 
Consul  which  England  might  send  to  that 
country.  The  Emperor  of  Abyssinia  was 
dealt  with  in  that  treaty  as  a  Sovereign 
worthy  of  every  respect  and  consideration, 
and  as  a  person  with  whom  a  treaty  ought 
to  be  made  and  observed  in  its  integrity. 
"Well,  what  was  the  origin  of  the  Empe- 
ror's change  of  feeling?  If  some  of  the 
statements  which  are  made  be  correct— 
and  they  come  from  a  quarter  which  leaves 
no  room  for  doubting  them — they  show 
what  serious  consequences  may  spring 
from  a  very  small  cause.  I  observe,  from 
the  papers  very  lately  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House,  that  the  Emperor  Theodoros 
addressed  an  autograph  letter  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, dated  at  the  end  of  1862,  but  re- 
ceived in  this  country  on  the  12th  of  Feb- 
ruary,  1863.  We  have  that  letter  given 
us  in  the  form  of  a  translation,  written 
in  very  intelligible  style,  but  of  course 
presenting  all  the  peculiarities  which  you 
would  expect  to  find  in  an  autograph 
communication  proceeding  from  an  Orien- 
tal Sovereign.     It  begins  thus — 

'*  In  the  name  of  the  Father,  of  the  Son,  and  of 
the  Holy  Ghost,  one  God  in  Trinity,  chosen  by 
God,  King  of  Kings,  Theodoros  of  Ethiopia  to  Her 
Majesty  Victoria,  Queen  of  England.  I  hope 
your  Majesty  is  in  good  health.    By  the  power  of 

God   I  am  well Mr.  Plowden,  and 

my  late  Grand  Chamberlain,  the  Englishman  Bell, 
used  to  tell  me  that  there  is  a  great  Christian 
Queen,  who  loves  all  Christians.  When  they  said 
to  me  this,  <  We  are  able  to  make  you  known  to 
her,  and  to  establish  friendship  between  you,'  then 
in  those  times  1  was  very  glad.  I  gave  them  my 
love,  thinking  that  I  had  found  your  Majesty's 
goodwill.  All  men  are  subject  to  death,  and  my 
enemies,  thinking  to  injure  me,  killed  these  my 
friends.  But,  by  the  power  of  God,  I  have  ex- 
terminated those  enemies,  not  leaving  one  alive, 
though  they  were  of  my  own  family,  that  I  may 
get,  by  the  power  of  God,  your  friendship.    I  was 


statement  from  Consul  Cameron  that  he 
and  other  persons  were  at  the  time  he 
wrote  (February  14,  1864)  in  chains  at 
Gondar.  On  the  27th  of  May,  1864.  Mr. 
Flad,  whom  I  do  not  understand  to  be  a 
British  subject,  wrote,  while  in  confine- 
ment, that  Mr.  Stem,  one  of  the  mission- 
aries, was  still  bound,  as  were  also  Mr. 
Cameron  and  all  his  English  servants. 
Mr.  Rosenthal  was  free  and  living  with 
his  wife  and  children  near  Oondar.  A 
little  later,  I  find,  by  the  intelligence 
which  came  to  this  country  in  November, 
and  which  probably  left  Abyssinia  in  the 
previous  summer,  the  Emperor  appeared 
to  have  taken  some  fresh  ofience.  The 
statement  was  that  his  Majesty  had  gone 
the  length  of  putting  the  prisoners,  in- 
cluding Consul  Cameron,  to  a  kind  of 
torture.  I  find  next  that  a  German  mis- 
sionary, writing  in  August,  states — 

"  No  change  for  the  better  has  taken  place  in 
the  state  of  Abyssinian  affitirs.  The  captives, 
Messrs,  Stem,  Rosenthal,  and  the  English  Con- 
sul, have  not  only  not  been  set  at  liberty,  but 
have  sufifored  from  great  violence." 

And  Mr.  Eassam,  our  Assistant  Kesident 
at  Aden,  appears  to  have  discovered — 

**that  our  unfortunate  countrymen  were  con- 
fined in  a  tent  next  to  that  of  the  Emperor,  all  in- 
tercourse with  them  being  forbidden  under  the 
severest  penalties.'  Besides  this  vigilant  watch, 
each  European  was  chained  to  a  trustworthy  do- 
pendent  of  the  Imperial  household,  who  was  re- 
lieved at  short  intervals.  The  chain  being  only 
ibur  feet  long,  the  prisoner  could  scarcely  move 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  guard." 

The  House  will  allow  that  this  is  a  strange 
and  startling  state  of  circumstances  to  have 
occurred  in  reference  to  an  English  Consul 
and  a  number  of  English  subjects.  Well, 
where  has  this  taken  place,  because,  al- 
though we  may  have  some  general  know- 
ledge about  Abyssinia,  many  Members 
may  have  lost  the  trace  of  its  recent  his- 
tory ?  The  present  monarch  of  that  coun- 
try, who  professes  the  Christian  faith, 
and  rules  over  a  people  who  are  also 
Christians,  came  to  the  throne  by  depos- 
ing his  predecessor  in  1855,  and  has 
reigned  there  ever  since.  He  is  a  man  of 
civilization,  he  has  had  intercourse  with 
this  country  and  with  British  subjects, 
and  has  always  professed  the  greatest 
friendship  for  England,  and  the  greatest 
admiration  for  everything  English.  Consul 
Plowden,  the  predecessor  of  Consul  Came- 
ron, was  his  Majesty's  particular  friend, 
and  was  loaded  by  him  with  every  mark 
of  favour  that  could  be  conceived.  And 
not  only  that,  but  Mr.  Bell,  another  Eng- 
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preyented  by  the  Tarks  occupying  the  iea-coast 
irom  sending  70a  an  embassy  when  I  was  in  diffi- 
culty. Consul  Cameron  arriyed  with  a  letter  and 
present  of  fnendship.  By  the  power  of  God  I 
was  Tory  glad  hearing  of  your  welfare,  and  being 
assured  of  your  amity.  I  haye  reeeiyed  your 
presents  and  thank  you  much.  I  fear  that  if  I 
send  Ambassadors  with  presents  of  amity  by 
Cotisul  Cameron  they  may  be  arrested  by  the 
Turks.  And  now  I  wish  that  you  may  arrange 
for  the  safe  passage  of  my  Ambassadors  eyery- 
where  on  the  road.  I  wish  to  haye  an  answer  to 
this  letter  by  Consul  Cameron,  and  that  he  may 
conduct  my  Embassy  to  England.  See  how  the 
Islam  oppress  the  Christain  !  " 

It  appears  that  Captain  Cameroni  who»  I 
believe^  senred  on  the  staff  of  Sir  William 
Williams  when  the  latter  was  our  Com- 
missioner with  the  Turkish  army,  was  ap- 
pointed Consul  to  Abyssinia  in  1861,  and 
proceeded  in  1 862  to  his  post  at  Massowah, 
on  the  Bed  Sea.  But  Consul  Cameron 
was  intrusted  with  presents  to  take  to  the 
Emperor,  and  it  was  incumbent  on  him,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  go  inland  to  the  ca- 
pital to  present  them.  He  went  accord- 
ingly, and  offered  these  tokens  of  goodwill 
and  friendship  on  the  part  of  the  Queen  of 
England  towards  the  Emperor  of  Abys- 
sinia. In  his  autograph  letter  it  would 
be  seen  that  His  Migeerfy  proposed  to  send 
an  envoy  or  ambassador  to  be  received  by 
the  Sovereign  of  this  country,  as  the  treaty 
provided  that  any  such  Ministers  should 
be  received.  He  said  he  feared  that  if  he 
sent  ambassadors  with  presents  of  amity 
by  Consul  Cameron  they  might  be  arrested 
by  the  Turks,  and  he  asked  that  arrange- 
ments might  be  made  for  the  safe  passage 
of  his  ambassadors  everywhere  on  the 
road.  This  was  a  despatch  coming  to  this 
country,  as  to  which  I  do  not  presume  to 
offer  the  least  opinion  whether  the  pro- 
posal ought  to  have  been  accepted  or  not, 
whether  the  embassy  ought  to  have  been 
encouraged  or  not,  except  that  I  find  in 
the  treaty  a  positive  stipulation  on  our 
part  to  receive  and  give  every  protection 
to  any  ambassador  or  envoy  whom  the 
Sovereign  of  Abyssinia  might  see  fit  to 
appoint.  Yet  one  thing  was,  I  think,  in- 
cumbent  on  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  the  omission  of  which,  I  fear,  has 
led  to  serious  consequences.  King  Theo- 
doros,  I  should  have  thought,  was  entitled 
to  an  answer  in  some  shape  or  form  to  the 
communication  which  he  had  sent.  The 
despatch  containing  the  Emperor's  auto- 
graph letter  was  received  in  England  on 
the  12th  of  Eebruary,  1863,  and  the  pa- 
pers that  have  been  laid  on  the  table  state 
that  no  answer  was  returned  until  the 
Sir  Hugh  Oairm 


26th  of  May,  1864,  or  a  period  of  more 
than  fifteen  months;  and  then  the  answer 
was  not  conveyed  through  any  Britsh 
Consul  in  Egypt,  but  through  Mr.  Bassam, 
our  assistant  resident  at  Aden,  himself  a 
subject  of  Turkey  —  the  very  Power  to- 
wards which,  if  the  Emperor  of  Abyssinii 
was  not  actually  at  war  with  it,  he  at  all 
events  entertained  feelings  of  considerable 
hostility.  What  was  the  result?  The 
Emperor  of  Abyssinia  had  sent  to  France 
a  similar  communication  to  that  which  he 
had  sent  to  this  country,  and  from  the 
French  Government  he  had  received  an 
answer.  Towards  the  end  of  1863  he 
became  greatly  irritated  at  not  obtain- 
ing any  answer  firom  the  British  Go- 
vernment I  do  not  at  all  pretend  to  jus- 
tify the  course  which  he  took ;  certainlj 
his  acts  were  not  warranted  by  the  offenoe 
which  he  supposed  had  been  offered  him. 
But,  smarting  under  a  feeling  of  irritatioDi 
all  the  stronger  because  among  Eastern 
nations  suoh  ^hts  are  more  keenly  Mt 
Uiaa  among  Western  races — wounded  at 
what  he  thought  the  contemptuous  recep- 
tion of  his  communication  and  the  rejection 
of  his  proposal  to  send  an  embassy  to  Eng- 
land —  wounded  also  at  what  be  might 
have  taken  to  indicate  a  ehange  of  senti- 
ment towards  his  country  on  the  part  of 
Ghreat  Britain,  the  Emperor  arrested  Con- 
sul Cameron,  the  two  taglish  missionarieB 
to  whom  I  have  referred,  and  the  otfjer 
English  subjects  who  were  in  his  capital 
at  this  time,  and  put  ^em  in  such  con- 
finement ad  I  have  described.  That  there 
may  be  no  doubt  that  I  am  warranted  in 
my  inferences  as  to  what  led  to  the  im- 
prisonment of  these  persons,  I  will  take 
the  opinion  of  Sir  William  Coghlan,  one 
of  the  most  competent  authorities  on  this 
matter,  who  was  consulted  in  r^;ard  to  it 
bv  the  Foreign  Office,  and  who  drew  up  a 
memorandum  for  the  guidance  of  that  D^ 
partment.  The  subject  of  that  memoran- 
dum was  the  Abyssinian  difficulty,  and 
how  to  get  out  of  it;  and  it  is  most  in- 
teresting. If  some  advice  had  been  ob- 
tained from  the  same  quarter  before  the 
Foreign  Office  got  into  this  difficulty  it 
might  not,  perhaps,  have  been  much  amies. 
But,  however.  Sir  William  Coghlan  sets 
out  by  advising  the  Foreign  Office  how 
best  to  get  out  of  it*    He  says— 

"There  are  prohahly  aeTeral  cauaef  for  th® 
altered  demeanour  of  the  King  of  Abj»«w 
towards  Captain  Cameron,  the  British  Consal. 
It  is  undenrtood  that  hi«  dignity  ii  griefousir 
woonded  hj  the  lUtDDe,  yirkdcti  he  aoeepH  ••  •■ 
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Afih>nt ;  and  this  sense  of  injury,  coupled  with 
other  circumstances,  has  led  to  the  deplorable 
state  of  affairs  now  existing  at  Gondar.  Also, 
there  is  reason  to  beliere  that  the  King  refuses 
Mr.  Rassam's  mission  as  one  which  is  not  of 
saflBoient  dignity  ;  that  Mr.  Rassam  is,  in  fact, 
a  mere  messenger,  and  not  an  EuToy  ;  hence  the 
contemptuous  silence  with  which  his  letters  and 
requests  have  been  treated.'* 

I  stated  to  the  House  that  in  May,  1864, 
an  answer  was  sent  to  the  communica- 
tion which  had  been  received  from  the 
Emperor,  but  it  wa^  sent  by  Mr.  Eassam, 
who  was  a  resident  at  Aden  and  an  Otto- 
man, which  nation  was  particularly  dis- 
tasteful to  the  Emperor  in  every  shape  and 
form.  The  statement  of  Sir  William 
Goghlan  is  that  Mr.  Eassam  was  not  of 
sufficient  dignity,  being,  in  fact,  a  mere 
subordinate,  resident  at  Aden.  Sir  Wil- 
liam Coghlan  goes  on  to  Bay — 

"Inquiry  into  the  'other  circumstances'  al- 
luded to  in  paragragh  9  would  inconveniently 
lengthen  this  memorandum,  which  is  intended 
only  as^a  brief  statement  of  the  existing  diffl- 
•ulty,  and  a  suggestion  as  to  the  best  means  of 
overcoming  it.  If  any  further  effort  is  to  be 
made  to  release  the  captives,  it  must  be  by 
means  of  an  Embassy,  headed  by  an  officer  of 
rank,  who  should  be  supported  by  such  a  suite 
as  would  give  dignity  to  his  mission ;  a  secre- 
tary (a  military  officer),  two  or  three  officers  of 
the  scientific  corps  or  departments,  and  a  medical 
officer,  should  be  of  the  party ;  these  could  be 
aapplied  either  from  England,  or  from  Bombay, 
or  from  Aden," 

Well,  then,  to  corroborate  what  Sir 
William  Coghlan  says  as  to  the  cause  of 
offence  being  perfectly  notorious,  I  have 
here  an  extract  of  a  letter  from  Egypt, 
dated  the  3rd  of  June  in  the  present  year. 
It  is  to  this  effect — 

"  Theodores  is  reported  to  have  expressed 
himself  very  indignantly  that  the  Queen's  Go- 
vernment should  have  sent  an  Asiatic — a  mere 
subordinate  —  on  a  mission  to  him,  and,  it  is 
said,  he  does  not  intend  to  take  the  least  no- 
tice of  him.*' 

He  has  not  taken  the  least  notice  of  him. 
The  Emperor  has  refused  to  receive  him, 
and  has  even  treated  it  as  an  aggravation  of 
the  first  offence  he  supposed  he  had  re- 
ceived. I  do  not  desire,  far  from  it,  to 
Bay  one  word  in  justification  of  the  course 
ti^n  by  the  Xing  of  Abyssinia  towards 
these  unfortunate  prisoners.  It  was  a 
violation  of  all  that  was  proper  as  regards 
any  of  them,  and  especially  as  regards  the 
British  Consul.  But  it  is  only  proper 
that  wo  should  know  all  the  circumstances 
and  iiicts  of  the  case.  It  was  suggested 
in  another  place,  where  some  notice  was 
taken  of  this  question,  that  Consul  Came- 
lon  had  exeeeded  his  duty  in  staying  so 


long  as  he  did  at  the  capital  of  Abyssinia, 
instead  of  remaining  at  Massowab,  the  port 
on  the  sea^eoast ;  but  he  could  not  present 
the  gifts  he  bore  to  the  Emperor  without 
going  to  the  capital.  It  is  besides  impoe« 
sible  to  know  whether  he  remained  too 
long  in  the  capital,  beean^e  the  papers 
carefully  withhold  all  letters  written  by 
Consul  Cameron  to  the  Foreign  Office  ex- 
plaining what  his  reasons  were,  and  we 
have  nothing  but  replies  from  the  Foreign 
Office  to  Mr.  Cameron  censuring  him  for 
not  returning  to  Massowah.  I  do  not 
propose  to  enter  on  that  question,  nor  does 
it  really  at  all  bear  on  the  object  I  have  in 
view  in  bringing  the  subject  before  the 
House.  Suppose  Consul  Cameron  com- 
mitted an  error  in  judgment,  still  the 
question  now  is,  what  is  to  be  done  with 
reference  to  these  unfortunate  persons? 
They  have  been  confined  for  upwards  of 
eighteen  months.  They  have  suffered 
great  hardships,  and  the  only  step  which 
the  Government  have  taken,  so  far  as  I 
am  aware,  is  that  they  have  sent  Mr. 
Rassam,  who  was  not  received  by  the 
Emperor,  and  treated  as  a  mere  messenger 
unworthy  of  notice.  I  would  submit  to 
the  Government  that  this  is  a  case  in  whioh, 
admitting  to  the  fullest  extent  that  the 
acts  of  the  King  of  Abyssinia  were  a 
flagrant  outrage  on  International  Law,  we 
can  eoni^Bss  that  there  has  been  a  certain 
amount  of  neglect,  a  certain  degree  of  in- 
decorous treatment  of  a  Sovereign  with 
whom  we  have  a  treaty  of  alliance,  in  re- 
fusing to  answer  a  despatch  sent  by  him 
to  the  Sovereign  of  ^is  country  for  a 
period  of  a  year  and  a  half.  It  seems 
very  easy  to  make  an  admission  of  that 
kind,  and  not  to  solicit  but  accompany  it 
with  a  demand  for  the  release  of  those 
persons  who  have  been  kept  in  confinement. 
In  a  case  of  this  kind  where  the  liberties, 
if  not  the  lives,  of  our  fellow-subjects  are 
concerned,  I  cannot  help  thinking  the  time 
has  come  when  the  advice  of  Sir  William 
Coghlan  should  be  taken  in  some  shape 
or  other,  and  that  a  mission  of  some  sort  or 
nature  acceptable  to  the  King  of  Abyssinia 
should  be  sent  him.  I  think  it  would  be 
an  act  which  the  Sovereign  of  this  country 
should  be  advised  to  do,  seeing  there  had 
been  an  undesigned  but  unfortunate  neg- 
lect of  the  communication  sent  by  him  for 
BO  great  a  length  of  time,  and  I  should 
hope  that  overtures  of  that  kind  would  not 
be  unavailing.  At  all  events  it  does  seem 
to  me  that  before  Parliament  separates 
some  active  and  energetic  steps  should  bo 
2  K  2 
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taken  to  set  these  unfortanate  persons  at 
liberty,  and  I  do  hope  that  some  announce- 
ment may  be  made  which  will  relieye 
the  anxiety  which  is  felt  by  so  many 
thronghont  the  country  on  this  subject. 

Mb.  LAYARD  :  Sir,  I  can  assure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  and  the  House 
that  if  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
refhkined  from  entering  fully  into  this 
painful  subject,  it  is  ftx)m  no  desire  to 
screen  their  own  conduct,  or  avoid  full 
inquiry  into  the  whole  facts  of  the  case. 
The  reason  why  my  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  AfPairB  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  myself 
in  this  House,  have  declined  to  enter  into 
the  subject  was  simply  this : — In  the  first 
place,  we  feared  lest  anything  should  be 
said  which  might  be  conveyed — and  it 
certainly  would  have  been  conveyed — to 
the  Bmperor  of  Abyssinia,  which  might 
lead  either  to  the  death  of  those  unfor- 
tunate persons  who  are  now  held  in  cap- 
tivity by  him,  or  to  their  being  treated 
with  even  greater,  severity  than  that 
with  which  they  have  hitherto  been 
visited ;  and,  secondly,  I  felt  it  would 
scarcely  be  fair  to  Consul  Cameron,  before 
receiving  a  full  explanation  from  him, 
that  statements  should  be  made  reflecting 
on  his  official  character.  But,  after  the 
statements  we  have  heard  to-night,  and 
after  the  gross  misstatements  which  have 
been  made  in  a  certain  portion  of  the  press, 
I  think  it  my  duty,  if  the  House  will 
kindly  permit  me,  to  enter  at  some  length 
into  the  subject.  I  shall  endeavour,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  avoid  anything  that  would 
lead  to  unfortunate  results;  but  if  anything 
does  happen  from  what  I  shall  state  to- 
night, the  responsibility  must  entirely  rest 
upon  those  who  have  forced  the  Government 
to  make  these  explanations.  Before  going 
further,  I  would  make  one  remark  on  what 
I  before  stated  with  reference  to  the  Fall 
Mall  Gazette  having  published  a  state- 
ment derived  ^m  official  sources.  My 
statement  has  given  pain  to  the  members 
of  the  Foreign  and  Indian  Offices.  I  have 
now  to  state  that  the  information  in  ques- 
tion was  not  furnished  by  either  of  Uiose 
offices,  but  it  was  furnished  from  Govern- 
ment confidential  sources,  and  I  trust  I 
shall  be  enabled  to  ascertain  who  it  is 
that  has  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
confidence  which  may  lead  to  serious  con- 
sequences. I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  a 
history  of  Abyssinia.  If  any  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  read  an  authentic  account  of 
what  has  taken  place  of  late  years  in  that 
Sir  Hugh  Cairm 


country,  I  would  refer  him  to  two  artidei 
in  the  Rww  det  Deux  Mondes,  written  bv 
M.  Lejean,  a  gentleman  who  was  Frencn 
Consul  there  at  the  same  time  as  Mr. 
Cameron  was  in  Abyssinia.  The  Emperor 
of  Abyssinia  was  formerly  somewhat  in  the 
same  position  as  the  Mikado  or  Emperor 
of  Japan  —  a  mere  puppet ;  the  country 
itself  being  divided  into  several  almo^ 
independent  kingdoms,  each  governed  bj 
a  great  feudal  lord,  owning  a  mere  nomi- 
nal  dependence  on  the  Emperor.  The 
principal  of  these  chiefs,  Ras  Ali,  reigned 
for  several  years  over  a  large  part  of  Abys- 
sinia, waged  many  success^l  wars,  and 
attained  to  considerable  power.  Two 
Englishmen,  Messrs.  Plowden  and  Bell, 
had  assisted  him  materially  with  their  ad- 
vice in  the  conduct  of  his  wars.  Mr.  Plow- 
den came  to  this  country  some  years  ago. 
He  described  Abyssinia  as  very  rich  in  na- 
tural resources,  and  represented  that  it 
would  be  very  important  that  friendly  re- 
lations should  be  established  between  that 
country  and  England.  In  consequence  of 
his  representations  the  Government  ap- 
pointed him  Consul  at  Massowah—not  an 
Abyssinian  town,  but  a  Turkish  port  on  the 
Red  Sea.  Abyssinia  is  separated  from  the 
Red  Sea  by  a  broad  tract  of  arid  plain, 
forming  a  kind  of  petty  kingdom  nnder 
a  chief  who  owns  himself  a  vassal  of 
Turkevi  and  there  is  no  entrance  to 
Abyssinia  except  through  Turkish  terri- 
tory. Mr.  Plowden,  while  Consul,  wai 
allowed  to  embark  in  trade,  and  the  object 
of  his  being  sent  to  Massowah  was  to  ex- 
tend British  trade.  But  he  did  not  remain 
there,  but  returned  to  Ras  Ali,  and,  in 
company  with  Mr.  Bell,  appears  to  have 
continued  to  give  him  advice  and  assifr 
tance.  In  1855  the  present  Zing  Theo- 
dore, who  had  married  the  daughter  of 
Ras  Ali,  rose  against  his  father-in-law, 
defeated  him,  waged  a  series  of  wars 
against  other  feudal  chiefs  of  Abyssinia, 
was  very  successful,  and  in  a  short  time 
completdy  conquered  the  country.  The 
treaty  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  al- 
luded, was  concluded,  not  with  the  pre- 
sent King  of  Abyssinia,  but  with  Bas 
Ali.  It  was  repudiated  by  the  present 
King.  This,  as  it  will  be  shown,  is  very 
important.  The  present  King  never  ac- 
cepted it.  This  son-in-law  of  Bas  Alij 
Kassai,  as  he  was  called,  was  not  of  royal 
birth,  but  was  a  successful  adventurer, 
and  one  of  those  enthusiasts  who  hate 
often  risen  in  the  East.  He  took  the  oame 
of  Theodore  because  there  was  some  pro- 
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pbecy  current  in  Abyssinia  that  an  Em- 
peror of  that  name  would  defeat  the  Turks, 
recover  Jerusalem,  and  found  a  great 
Ethiopic  Empire  in  the  East.  A  very 
curious  description  of  this  Theodore  is 
given  by  M.  Lejean  and  others  who  have 
written  on  Abyssinia.  He  is  described  as 
waging  continual  wars,  and  killing  not 
only  his  tens,  but  his  twenties  of  thousands 
in  cold  blood.  In  fact,  the  accounts  given 
of  his  deeds  reads  very  like  those  Assyrian 
records  which  have  been  translated  of 
late  years.  He  carried  off  men,  women, 
and  children  into  captivity,  and  com- 
mitted many  horrible  acts,  which,  it 
is  to  be  feared,  have  been  of  common 
occurrence  amongst  those  who  have  ruled 
in  Abyssinia.  Unfortunately,  Mr.  Plow- 
den,  our  Consul  at  Massowah,  instead  of 
attending  to  the  object  for  which  he 
was  placed  there,  that  of  encouraging 
commercial  intercourse  between  Great 
Britain  and  Abyssinia,  plunged  into  local 
intrigues.  He  and  Mr.  Bell  sided  with 
King  Theodore,  and  Mr.  Plowden  is  stated 
to  have  actually  commanded  some  of  his 
troops.  When  information  reached  home 
that  Mr.  Plowden  was  thus  mixing  himself 
up  in  local  conflicts,  and  acting  exactly  in 
opposition  to  the  spirit  of  the  policy 
which  he  had  been  plaxsed  there  to  carry 
out.  Her  Majesty's  Government  at  once 
sent  out  instructions  for  him  to  return  to 
his  post  at  Massowah,  and  no  longer  to 
interfere  in  Abyssinian  affairs.  Unfortu- 
nately, before  these  instructions  could 
reach  him.  Consul  Plowden  had  been 
killed  by  a  native  Abyssinian  chief.  Be- 
fore Mr.  Plowden' s  death  it  had  become 
known  to  us  that  the  King  of  Abyssinia 
desired  to  send  a  mission  to  Europe,  and 
this  mission  was  heralded  by  letters 
written,  not  only  to  Her  Majesty,  but 
to  the  Emperor  of  Russia,  the  Emperor  of 
the  French,  and  some  of  the  German  po- 
tentates, calling  on  them  to  help  him  in  a 
great  war  against  the  Mahomedans,  and  to 
place  him  as  ruler  over  the  whole  of  Abys- 
sinia and  Ethiopia,  and  over  all  the  do- 
minions belonging  to  the  Turks.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had,  of  course,  no 
desire  to  engage  in  any  undertaking  of  the 
kind,  and  accordingly  wrote  to  Consul 
Plowden  that  they  would  receive  no  mis- 
sion from  King  Theodore  except  he  gave 
^  a  distinct  assurance  that  he  renounced  aU 
idea  of  conquest  in  Egypt  and  at  Massowah  ;  for 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  latterly  re« 
monstrated  in  the  strongest  terms  against  the 
intentions  of  the  Viceroy  of  Egypt  to  attack 
AbjasiDiai  and  that  the  then  reignmg  Yioeroy  had 


not  only  put  a  stop  io  such  proceedings,  and 
bad  confined  himself  within  the  limits  of  his  own 
dominions,  but  that  he  had  set  free  the  Abys* 
sinian  prisoners  reduced  to  slavery  by  his  pre* 
deoessor,  so  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
subject  themselves  to  grave  suspicions  if  they  re- 
ceived an  embassy  ft^ra  a  Sovereign  whose  de- 
signs against  the  Sultan,  Her  Majesty's  ally,  were 
previoiuly  known  to  them." 

M».  HENRY  SEYMOUR  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  whether  the  despatch  from 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  reading 
had  been  laid  before  the  House  ? 

Me,  LAYARD  :  It  has  not  been  laid 
before  the  House,  but  if  the  hon.  Member 
so  desires  it  shall  be  furnished.  Such  was 
the  nature  of  the  instructions  sent  to  Mr. 
Plowden.  The  fact  upon  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns) 
relies — ^namely,  the  existence  of  a  treaty, 
which  entitled  King  Theodore  to  send  a 
mission  to  this  country  and  bound  us  to 
receive  it,  is  entirely  at  variance  with 
the  facts ;  for  when  Theodore  came  to  the 
throne,  the  first  thing  he  did  was,  as  I 
have  stated,  to  refuse  to  acknowledge  the 
treaty  entered  into  with  his  predecessor. 
As  Ras  Ali  was  not  the  Emperor  of 
Abyssinia,  but  held  a  position  somewhat 
similar  to  the  old  French  maire  du  palais, 
in  order  to  avoid  all  doubt  as  to  the  vali- 
dity of  the  treaty,  the  signature  of  the 
puppet  Emperor  was  also  affixed  to  it. 
I  believe  that  even  at  this  moment  Theo« 
dore  admits  he  is  not  the  real  Emperor, 
and  that  the  descendant  of  Solomon  and 
the  Queen  of  Sheba  is  living,  to  whom  he 
owes  a  nominal  allegiance  ;  though,  at  the 
same  time,  he  calls  himself  "King  of 
Kings.'^  Consul  Plowden  having  been 
wounded  and  taken  prisoner,  was  ransomed, 
but  shortly  after  his  release  died  from  his 
wounds.  This  ransom  of  £200  was  at  first 
believed  to  have  been  paid  by  the  King 
of  Abyssinia;  but  I  have  received  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Plowden's  brother,  in  which  he 
states  that,  so  far  from  the  ransom  having 
been  paid  by  Theodore,  it  was.  paid  by 
Consul  Plowden's  family,  through  M. 
Baroni,  the  English  Yice  Consul  at  Mas- 
sowah. At  that  time,  at  any  rate,  the 
Government  had  reason  to  believe  that  Mr. 
Plowden  had  been  ransomed  by  the  King, 
Upon  the  death  of  Consul  Plowden,  Theo- 
dore wrote  a  letter,  addressed  to  Lord 
Russell,  and  not  to  Her  Majesty,  as  it  has 
been  asserted,  stating  that  he  had  taken 
signal  vengeance  for  the  deatUof  Mr. 
Plowden,  whom  he  described  as  his  per- 
sonal Mend.  I  may  mention  that  that 
letter  was   never  received  in  England, 
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although  we  reoeiyed  information  of  its 
contents — it  appears  to  have  been  lost 
bj  the  way.  Lord  Bnssell,  in  reply, 
^nked  King  Theodore  for  what  he 
had  done  with  regard  to  Mr.  Plowden, 
and  sent  him»  in  the  name  of  the  Go- 
Temment,  sonae  presents.  Sir  William 
Coghlan,  the  Political  Resident  or  Go- 
yemor  of  Aden,  being  then  at  Bom- 
bay, adyised  the  Indian  Ooyemment  to 
lay  out  £500  in  some  further  presents 
to  the  King,  which  was  accordingly  done, 
and  some  handsome  carpets  and  other  or- 
naments were  sent  to  Theodore.  But 
what  were  the  seryices  to  the  British  Oo- 
yemment, for  which  Theodore  took  credit  ? 
He  stated  himself  to  Captain  Cameron  that 
he  had  massacred  in  cold  blood  1,500 
persons  in  reyenge  for  the  loss  of  Mr. 
Plowden,  and  as  a  special  mark  of  friend- 
ship towards  Her  Majesty. .  The  French 
Consul  estimates  the  number  at  1,700, 
and  eyen  Dr.  Beke,  in  his  pamphlet,  which 
is  no  doubt  in  the  hands  of  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns),  writes 
on  the  authority  of  Mr.  Stem — 

**  Od  the  31 8t  of  October,  1860,  3.000  rebels, 
with  their  leader,  Gerat,  were  defeated  hj  the 
Royal  Troops  near  the  western  bank  of  the 
Taeoaiy,  and  mereilessly  butchered  in  cold  blood  ; 
in  iaot,  so  inexorable  was  the  King,  that  even 
their  wives  and  children  —  contrary  to  former 
oustom — were  indiscriminately  condemned  to  per- 
petual slavery.  Thp  other  statement  is  that  of 
M  Lejean,  who,  in  the  Revue  des  Deux  Mondes 
for  the  1st  of  November,  1864  (p.  834),  sUtes, 
that  the  prisoners,  1,700  in  number,  were  taken  by 
the  Emperor  to  his  camp  at  Dobarik,  and  there 
out  to  pieces,  and  their  bodies  left  unburied  on 
the  plain  of  that  name,  which  three  years  after- 
wards was  still  obrered  with  their  bleached  skulls." 

All  this  was  in  reyenge  for  the  death  of 
Consul  Plowden,  who  had  no  business  at 
the  place  where  he  was  killed,  who  had 
been  warned  against  taking  any  part  in 
the  affairs  of  the  country,  and  met  his 
death  mainly  through  neglecting  his  in- 
structions. It  is  not  a  pleasant  thing 
to  reflect  that  1,500  innocent  persons, 
more  or  less,  haye  been  put  to  the  sword  to 
reyenge  the  death  of  one  British  subject ; 
it  is  not  a  thing  one  can  think  of  without 
horror.  When  it  became  necessary  to  send 
dut  some  person  with  Lord  Russeirs  letter 
and  with  the  presents,  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  Captain  Cameron,  who  had  been 
appointed  Consul  at  Massowah,  was  chosen 
to  take  them  to  the  King.  Captain  Cameron 
had  served  with  distinction  at  Kars,  and 
had  held* a  consular  post  in  the  Russian 
territories  in  the  Caucasus.  Before  pro- 
ceeding to  his  post  he  came  to  London, 
Mr,  Lay<Krd 


was  shown  all  the  correspondence  vith 
his  predecessor,  was  made  acquainted  with 
everything  that  had  occurred  in  the  case 
of  Mr.  Plowden,  and  received  instroe- 
tions  himself,  which  will  be  laid  before 
the  House.  He  was  directed  most  posl- 
tively  to  refrain  from  interfering  in  any 
way  whatever  in  the  internal  aflSura  of  the 
country ;  to  refrain  from  mixing  himself 
up  with  intrigues,  or  attaching  Mmself  to 
any  party  in  the  country ;  he  was  merely 
to  go  to  the  King  to  deliver  the  letter 
and  the  presents,  and  then  to  retomto 
Massowah,  and  there  promote  by  every 
means  in  his  power  the  trade  of  England 
with  Abyssinia.  I  must  now  refer  to 
some  circumstances  which  have  an  im- 
portant bearing  upon  this  question.  There 
were  in  Abyssinia  at  this  time  three  mis- 
sionary establishments,  and  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that,  as  usual,  they  were  intensely 
jealous  of  one  another.  These  establish- 
ments consisted  of  a  German  mission  from 
Basle,  a  Protestant  mission  from  this  ooon- 
try,  and  a  French  Roman  Catholic  Propa- 
gandist mission.  The  B^le  missionaries 
hated  the  English  with  an  intensity  of  which 
some  conception  may  be  formed  from  the 
pages  of  the  Standard,  in  which  some  let- 
ters on  this  subject  have  recently  appeared. 
The  Roman  Catholics  hated  all  the  others, 
The  King  had  no  love  for  any  of  them. 
He  soon  put  an  end  to  one  of  the  missioBS, 
and  said,  "  I  will  have  nothing  to  do 
with  preaching  the  Gospel ;  but  if  joa 
can  be  of  any  use  to  me,  I  shall  be  very 
glad  that  you  should  stay."  In  conse- 
quence of  that  decision  the  members  of 
the  B&sle  mission  were  compelled  by  the 
King  to  turn  their  attention  to  the  manu- 
facture of  muskets  ;  but  as  they  prodaced 
very  bad  weapons  he  made  them  devote 
themselves,  and  with  better  success,  to 
manufacturing  brandy.  Mr.  Stem  was  al- 
lowed to  preach  to  Jews  and  MahomedanSr 
but  was  strictly  prohibited  from  converting 
any  native  Abyssinians.  The  Roman  Catho- 
lic mission,  with  a  bishop  at  its  head,  was 
expelled  the  country.  Mr.  Stem,  who  had 
been  sent  as  a  missionary  from  this  cooo- 
try  had  returned  to  England^  and  having, 
while  here,  written  an  account  of  his  ad- 
ventures in  Abyssinia,  in  which  he  did 
not  speak  in  very  complimentary  terms 
of  King  Theodore,  he  had  had  the  great 
imprudence  to  go  back  to  Abyssinia.  Such 
was  the  state  of  things  when  Consul 
Cameron  reached  Gondar.  He  found  that 
the  King  had  established  his  rule  over  the 
whole  of  Abyssinia,  though  there  were  atiD 
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Bome  rebels  here  and  there,  and  that  the 
missioaaries  were  qaarrelling  among  them- 
selves  and  with  the  King.  Ke  presented 
Earl  Eussell's  letter,  together  with  the 
presents,  to  the  King,  and  at  first  was  well 
received,  but  shortly  afterwards  got  a 
strong  hint  to  leave  the  country.  Sis 
provisions,  which  had  at  first  been  sent 
to  him  daily  from  the  palace,  were  gradu- 
ally dimini£^ed,  until  he  was  nearly  starved. 
He  was  surrounded  by  spies,  and  every 
effort  was  qiade  to  induce  him  to  leave 
Gondar,  which,  according  to  his  instruc- 
tions, he  ought  to  have  done  immediately 
after  delivering  Earl  Russell's  letter  and 
the  presents.  Instead  of  doing  this, 
however.  Consul  Cameron  began  to  open 
negotiations  with  the  King,  which  might 
certainly  have  had  the  effect  of  leading  him 
to  believe  it  not  impossible  '.that  he  might 
receive  support  from  England  in  his 
struggle  with  the  Turks ;  and  to  our  great 
astonishment,  we  one  day  received  at  the 
Foreign  Office  a  despatch  from  Captain 
Cameron  informing  us  that  he  was  enter- 
ing into  formal  and  official  negotiations 
with  the  King.  [Sir  Hugh  Cairns  :  Is 
that  despatch  on  the  Table  ?J  The  reason 
why  the  despatches  of  Consul  Cameron 
have  not  hitherto  been  produced  is  that 
they  contain  passages  which  might  tend 
greatly  to  jeopardize  him.  Consul  Cameron 
wrote  to  say — 

''I  wrote  immediately  (to  the  King^  stating 
that  I  was  deputed  to  present  him  with  oertain 
gifts  and  a  letter  of  introduetion  ;  also  to  discuss 
with  him  regarding  the  future ;  that  when  Mr. 
Plowdeu  was  killed  there  were  two  points  under 
discussion — namely,  one,  a  treaty ;  two,  the  send- 
ing an  embassy  to  England.  I  offered  to  take 
these  up  where  Mr.  Plowden  had  left  them." 

Now,  that  was  altogether  contrary  to  the 
instructions  he  had  received.  So  far  was 
Consul  Cameron  from  being  instructed  to 
propose  an  embassy  to  England  from  the 
King,  that  he  was  distinctly  told  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  entertain 
the  idea  of  a  mission  unless  he  gave  up 
all  idea  of  conquering  the  Turks  and  in- 
vading Turkish  territory.  So  that  Consul 
Cameron  was  not  justified  in  making  such 
a  proposal  to  the  King.  It  appears  that 
the  King,  thinking  that  Consul  Came- 
ron might  induce  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  assist  him  in  exterminating  the 
Hahomedans,  wrote  the  letter  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty which  has  been  quoted  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  It  is  one  of  those  things  you 
do  not  like  to  state  in  a  person's  ab- 
senoei  but  I  have  reasons  to  think  that 


this  letter  was  suggested  by  Consul 
Cameron,  who  wished  to  come  to  this 
country  with  the  embassy.  I  am  quite 
under  that  impression ;  Sir  William  Cogh<* 
Ian  is  also  of  this  opinion,  I  believe,  and 
the  letter  bears  that  construction.  The 
Eong,  after  writing  this  letter,  ordered 
Consul  Cameron  to  leave  Gondar  at  once, 
and  to  go  to  Massowah.  He  had  declared 
from  the  first  that  he  would  not  receive 
a  Consul ;  that  one  of  the  reasons  for  his 
refusal  to  ratify  the  treaty  was,  that  it 
provided  for  the  residence  of  a  Consul  at 
€k)ndar,  and  that  he  knew  that  with 
European  nations  the  appointment  of  a 
Consul  was  only  the  first  step  to  conquer- 
ing a  country.  In  spite  of  this  warning 
Consul  Cameron  remained — most  impru* 
dently  remained — in  the  country.  Shortly 
afterwards  we  received  a  despatch  from 
him  stating  that  he  had  gone  east- 
ward, and  &at  he  was  shut  up  ia  a  kind 
of  sanctuary,  where  he  was  surrounded  by 
rebels,  and  that  he  had  lost  all  his  papers. 
A  few  days  afterwards  we  received  another 
despatch,  stating  that  he  had  got  out  of 
the  sanctuary  and  gone  to  the  Egyptian 
frontier,  and  had  extended  the  protection 
of  the  British  flag  to  the  tribes  on  that 
boundary.  All  this  was  so  contrary  to 
his  instructions  and  so  alarming  that  we 
wrote  out  without  delay  to  desire  him  to 
refrain  from  all  interference  in  Abyssinian 
affairs,  to  confine  himself  to  his  duty  of 
promoting  commercial  relations  with  this 
country,  and  to  return  at  once  to  his  post 
at  Massowah.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  as  to  no  answer  having  been  sent  to 
the  letter  firom  the  King.  I  will  adc  any 
impartial  person — whether  having  Consul 
Cameron  *s  despatches  such  as  I  have  de« 
scribed  them  before  us  —  knowing  that 
that  letter  originated  after  a  distinct  un- 
derstanding  with  the  King  that  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Government  would  not  receive  a 
mission  until  he  had  given  up  all  idea  of 
conquest  upon  Turkey — after  tiie  King  had 
rejected  the  treaty  which  authorized  him 
to  send  a  mission  to  Europe  —  whether, 
under  such  circumstances,  we  were  under 
any  obligation  to  answer  that  letter  at  all  ? 
I  can  only  say  that  even  now,  after  what 
has  passed,  if  the  letter  were  put  into  my 
hands  I  should  say  it  did  not  require  an 
answer.  The  first  letter  of  the  King  had 
been  answered,  and  we  did  not  wish  that 
Consul  Cameron  should  oome  home  with  a 
mission  irom  the  King.  Having  no  wish 
to  answer  that  letter,  we  sent  it  to  the 
India  Office  to  know  wheth^  they  wiafaed 
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to  answer  it,  because,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered, our  relations  with  Abyssinia  have 
been  at  all  times  more  an  Indian  than  an 
Imperial  question.  The  India  Office  had, 
it  appears,  no  wish  to  do  so.  They  did 
not  thi^k  it  necessary  that  a  mission 
should  be  sent  to  this  country,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  get  us  to  go  to  war  with 
Turkey.  What  happened  when  an  answer 
was  sent  to  a  similar  letter  from  the  Xing  ? 
As  I  have  mentioned,  the  King  wrote,  not 
only  to  Her  Majesty,  but  to  the  Emperor 
of  Eussia  and  the  Emperor  of  the  French. 
The  latter  sent  a  civil  answer,  through  hiB 
Minister M.  Drouyn  de  Lhuys,  by  a  Consul, 
M.  Lejean,  stating  that  he  was  very  glad 
to  receive  the  King's  letter,  but  all  that 
the  French  Government  begged  of  the 
King  was  that  he  would  be  more  tolerant 
in  his  dominions,  and  not  oppress  the 
Roman  Catholics.  When  M.  Lejean  pre- 
sented that  letter,  the  King  of  Abyssinia 
said  it  was  signed  by  M.  Drouyn  de 
Lhuys,  of  whom  he  had  no  knowledge, 
and  not  by  the  Emperor.  He  then  quar- 
relled with  the  French  Consul,  threw  him 
into  prison,  and  loaded  him  with  chains 
He  released  him  after  five  or  six  weeks, 
and  then  ignominiously  expelled  him  from 
the  country.  The  day  he  was  expelled 
from  Gondar,  Consul  Cameron  appears  to 
have  asked  him  how  he  liked  the  feel  of 
Abyssinian  chains.  M.  Lejean  replied, 
'*  You  may  be  able  to  judge  yourself  in  a 
day  or  two's  time."  Consul  Cameron,  ac- 
cording to  M.  Lejean,  answered  "  Very 
likely."  One  would  have  thought  that 
after  these  repeated  warnings  he  would 
have  gone  away  with  Consul  Lejean,  in- 
stead of  which  he  remained  in  Gondar, 
almost  inviting  a  similar  fate.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns) 
has  mixed  up  several  facts  and  dates. 
He  wishes  the  House  to  believe  that 
Consul  Cameron  and  the  missionaries 
were  imprisoned  because  no  answer  was 
sent  to  the  King's  letter.  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  two  events  had  nothing  to  do 
with  each  other.  The  missionaries  were 
imprisoned  when  Mr.  Stem  returned  to 
Abyssinia,  and  sometime  before  Consul 
Cameron.  It  is  not  quite  clear  what  took 
place  between  the  King  and  Mr.  Stem, 
but  the  latter  was  directed  to  leave  the 
country.  He  did  not  go,  and  at  a  subse- 
quent interview  the  King  said  Mr.  Stem 
was  not  to  blame  because  he  did  not  know 
the  customs  of  the  country  which  made 
it  necessary  that  the  King's  orders  should 
be  immediately  obeyed,  but  that  his  ser- 
Mr,  Layard 


vants  were  to  blame  because  they  did. 
He  then  ordered  them  to  be  so  severely 
bastinadoed  that  they  both  died  dnring 
the  night.  While  they  were  undergoing 
their  punishment,  Mr.  Stem,  horrified  at 
the  sight,  bit  his  thumb.  The  King  pe^ 
ceived  this  gesture,  which  in  Abyssinia  is 
supposed  to  infer  an  insult  and  a  threat 
He  had  Mr.  Stem  beaten,  and  his  books 
and  papers  were  seized.  The  book  which 
he  had  written  and  these  papers  were 
translated  for  the  King  by  some  Europeans, 
who  appear  to  have  borne  no  goodwill  to 
Mr.  Stem.  Amongst  other  things.  Mr. 
Stem  had  stated  that  the  Queen's  mo^er 
had  at  one  time  of  her  life  sold  in  the 
streets  a  bitter  medicine  much  used  in 
Abyssinia.  The  King  was  exceedingly 
angry,  and  Mr.  Rosenthars  papers  hay- 
ing also  been  seized,  both  were  thrown 
into  prison.  He  next  called  a  Court  of 
all  the  Europeans  at  Gondar  to  judge 
Messrs.  Stem  and  Rosenthal.  The  Court 
condemned  them  both  to  death,  but  recom- 
mended them  to  mercy ;  the  reason  given 
by  the  Europeans  being  that  if  they  had 
not  condemned  the  prisoners  to  death 
they  (the  prisoners)  would  certainly  ha?e 
incurred  that  fate,  whereas  by  condemn- 
ing them  and  recommending  them  to 
mercy  they  hoped  that  the  prisoners 
would  escape  death.  It  appears  that 
they  were  right.  Messrs.  Stem  and 
Rosenthal  were  condemned  to  perpetnal 
imprisonment  on  the  finding  of  the  Eu- 
ropean Court.  But  to  return  to  Consnl 
Cameron.  Not  only  had  he  got  into 
trouble  with  the  Abyssinians,  but  he  had 
actually  got  into  trouble  with  the  Turb 
also,  for  he  wrote  to  us  to  say  that  ao 
angry  were  the  Turks  at  his  interference 
at  Bogos  that  he  should  not  be  surprised 
if  they  had  another  "  massacre  of  Je^* 
dab,"  that  massacre  having  taken  place 
shortly  before.  It  appearis  that  Consul 
Cameron  went  soon  afterwards  to  Tigri 
and  he  wrote  on  the  31st  of  March  to  say 
that  the  King  had  stated  that  if  any- 
thing happened  to  him  he  would  reduoe 
Tigr6  to  a  desert,  and  he  added  that  the 
King  would  have  kept  his  word.  Thui 
perhaps  tens  of  thousands  of  innocent 
persons  might  have  been  slaughtered  be- 
cause of  the  indiscretion  of  one  English- 
man. Could  the  Government  do  other- 
wise than  tell  Consul  Cameron  to  go  beck 
immediately  to  his  post  at  Massowah,  and 
can  blame  be  attached  to  them  if  ih^ 
despatches  to  that  effect  were  intercepted 
by  the  King,  and  made  an  additional 
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cause  of  grievance,  as  it  is  asserted,  against 
the  British  Government  ?  I  now  come  to 
the  imprisonment  of  Consul  Cameron.  Dr. 
Beke,  who  cannot  be  suspected  of  being 
anxious  to  exonerate  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vern ment,  has  published  a  letter  in  which 
he  says  that  the  Emperor  Theodore's  ill 
treatment  of  Consul  Cameron  was  caused  by 
the  altered  policy  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  relations  between  Abyssinia 
and  Egypt,  and  that  he  (the  Emperor) hoped 
to  induce  Her  Majesty's  Government,  by 
holding  our  Consul  and  British  subjects  in 
captivity,  to  retrace  its  steps,  and  con- 
tinue to  afford  him  material  aid  against 
his  enemies.  M  Lejean,  moreover,  posi- 
tively declares  that  the  imprisonment  of 
Consul  Cameron  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  n on- receipt  of  an  answer  by  the  King 
to  his  letter  to  the  Queen.  When  we  first 
received  the  news  of  the  Consul's  im- 
prisonment, we  consulted  Sir  William 
Coghlan,  a  gentleman  of  great  experience 
of  the  East,  and  long  British  Eesident  or 
Governor  at  Aden,  but  who  is  now  living 
in  England.  He  knows  a  great  deal  of 
Abyssinian  affairs,  and  he  agreed  with  us 
in  thinking  that  the  first  thing  to  be  done 
was  to  endeavour  to  obtain  the  liberation 
of  Captain  Cameron,  by  sending  a  letter 
from  the  Queen  to  King  Theodore,  and 
to  intrust  that  letter  to  Mr.  Rassam. 
Mr.  Rassam's  character  and  position  have 
been  much  misunderstood.  Mr.  Eassam's 
brother  has  for  a  long  time  been  British 
Vice  Consul  at  Mossul.  Although  a  Chal- 
dean Christian,  and  a  native  of  Mossul, 
he  was  brought  up  in  this  country,  was 
educated  at  Oxford,  and  in  every  respect 
— manners,  dress,  and  appearance — is  like 
an  English  gentleman.  He  was  with  me 
during  the  whole  of  my  explorations  in 
Assyria,  and  without  Mr.  Eassam's  assis* 
tance  this  country  would  not,  perhaps, 
now  be  in  possession  of  that  valuable 
collection  of  Assyrian  antiquities  which 
are  deposited  in  the  British  Museum. 
Mr.  Kassam  was  at  first  sent  to  Aden  in 
a  very  subordinate  position,  but,  by  his 
ability  and  attention  to  his  duties,  he 
raised  himself  to  be  Assistant  Eesident  or 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  Aden,  was  made 
an  English  magistrate,  and  the  country 
round  about  Aden,  which  before  was  almost 
inaccessible  to  Europeans,  was  reduced  by 
him  to  perfect  peace.  What  does  Sir 
William  Coghlan  say  of  Mr.  Eassam? 
He  says — 

"  Mr.  Rassam's  antecedents,  his  status,  and  his 
qualiiioaiioaB  are  ^reaUy  miatmderstood  and  mis- 


represented by  a  portion  of  the  press  of  this 
oonntry.  He  has  been  yariously  styled  Levantine, 
Greek,  obscure  Armenian,  Turkish  subject,  non- 
desoriftt,  dK>.  In  answer  to  these  assertions  it  ii 
but  just  to  a  very  deserving  public  servant  to  say 
what  Mr.  Rassam  really  is.  He  was  born  at 
Mossul,  of  Christian  parents  (his  brother  is  Bri- 
tish Vice  Consul  there),  he  received  his  education 
in  England,  he  is  a  gentleman  in  manners  and 
conduct,  and  his  qualifications  for  the  peculiar 
line  in  which  he  has  been  employed  during  the 
last  ten  years  cannot  be  surpassed.  I  speak  with 
confidence  on  this  point,  for  Mr.  Rassam  was  my 
assistant  at  Aden  during  many  years  of  trouble ; 
a  part  of  that  time  he  held  charge  of  our  political 
relations  at  Muscat,  and  acquitted  himself  to  the 
entire  approval  of  the  Government  which  placed 
him  there.  In  short,  Mr.  Rassam's  whole  pre- 
vious career  well  justified  the  expectation  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  entertained  in  ap- 
pointing him  to  the  delicate  and  difficult  mission 
on  which  he  is  now  employed.  The  disappoint- 
ment of  that  expectation  is  not  attributable  to 
any  fault  of  his." 

That  is  the  opinion  of  Sir  William 
Coghlan  in  a  letter  addressed  to  me,  which 
he  has  authorized  me  to  read  to  the 
House.  A  letter  has  been  written  to  The 
Times,  by  a  great  authority  on  such  mat- 
ters. Sir  Gardner  Wilkiusou,  stating  that 
we  ought  to  have  consulted  the  Coptic 
Patriarch.  We  have  not  omitted  to  do 
this,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  there 
are  great  differences  between  the  Abys- 
sinian Patriarch  and  the  Coptic  Patriarch, 
and  there  is  great  doubt  whether  the  assis- 
tance of  the  latter  would  have  been  of 
any  avail,  or  whether  any  interference  on 
his  part  might  not  have  had  a  prejudicial 
effect.  But  we  did  get  letters  from  him 
for  Mr.  Kassam  for  the  chief  Bishop  of 
Abyssinia.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  we  ought  to  have  sent  a  great  mission, 
with  Sir  William  Coghlan  at  its  head. 
But  suppose  we  had  sent  a  great  mission, 
and  it  had  shared  the  fate  of  Consul 
Cameron  and  the  missionaries,  what  could 
we  have  done  ?  On  arriving  at  Massowah 
Mr.  Rassam  wrote  to  King  Theodore  to 
tell  him  that  he  was  the  bearer  of  a  letter 
from  the  Queen,  and  that  if  he  sent  him 
a  proper  escort  he  would  go  up  to  him. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh 
Cairns)  has  stated,  on  the  authority  of  Sir 
William  Coghlan,  that  Mr.  Rassam  being 
an  Eastern  was  not  a  proper  person  to  be 
sent  to  King  Theodore.  But  such  is  cer- 
tainly not  the  case.  The  King  had  no 
reason  to  know  that  Mr.  Eassam  was  any- 
thing but  an  English  gentleman,  which  he 
is  in  every  respect,  and  a  proper  person, 
from  his  rank  and  station  at  Aden,  to  be 
sent  on  this  mission.  It  was  said  that  the 
Emperor  was  displeased   at  the  small- 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


10  U     Imprisonment  of  British 

pees  of  Mr.  Eassam'B  mission.  But  the 
mission  did  not  consist  of  Mr.  Bassam 
alone;  lie  was  accompanied  by  a  me- 
dical man  and  other  gentlemen,  and  had 
with  him  a  small  Tessel  of  war.  So  far 
from  the  Emperor  having  been  displeased 
by  the  smallness  of  the  mission,  I  have 
reason  to  bdieve  that  he  was  frightened 
by  the  vessel  of  war.  The  only  explana- 
tion that  I  can  give  of  the  delay  which  has 
taken  place  in  Mr.  Bassam's  departure  for 
the  interior,  and  the  refusal  of  the  King 
to  answer  the  letters  which  have  been 
written  to  him,  and  to  give  Mr.  Bassam 
permission  to  visit  his  court  and  a  safe 
conduct,  is  this — During  the  last  two 
years  the  King  has  been  waging  war  against 
his  subjects, .  there  has  been  an  cdmost 
general  rebellion  in  the  country,  his  capital 
is  at  the  present  moment  in  the  hands  of 
the  rebels,  his  power  is  greatly  reduced, 
and  his  communications  with  the  coast  are 
cut  off.    Mr.  Bassam's  messengers  had  the 

Seatest  difficulty  in  getting  through,  and 
r.  Bassam  is  of  opinion  that  the  King 
would  not  invite  him  to  go  up,  because 
he  would  then  see  the  state  of  the 
country,  and  might  perhaps  fall  into  the 
hands  of  the  insurgents.  It  was  not  until 
Sir  William  Coghlan  found  that  Mr. 
Bassam  could  not  go  up  to  Oondar,  that 
he  advised  that  a  great  mission  should  he 
sent,  and  he  offered  to  go  himself.  Now, 
we  have  consulted  Sir  William  Coghlan 
during  the  whole  of  these  proceedings,  but 
we  could  not  agree  with  him  on  that  point. 
After  all  the  responsibility  lies  with  us, 
and  not  with  him.  Suppose  Sir  William 
and  his  suite  had  been  thrown  into  prison 
and  ill-treated  by  the  King,  what  would 
have  been  our  position  ?  We  know  that 
Consul  Cameron  and  the  missionaries  have 
only  themselves  to  blame;  but  if  we  sent  up 
Sir  William  Coghlan  with  a  large  mission, 
and  they  had  been  imprisoned,  the  blame 
would  have  been  entirely  ours.  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  I  have  it  on  the 
highest  authority — an  authority  which  for 
various  reasons  I  can  not  now  name — that 
if  we  had  sent  up  such  a  mission  its  members 
would  have  been  thrown  into  prison ;  and 
the  reason  has  been  rightly  given  by  Dr. 
Beke— namely,  that  the  "Kipg  thinks  he 
can  coerce  us  by  holding  our  agents  as 
captives  into  giving  him  assistance  against 
the  Turks.  If  he  had  thrown  Sir  William 
Coghlan  and  his  suite  into  prison,  would 
you  have  gone  to  war  with  the  King? 
!Remem*ber  that  there  is  no  sea-board,  and 
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most  unhealthy  and  inhospitable  pbdns,  to 
scale  lofty  mountains  before  they  could 
reach  Abyssinia — to  do  what  ?  To  avenge 
the  imprisonment  of  a  mission  we  had  our* 
selves  sent  in  spite  of  the  warning  we  had 
received,  and  thereby  sacrificing  a  large 
number  of  valuable  British  lives.  If  we 
had  done  so  you  would  have  justly  con- 
demned Her  Majesty's  Government.  It 
appears,  therefore,  to  me  that  the  meet 
prudent  course  was  to  decline  to  accept 
Sir  William  Coghlan's  proposaL  Sir  Wil- 
liam Coghlan  is  not  responsible  for  the 
results,  but  we  are.  We  had  a  great  many 
other  proposals;  among  others,  that  of  Dr. 
Beke,  who  proposed  to  go  to  the  King  to 
preach  to  him  on  the  advantages  of  free 
trade  and  to  tell  him  what  valuable  coal 
and  iron  mines  he  possessed.  But  assuredly 
that  is  not  the  kind  of  lesson  to  teach 
King  Theodore.  Propositions  of  this  kind 
are  all  very  well  coming  from  irresponsible 
persons,  but  her  Majesty's  Government 
are  responsible,  and  if  Sir  William  Coghlan 
or  Dr.  Beke  had  been  thrown  into  prison 
would  be  held  responsible  for  having  ex- 
posed them  to  it.  The  hen.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  has  spoken 
of  such  an  event  as  the  imprisonment  of  a 
British  subject  as  if  it  were  a  thing  quite 
unheard  of.  But  we  had  a  similar  case 
not  so  long  ago.  The  House  will  remem- 
ber the  case  of  Colonel  Stoddart  and  Cap- 
tain Connolly,  who,  sent  on  a  political 
mission,  were  imprisoned  and  put  to  death 
by  the  King  of  Bokhara.  Did  we  send 
an  army  to  the  centre  of  Asia  to  avenge 
their  death,  or  even  a  special  mission  to 
the  tyrant  who  had  caused  it }  In  this 
case  Consul  Cameron  exceeded  his  in- 
structions; he  might  have  left  the 
country,  but  he  mixed  himself  up  with 
its  affairs.  At  this  moment  it  is  impos- 
sible  to  say  why  he  is  imprisoned;  but 
any  one  who  reads  the  papers  that  have 
been  laid  upon  the  table  will  see  that  no 
one  is  to  blame  for  what  has  happened 
but  himself.  All  I  can  say,  in  conclusion, 
is,  that  everything  which  can  in  prudence 
be  done  for  his  release  and  that  of  the 
missionaries  will  be  done.  We  had  re- 
ceived intelligence  up  to  the  end  of  May 
from  them,  and,  though  still  in  captivity, 
they  are  in  good  health,  and,  as  for  as 
Captain  Cameron  is  concerned,  he  is  in 
good  spirits.  I  trust  that  in  a  short  time 
we  shall  hear  good  tidings.  I  have  now 
made  my  statement  respecting  the  case, 
and  after  this  statement  I  hope  it  will 


that  you  would  have  to  send  an  army  across  |  appear  to  the  House  that  the  Government 
Mr.  Zayard 


Digitized  by 


Google 


iOia        IfnpruaniMnt  of  British     [JmrBSO^lSeS]      SvijsckinAhifsHnia.      lOH 


are  not  to  blame,  but  that  up  to  this  time 
ihey  have  done  all  that  they  could  do. 
The  only  reason  for  not  makmg  this  toU 
statement  before  was  lest  it  might  prove 
prejudicial  to  those  for  whom  we  all  feel 
■0  deeply  concerned. 

Sib  HUGH  CAIRNS:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  lay  upon  the  table  the  docu- 
ments from  which  he  has  quoted  ? 

Mb.  LAYARD:  Yes. 

Mb.  LIDDELL:  Sir,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary,  in  the  opening 
of  his  remarks,  threw  on  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  Hugh  Cairns)  the  re- 
sponsibility of  any  consequences  that  might 
arise  from  this  discussion.  I  trust  those 
consequences  will  not  be  serious,  but^  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  if  responsi- 
bility rests  on  this  side  of  the  House  for 
inquiring  into  the  fate  of  imprisoned 
British  subjects,  a  much  greater  responsi- 
bility attaches  to  the  words  and  expres- 
sions of  the  Government  on  this  occasion. 
Regarding  this  as  a  delicate  matter,  in 
which  we  are  engaged  in  delicate  negotia- 
tions with  an  irascible  Soyereign,  who  has 
irresistible  power  over  the  captives,  I 
think  it  would  have  been  more  prudent 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  indulged 
in  such  terms  as  ''puppet  King"  and 
similar  expressions  of  that  kind. 

Mb.  LAYARD:  The  expression  was 
not  applied  to  the  Emperor  Theodore,  but 
to  the  supposed  Emperor  of  Abyssinia. 

Mb.  LIDDELL:  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  have  been  more  dis- 
criminating in  his  expressions  considering 
the  consequences  that  might  ensue  to  the 
persons  imprisoned.  But,  Sir,  I  have 
heard  with  the  greatest  satisfaction  the 
altered  tone  of  my  hon.  Friend  opposite 
(Mr.  Layard),  from  which  I  think  we 
may  derive  an  instructive  lesson.  The 
House  is  in  the  habit  of  hearing  many 
discussions  on  Oriental  matters,  but  the 
Foreign  Office  is  now,  it  appears,  im- 
pressed with  the  expediency  of  a  non- 
interfering,  a  non- meddling,  policy  with 
respect  to  these  semi-civilized  Sovereigns. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  Sovereign 
of  Abyssinia  must  have  heard  of  our  policy 
in  China  and  Japan,  and  that  those  feel- 
ings of  jealousy  have  been  excited  by  the 
past  history  of  our  conduct  with  regard  to 
China.  The  Sovereign  has  had  the  greatest 
objection  to  an  English  envoy  obtaining 
entrance  to  his  capital.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  the  beginning  of  these  trans- 
actions was  coincident  with  an  attempt — 
happily  frustrated — ^for  the  eatablishment 


of  an  English  naval  officer  in  a  high  posi- 
tion in  China  for  the  purpose  of  inter* 
meddling  in  the  affairs  of  that  country 
and  wresting  power  from  the  hands  of  the 
proper  authorities.  I  hope  and  believe 
that  after  to-night  this  description  of  policy 
will  no  longer  be  pursued  with  Oriental 
Sovereigns  and  semi-civilized  nations.  But 
we  have  other  warnings.  How  is  it  that 
a  person  distinguidied  only  as  a  military 
officer  is  chosen  to  fill  the  office  of  Consul  ? 
It  may  have  been  a  proper  reward  for 
services,  but  the  selection  is  evidently  un* 
fit.  The  responsibility  of  such  appoint- 
ments rests  with  the  Government,  and 
I  trust  that  for  the  future  persons  better 
qualified  will  be  chosen.  It  is  perfectly 
evident  that  the  matter  must  rest  with 
the  Government,  and  possibly  the  less  said 
on  the  subject  the  better.  I  hope  that  our 
fellow-countrymen  will  be  rescued  from  the 
position  of  danger  and  peril  in  which  they 
are  placed,  and  that  in  this  respect  the 
efforts  of  the  Foreign  Office  may  be  crowned 
with  success. 

Mb.  henry  SEYMOUR  said,  that 
Consul  Cameron  had  been  a  long  time  in 
the  Consular  service  on  the  east  coast  of  the 
Black  Sea,  had  acquired  great  influence  in 
that  part  of  the  country,  and  had  shown 
himself  well  fitted  to  deal  with  half  civi- 
lized tribes.  He  was  not  aware  that  he  was 
a  captain  in  Her  Majesty's  service,  though 
he  had  been  a  volunteer  in  the  defence  of 
Kars.  He  thought  his  appointment  as 
Consul  a  proper  one.  As  a  friend  of  that 
gentleman  he  protested  against  the  course 
taken  in  quoting  from  despatches  which 
had  not  been  laid  upon  the  table,  reflecting 
upon  Mr.  Cameron.  That  was  a  most  un- 
usual practice,  and  his  hon.  Friend  was 
not  justified  in  resorting  to  it.  As  it  was, 
Mr.  Cameron  would  run  the  risk  of  being 
condemned  on  the  faith  of  his  hon.  Friend's 
speech,  but  the  House  would  do  well  to 
suspend  its  judgment  until  the  despatches 
were  laid  upon  the  table,  and  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  judge  for  themselves.  Mr. 
Cameron  was  sent  out  to  Abyssinia  in 
1861,  his  instructions  being  to  make  Mas- 
sowah  his  headquarters,  and  obtain  a  know- 
ledge of  the  political  state  of  Abyssinia. 
T^ow,  if  a  gentleman  was  not  to  travel  in 
the  interior  how  could  he  make  himself 
acquainted  with  the  political  state  of  the 
country  ?  and  if  he  was  instructed  to  make 
Massowah  his  headquarters,  did  this  not 
mean  that  he  should  travel  elsewhere? 
His  instructions  really  authorized  him  to 
go  to  the  oapitali  Qondah,  and  the  only 
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charge  made  against  him  was  that  he  stayed 
there  too  loDg ;  but  no  despatch  had  been 
received  by  him  telling  him  to  return.  Mr. 
Cameron's  despatches  ought  to  be  produced 
unmutilated,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  that 
they  would  be  laid  on  the  table.  The 
Consul  was  found  fault  with  for  endea- 
vouring to  make  a  treaty  with  King  Theo- 
dore and  for  encouraging  the  King  to  send 
an  embassy  to  Europe,  because  it  was  sup- 
posed that  he  woidd  ask  our  help  in  a 
war  against  Turkey.  As  to  the  treaty, 
it  was  difficult  to  understand  why  Mr. 
Cameron  should  be  blamed  for  trying  to 
do  that  which  his  predecessor  had  tried  to 
do.  With  regard  to  the  proposed  em- 
bassy, the  Under  Secretary  had  spoken 
with  a  strong  animus ;  but  what  had  we 
to  do  with  the  question  whether  King 
Theodore  was  or  was  not  at  war  with 
Turkey  ?  It  was  only  right  to  have  heard 
what  the  King  had  to  say  on  this  subject 
before  refusing  his  embassy.  But,  besides 
this,  such  a  refusal  was  a  piece  of  bad 
policy  in  treating  with  a  country  with 
which  we  had  been  on  friendly  terms.  In 
the  case  of  such  a  country  as  Abyssinia,  an 
embassy  to  England  encouraged  friendly 
intercourse,  and  did  great  good ;  and  the 
grounds  alleged  for  refusing  this  embassy 
were  wholly  insufficient.  He  thought  that 
good  would  have  resulted  from  an  embassy 
from  Abyssinia.  Merchants  of  eminence 
had  assured  him  that  advantages  arose 
from  the  Japanese  embassy,  and  he  could 
not  understand  why  this  embassy  from 
King  Theodore  had  been  refused.  Then, 
no  good  reason  had  been  shown  for  not 
answering  King  Theodore's  letter,  which 
was  a  most  civil  one.  The  Emperor  of 
the  French  had  been  more  polite,  and  it 
would  have  been  quite  possible  for  us  to 
have  sent  an  answer,  giving  King  Theo- 
dore to  understand  that  we  were  the 
friends  of  all  nations,  and  that  our  wish 
was  to  cultivate  commercial  relations  with 
his  people.  As  to  Mr.  Itassam,  he  (Mr. 
H.  Seymour)  knew  that  gentleman,  and 
had  the  highest  opinion  of  him;  but  it 
was  natural  that  when  the  King  was  at 
war  with  Turkey,  he  should  be  prejudiced 
against  an  Envoy  from  the  English  Go- 
vernment who  was  not  a  British  subject, 
but  a  native  of  the  country  with  which 
the  King  was  at  war.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, the  selection  of  Mr.  Kassam  an  un- 
fortunate one.  He  should  like  to  know 
the  course  the  Government  intended  to 
pursue  with  regard  to  Captain  Cameron. 
Sid  they  intend  to  leave  bun  in  exile  for 
Mr.  JImry  Sejffwmr 


an  indefinite  period  because  it  was  rap- 
posed  he  had  misunderstood  his  instnio- 
tions?  Such  a  course  would  be  rather 
severe.  Nor  did  he  understand  from  his 
hon.  Friend  that  any  attempts  had  been 
made  to  penetrate  Abyssinia  through 
Egypt.  He  should  like  to  hear  what  steps 
the  Government  intended  to  take  on  the 
question. 

THE  DTCE  SOMBRE  CASE. 
OBSSBVATIOKB. 

Mb.  HENNE88T  said,  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
Charles  Wood)  which  amounted,  in  his 
opinion,  to  a  denial  of  justice,  and  an 
attempt  to  overrule  the  prerogative  of  the 
Crown  as  exercised  by  the  Queen  in 
Council.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
unable  to  be  present  to-night  from  illness, 
but  he  understood  that  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral would  represent  him.  The  subject 
to  which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  involved  a  great  delay  of 
justice,  and  it  concerned  the  property  of 
the  Begum  Somroo.  She  had  always  been 
a  faithful  friend  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment,  but  on  her  death,  in  1 836,  her  estates 
were  seized,  and  up  to  this  time  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  had  prevented  the  dis- 
pute which  arose  in  consequence  of  that 
seizure  being  brought  to  a  termination  in 
the  courts  of  law.  To  show  the  character 
of  that  lady,  he  need  only  refer  to  a  letter 
from  Lord  William  Bentinck,  written  to 
her  the  day  before  he  left  India,  in  which 
he  spoke  in  the  warmest  terms  of  her 
charitable  and  benevolent  disposition,  and 
expressed  a  wish  that  she  might  long  be 
spared  to  be  a  solace  to  the  unfortunate.  At 
her  death,  a  large  portion  of  her  estates 
was  seized  by  the  British  Government 
They  seized  her  papers  also,  and  to  this 
day  had  refused  to  give  them  up  or  allow 
copies  to  be  taken  of  them.  Mr.  Dyoe 
Sombre,  her  adopted  son  and  her  heir,  who 
had  received  this  property  partly  by  deed 
of  gift  and  partly  by  will,  protested  against 
this  seizure,  and  furnished  the  Government 
with  copies  of  the  engagement  between 
the  Begum  in  1805  and  Lord  Wellealey, 
and  of  other  documents  which  showed  that 
the  property  was  his.  Some  delay  oc- 
curred at  the  time.  The  matter  wtf 
brought  before  the  Home  Government  and 
the  Court  of  Directors,  and  at  length  the 
Court  of  Directors  decided  that  they  were 
the  owners  of  this  property  and  refused  to 
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gire  it  up.  Mr.  Dyce  Sombre  left  untried 
no  means  of  obtuning  reetitution,  and 
when  he  became  insane,  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, acting  on  his  behalf,  instructed  his 
solicitors  in  Calcutta  to  take  the  necessary 
proceedings  against  the  British  GoTem- 
ment.  This  was  in  the  autumn  of  1847. 
When  he  died,  the  Government  denied  the 
rights  of  those  who  succeeded  him,  but 
that  was  got  oyer,  and  the  heirs-at-law  of 
Mr.  Dyce  Sombre  went  on  with  the  pro- 
ceedings against  the  Govemment.  Eut, 
though  twenty-nine  years  had  elapsed 
since  the  seizure  was  made,  the  case  was 
still  even  unheard.  This  long  delay  was 
explained  by  the  fact  that  the  Government 
in  India  was  accustomed  to  interfere  with 
and  control  the  highest  Judges  in  India, 
in  a  manner  which  would  not  be  tolerated 
here  in  the  case  of  the  meanest  magistrate. 
They  even  selected  Judges  to  try  the  cases 
in  which  they  themselves  were  interested. 
The  proceedings  in  this  case  furnished 
ample  illustration  of  this  kind  of  miscon- 
duct. When,  after  many  difficulties  in- 
terposed by  the  Government,  it  appeared 
that  the  case  was  at  length  about  to  be 
brought  to  trial,  they  adopted,  in  the  first 
instance,  the  manoeuvre  of  selecting  the 
Judge  who  was  to  try  it,  and  selected  not 
the  Judge  who  in  ordinary  course  ought  to 
have  tried  it.  On  the  13th  of  October, 
1863,  a  telegram  was  sent  by  the  Secre- 
tary at  Bengal  to  the  Commissioner  at 
Delhi  to  this  effect — 

**  The  Supreme  GoTernment  hare  deputed  Mr. 
Moorfield  to  conduct  the  Dyce  Sombre  case.  You 
are  to  instruct  Mr.  Thornton  to  try  it." 

Mr.  Thornton  was  at  that  time  the  Judge 
of  the  Small  Causes  Court  at  Delhi.  And 
he  was  not  the  regular  Judge  who  ought 
to  have  tried  it  The  person  who  ought 
to  have  tried  it  was  Mr.  Cooper,  C.B.,  the 
Deputy  Commissioner  at  Delhi,  an  eminent 
man  among  the  Judges,  and  an  officer  of 
nearly  seventeen  years'  standing ;  but  the 
Government  had  ascertained  that  Mr. 
Cooper  had  already  expressed  an  opinion 
on  the  merits  of  their  case,  to  the  effect 
that  they  had  no  case  at  all,  and  that  re- 
stitution of  the  property  ought  to  be  made. 
The  3rd  of  November  was  fixed  by  Mr. 
Thornton  for  the  trial  of  the  case,  but  sub- 
sequently, being  importuned  by  the  Go- 
Ternment,  he  postponed  the  hearing  until 
the  2nd  of  January,  1864.  He  also  called 
on  the  plaintiffs  to  produce  the  documen- 
tary evidence  which  they  wished  to  suppljr, 
and  ordered  them  to  file  fresh  plaints  in 
the  case.    Their  plaints,  in  fact,  had  been 


filed  seventeen  years  before,  and  the  ex* 
traordinary  ground  assigned  for  the  order 
was  Uiat  the  former  plaints  had  been  lost 
while  in  the  custody  of  the  Court.  The 
plaintiff  lost  no  time  in  filing  fresh  plaints. 
The  pleas  put  in  by  the  Government  filed 
on  the  4th  of  September,  1848,  were  partly 
objections  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Court, 
and  also  that  the  Statute  of  Limitations 
ran  against  the  heirs  of  Dyce  Sombre,  and 
that  the  Court  on  that  account  could  not 
try  the  case.  They  also  pleaded  that  as 
the  case  had  occurred  in  a  certain  district 
it  ought  to  be  tried  there.  The  Govern- 
ment also  pleaded  that,  twelve  years  having 
elapsed  since  the  seizure,  the  question 
coidd  not  be  tried  at  all.  The  courts  in 
India  decided  against  the  Government  on 
the  question  of  jurisdiction,  but  on  the 
plea  of  time  gave  a  decision  in  favour  of 
the  Government.  Upon  appeal,  the  Judicial 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  decided 
against  the  Government  on  the  question 
of  time,  aud  the  whole  matter  was  re- 
mitted back  to  the  courts  in  India,  to  pro- 
ceed in  the  suit.  He  had  mentioned  the 
fact  that  delays  were  opposed  to  the  pro- 
gress of  the  suit  by  the  conduct  of  the 
Judge  selected  in  India  ;  but  he  did  not 
blame  the  Judge  in  any  degree  so  much 
as  Her  Majesty's  Government,  because  he 
found  the  Government  over  and  over  again 
asking  for  time,  first  for  one  period  of 
six  months,  and  then  for  another  period 
of  six  months.  In  1859  a  memorial  was 
presented  to  the  Secretary  of  State  praying 
him  to  cause  the  case  to  be  decided  under 
a  certain  clause  in  the  India  Act  in  this 
country  ;  but  that  request  was  denied. 
Arbitration  was  proposed  by  the  plaintiff, 
but  refused  by  the  Secretary  of  State  be- 
cause the  papers  were  not  in  this  country, 
but  in  India.  But  what  took  place  in 
India  ?  When  the  suit  went  on  there,  the 
Government  made  an  application  to  the 
Court  for  six  months'  delay,  on  the  ground 
that  the  papers  were  in  England.  He  was 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Judge  of  their  own 
selection  decided  in  their  favour,  and  when 
Mr.  Thornton,  who  had  decided  three  or 
four  times  in  favour  of  the  Government 
on  questions  of  delay,  was  promoted,  no- 
body was  surprised.  On  the  8th  of  Octo- 
ber the  case  came  before  a  new  Judge — 
Captain  M'Mahon — and  the  counsel  acting 
for  the  Government  was  the  Judge  who 
had  replaced  Mr.  Thornton  in  the  Small 
Cause  Court,  and  he  applied  for  a  further 
adjournment  of  six  months,  because  the 
documents  wanted  from  England  had  not 
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yet  arriyed.  However,  the  Judge  would 
only  grant  a  postponement  from  October 
to  Deoember.  The  Government  then  ap- 
pealed agaiBst  that  decision  to  a  Court 
which,  1^  was  informed,  had  no  proper 
jurisdiction  in  the  matter,  and,  up  to  tke 
present  moment,  no  decision  had  been 
given,  so  that,  bj  lapse  of  time,  the  Qo- 
vernment  had  obtained  a  greater  delay  than 
they  at  first  applied  for.  The  case  was  sub- 
sequently brought  before  another  Judge-— 
Mr.  !Nisbett— selected  by  the  Government, 
instead  of  before  Colonel  Hamilton,  the 
Commiasioner  at  Delhi,  a  gentleman  of 
great  experience,  because  that  gallant 
gentleman  had  been  consulted  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  had  frankly  given  an  opi- 
nion against  them.  Therefore,  for  the 
second  time,  the  (Government  adopted  a 
course  disgraceful  to  themselves  and  de- 
strudtiFe  of  the  fair  oourse  of  justice,  and 
placed  the  case  before  an  inferior  Judge  of 
their  own  selection.  He  had  carefully 
abstained  from  going  into  the  merits  of 
the  case,  but  he  called  on  the  Government, 
if  they  had  any  r^ard  for  their  own 
character  and  the  due  course  of  justice,  to 
give  up  their  technicalities  and  to  insist 
on  this  case  being  tried  on  its  merits.  It 
might  be  urged  that  the  Queen  in  Council 
had  already  ordered  the  matter  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with,  but  the  last  plea  put  in  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and  filed 
on  the  27th  of  April,  1865,  set  forth  that 
the  matters  mentioned  in  the  plaint  were 
things  done  by  the  Government  of  India 
in  their  political  capacity  and  as  matters 
of  State  policy,  and  therefore  the  Court 
had  no  jurisdiction  with  regard  to  them. 
"No  doubt  the  Secretary  of  State  had  great 
power  and  influence,  but  he  very  much 
questioned  whether  the  suit  could  be 
stopped  in  that  way,  seeing  that  the  Queen 
in  Council  had  ordered  it  to  be  proceeded 
with.  He  thought  that  a  matter  like  this 
might  fEurly  be  brought  before  the  House, 
and  he  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
re*  consider  his  policy,  and  to  direct  the 
suit  to  be  carried  on  with  all  possible  dis- 
patch. 

Thb  attorney  general  said,  he 
should  be  unable  to  give  more  than  a 
general  reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  there  were  many  things 
which  no  one  but  the  Secretary  for  India 
could  deal  with.  He  could  <Hily  deal  with 
general  principles  and  the  facts  with  which 
he  was  acquainted.  He  must,  however, 
in  the  first  instance,  protest  against  any 
attempt  to  induce  that  Houae  to  prommnce 


an  opinion  upon  matters  still  in  progress 
of  litigation,  especially  when  the  state- 
ments upon  which  it  was  asked  to  decide 
were  $x  parU^  and  made  only  in  the  inte- 
rest of  one  party.  Nothing  could  be.  more 
inconvenient  than  for  the  House  to  enter 
into  such  discussions  of  pending  suits 
upon  the  invitation  of  any  one  party  to 
the  suit  who  could  find  an  hon.  Memba 
to  introduce  the  subject.  It  was  totally 
impossible  that  under  such  circumstances 
the  real  facts  could  be  known,  and  there- 
fore it  was  simply  an  attempt  to  prepoasess 
the  minds  of  the  House  with  ideas  that 
might  turn  out  to  be  utterly  fallacious. 
He  was  not  altogether  unacquainted  witii 
the  facts  of  this  case,  because  he  had  been 
counsel  for  the  plaintiff  in  the  successful 
appeal  before  the  Privy  Council  in  1 858. 
The  £acts  were  briefly  these.  The  Bc^m 
had  been  a  feudatory  of  a  Native  Prino^ 
and  was  allowed  to  retain  her  territory 
when  the  East  India  Company  obtained 
possession  of  the  country.  Upon  her 
death  the  Company  took  possession  of  that 
particular  district  of  land,  and  of  certain 
arms  which  they  alleged  to  be  puUio 
property,  vested  in  her  only  as  an  in- 
cident of  her  feudal  government,  but 
the  title  to  which  on  her  death  became 
extinct.  A  length  of  time  elapsed  before 
the  question  of  right  was  raised,  and  for 
that  delay  the  Indian  Government  were 
not  responsible.  At  last  two  suits  were 
instituted,  one  for  the  land  and  another 
for  the  arms,  which  were  met^  in  the 
flrst  instance,  by  the  objection  (iiat  they 
were  barred  by  the  lapse  of  time — 
twelye  years  having  passed  over.  The 
decision  of  the  Court  in  India  upon  that 
point  was  against  the  plaintiff,  who  then 
i^pealed  to  the  Privy  Council;  but,  in- 
st^Bul  of  prosecuting  the  appeal  with 
diligence,  it  was  not  until  1858  that  it  was 
heard,  twenty  years  after  the  death  of  the 
Begum.  The  Privy  Council,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  insanity  of 
Mr.  Dyce  Sombre  during  a  portion  of  the 
time,  threw  a  certain  part  of  the  time  out 
of  consideration,  and  reversed  the  judg* 
ment  of  the  Court  in  India  upon  the  point 
of  the  Law  of  limitations,  leaving  the 
other  questions  of  jurisdiction  and  whether 
this  was  an  Act  of  State,  untouched.  The 
case  then  went  back  to  India,  and  the  de- 
fence taken  was  that  the  property  sued  for 
was  public  property,  and  that  oonsequently 
the  Court  had  no  jurisdiotioa.  The  in- 
structions authorizing  &at  defend  to  be 
taken  went   out   from  this    oountiy  ia 
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NoTember,  1859,  Bhorily  after  the  change 
of  Oovemraent,  and  they  were  the  result 
of  a  consideration  of  the  case  during  the 
tenure  of  office  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  King's  Lynn  (Lord  Stanley), 
than  whom  all  would  admit  no  one  would 
be  more  candid,  dispassionate,  aad Just. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  that  niobie  Lord, 
or  of  those  whom  he  consulted,  that 
ffimd  faeU  the  property  in  dispute  was 
public  property,  and  that  the  suits  should 
be  defended  on  that  ground.  Since  then 
there  might  haye  been  delays,  no  doubt 
caused  in  part  by  the  necessi^  of  making 
use  of  papers,  some  of  which  were  in  India, 
and  some  in  England ;  for  the  papers 
were  of  course  distributed  over  both 
countries*  Moreover,  in  the  meantime 
the  Government  of  India  had  been 
changed,  the  mutiny  had  broken  out  and 
been  suppressed,  and  the  judicial  system 
of  the  country  had  been  altered,  and  pos- 
sibly delays  might  have  arisen  from  those 
causes.  A  pamphlet  had  been  published 
upon  this  subject,  which  had  been  sent  to 
Sir  John  Lawrence,  who,  in  a  letter  to 
the  Indian  Goyemment,  stated  that  he 
was  satisfied  the  Government  could  have 
no  object  in  delay ;  but  he  believed  there 
had  been  greater  delays  than  ought  to 
have  occurred,  which,  however,  he  thought 
were  attributable  to  the  plaintiff  as  well 
as  to  the  defendant.  It  really  was  most 
unreasonable  to  ask  the  House  to  form  an 
opinion  of  the  merits  of  a  case  like  this, 
arising  in  a  far  distant  country,  after  the 
lapse  of  many  years  from  the  occurrence 
of  the  events,  and  when  the  litigation  was 
still  proceeding.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  for  the  first  twenty  years  the  delay 
was  attributable  to  the  plaintiff.  Litiga- 
tion, whether  with  a  Goyernment  or  be- 
tween individuals,  generally  occupied  more 
time  than  was  desirable,  because  its  pro- 
longation necessarily  led  to  expense,  and 
therefore  it  was  for  the  advantage  of  all 
parties  concerned  that  it  should  terminate 
as  soon  as  possible.  He  thought  the  House 
would  agree  with  Sir  John  Lawrence, 
who  said  it  was  absurd  to  suppose  that 
the  Government  had  endeavour^  to  cause 
delay  for  the  sake  of  delay,  and  not  to 
search  for  materials  which  it  was  very 
difficult  to  get  together.  He  hoped  there 
would  be  more  dispatch  in  the  future. 

Mr.  BOYILL  said,  he  agreed  that  it 
was  inexpedient  to  call  upon  the  House  to 
consider  questions  which  were  being  liti- 
gated before  judicial  tribunals,  but  would 
haFe  been  glad  to  have  heard  from  the 


Attorney  General  a  statement  that  the 
rights  of  the  partiee  in  the  case  would  not 
be  withdrawn  from  judicial  investigation, 
but  would  be  left  to  the  decision  of  a  judi- 
cial tribunal  without  further  delay. 

The  ATTOENBT  GENEKAL  said, 
that  the  Government  did  not  seek  to  with- 
draw the  case  firom  the  judicial  tribunal. 
The  merits  of  the  case  depended  upon  the 
fact  whether  it  was  an  act  of  the  State. 
If  so,  of  course  the  judicial  tribunals  had 
no  jurisdiction. 

Mb.  BOYILL  said,  if  it  were  an  act  of 
the  State  the  Government  might  say  there 
was  no  remedy  by  the  ordinary  tribunals, 
but  in  some  recent  oases  it  had  been  shown 
that  where,  by  an  act  of  the  State,  injustice 
or  wrong  was  done  there  was  a  tribunal 
to  which  appeal  could  be  made — the 
House  of  Commons.  In  the  case  of  the 
l^awab  of  Surat  such  an  appeal  was  made, 
and  the  result  was  the  passing  of  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  He  admitted  that  the 
time  had  not  come  to  consider  the  merits 
of  this  case,  but  he  hoped  one  result  of 
the  discussion  would  be  to  prevent  further 
delays,  and  to  lead  to  some  speedy  and 
satisfactonr  termination  of  the  suit. 

Mb.  AYETON  said,  that  he  had  been 
counsel  for  the  plaintiff  in  the  appeal.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  merits  of  the 
case,  as  they  would  probably  have  to  be 
considered  at  a  future  time,  when  the 
House  would  be  surprised  to  learn  the  re- 
markable conduct  of  the  Indian  Gt>vern- 
ment  in  connection  with  a  suit  in  which 
they  were  the  defendants.  He  would  only 
venture  to  hope  that  the  suit  might  be 
allowed  to  proceed  without  further  delays, 
and  that  if  justice  were  not  done  in  India 
the  parties  would  be  enabled  to  obtain  it 
at  the  hands  of  that  House. 


TRANSPOET  S£RVIOfi   BETWEEN 
EN6L4ND  AND  INDU. 

Mb.  AYRTON  said,  that  he  had  given 
notice  of  his  desire  to  bring  another  sub- 
ject connected  with  India  before  the 
House — namely,  the  course  the  Government 
was  taking  in  setting  up  a  steam  commu- 
nicatiou  between  this  country  and  India  ; 
but,  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  (jSir  Charles  Wood)  he  was  un- 
able to  proceed  with  it.  The  subject,  how- 
ever, was  a  most  important  one,  and  he  was 
unwilling  to  postpone  it  without  making 
a  few  obeervotions.  A  Oommittee,  pre*- 
sided  over  by  hk  faM.  fiiend  the  MeinbeF 
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for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Lindsay),  was  ap- 
pointed some  years  ago  to  consider  the 
question  of  our  transport  service,  and  the 
Committee  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
was  not  desirahle  that  Her  Majesty  should 
maintain  a  separate  transport  serrioe,  but 
that  the  Government  should  avail  itself 
for  this  purpose  of  our  commercial  marine. 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  however,  in- 
stead of  carrying  out  the  recommendations 
of  the  Report,  set  it  entirely  aside,  and 
had,  in  fact,  commenced  a  transport  ser- 
vice of  great  magnitude  and  cost.  It  was 
ascertained  that  the  transport  service,  when 
performed  by  the  Government,  was  at- 
tended by  nearly  double  the  expense  which 
was  incurred  when  the  service  was  per- 
formed by  contract.  Not  only,  however, 
had  the  Government  proposed  entirely  to 
dispense  with  the  use  of  the  mercantile 
marine,  but  one  Department  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  actually  entered  into  compe- 
tition with  another.  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  had,  in  fact,  entered  into 
active  competition  with  the  Postmaster 
General  and  the  resources  of  the  Treasury. 
This  competition  could  not  but  increase  the 
already  heavy  expenses  incurred  by  the 
course  which  the  Government  had  deter- 
mined upon  adopting.  After  destroying 
the  Indian  Navy,  and  incurring  large  ex- 
penditure in  the  shape  of  pensions,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  now  proposed  setting  up  a  quiet 
little  marine  of  his  own  on  the  other  side 
of  the  world.  There  were  many  other 
questions  in  connection  with  this  subject 
which  deserved  a  full  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  the  House,  and  none  were  more 
worthy  of  attention  than  was  that  of  the 
postal  communication  between  this  country 
and  India  and  China.  While,  however,  he 
did  not  press  on  the  subject  at  the  present 
moment,  he  wished  it  to  be  distinctly  un- 
derstood that  if  he  had  the  honour  of 
sitting  in  the  ensuing  Parliament  it  would 
be  his  first  concern  to  move  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  upon  this 
subject,  and  he  trusted  that  the  €h)vem- 
ment  would  not  imagine  that  because  he 
now  abandoned  it  he  had  not  any  intention 
of  proceeding  witb  it  at  a  future  time. 

Mr.  T.  G.  baring  said,  that  as  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  referred,  he 
could  not  but  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  read  the  evidence  ad- 
duced before  that  Committee  or  its  Report. 
He  assured  him  that  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  did  not  in  any  way  recommend 


that  the  whole  transport  service  should  be 
conducted  by  the  merchant  service  instead 
of  by  the  Government  The  evidence 
upon  this  point  was  very  conflicting,  and 
the  Committee  came  to  no  oonclosioD  what- 
ever upon  the  subject.  It  was  therefore 
clear  that  the  proposal  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  which  was  now  being 
carried  out — ^namely,  that  the  transport 
service  of  India  should  be  carried  on  bj 
the  Government,  was  not  in  the  least  in- 
consistent with  any  recommendation  of  the 
Committee.  On  the  contrary,  he  belie?ed 
the  policy  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
be  A  sound  one.  The  course  proposed  to 
be  adopted  had  been  recommended  by  the 
military  authorities  and  Government  in 
India,  and  had  received  the  approbation 
of  the  Indian  Council.  Their  sending  the 
troops  by  the  overland  route  to  India  wonld 
be  far  more  economical  to  the  revenue, 
while  at  the  same  time  it  would  give 
greater  power  of  disposing  of  the  whole 
force  of  the  Empire.  He  oould  not  nnde^ 
stand  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  and  the  Postmaster  General  had 
entered  into  active  competition.  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to 
the  passengers  carried  in  the  Government 
transports,  he  might  state  that  those  pas- 
sengers would  be  Uie  military  troops,  and 
the  Government  servants,  and  in  proposing 
such  a  course  there  was  surely  nothing 
unfair.  He  could  only  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  was  perfectly  ready  to  discuss  the 
subject,  and  he  felt  convinced  that  the 
House  would  feel  that  the  course  pursued 
was  the  most  economical  one  as  well  as 
one  which  would  secure  the  greatest 
efficiency  to  the  public  service. 

Motion  agreed  to : — House  at  rising  to 
adjourn  till  2£(mday  next. 


EAST  INDIA  (REVENUE)  ACCOUNTS. 
REPOBT. 

Besolutions  [June  29]  reported, 
Mb.  AYRTON  said,  he  could  assnie 
the  House  that  he  was  right  in  stating 
that  the  Transport  Committee  reported  in 
favour  of  the  employment  of  the  commer- 
cial marine  for  the  transport  service,  in- 
stead of  Gk)vemment  vessels. 


Besolutions  agreed  to. 


House  adjourned  at  Elgbt  o'dodji 
iiU  Monday  B0(> 
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HOUSE    OF    LOKDS, 
Monday,  July  8,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— PuBUO  BiLLg—Commtf^tftf— Con- 
solidated FuDd  (AppopHttion)*  ;  Harwich 
Harbour  *  (234) ;  Colonial  GoTemort  (Retiring 
Pensions)* (225) ;  Penalties  Law  Amendment* 
178). 

Report  —  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation)*  ; 
Colonial  GoTomors  (Retiring  Pensions)*  (225) ; 
Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)* 
(288). 

Third  Beading -^FtAmimih  Borough*  (201); 
Crown  Suits  *  ( 187) ;  Expiring  Laws  Continu- 
ance* (226)  ;  Poor  Law  Board  Continuance  * 
(227) ;  Peace  Presenration  (Ireland)  Act  (1856) 
Amendment  *  (200) ;  Colonial  Docks  Loans  * 
(281);  Turnpike  Acto  Continuance*  (232); 
Local  Goyemment  Supplemental  (No.  5)  * 
(223). 

SLAVERY.— PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Lord  BROUGHAM  craved  permission, 
on  what  might  be  regarded  as  a  personal 
matter,  but  what  really  was  sometliing 
more,  to  set  himself  right  after  some  great 
misapprehension  of  what  had  passed  on 
the  subject  of  slavery  in  the  United  States ; 
because  he  was  assured  by  persons  of  note 
from  that  country  that  the  charge  made 
against  him  of  taking  part  with  the  slave- 
mongers  of  the  South  was  certain  to  lessen 
the  influence,  such  as  it  was,  of  his  earnest 
entreaty  to  the  Government  of  the  North, 
that  they  would  use  their  great  victory 
with  moderation  and  mercy.  He  show  a 
leaning  towards  the  slavemongers  of  the 
South  ! — he,  who  was  well  known  to  have 
abandoned  a  kind  gift  of  a  Barbadoes  plan- 
tation, and  an  estate  in  Durham,  because 
he  would  not  abandon  the  cause  of  slave 
emancipation  and  slave  trade  abolition,  and 
bis  friends  and  fellow  labourers  in  that  great 
cause  !  The  notion  was  beyond  measure 
absurd ;  but  he  could  imagine  how  it  arose. 
He  differed  from  many  respected  friends 
on  two  points.  Highly  as  he  praised  the 
noble  conduct  of  the  North  in  granting  the 
right  of  search  which  was  directed  against 
the  Cuba  slare  trade,  and  greatly  as  he 
approved  the  proclamation  against  slavery, 
be  had  always  maintained  that  it  was  not 
issued  on  behalf  of  the  slaves,  but  as  a 
measure  of  hostility  against  the  South, 
and  had  for  its  object  the  restoration  of 
the  Union,  not  the  good  of  the  negro.  So 
be  differed  with  the  same  friends  on  the 
oondnct  of  the  South,  which  they  contended 
was  wholly  actuated  by  the  desire  to  main- 
tain slavery,  while  he  contended  that  this 
was  only  in  part  the  cause  of  the  secession, 
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'  which  was  in  great  part  for  obtaining  their 
independence.  He  had  in  that  rery  address 
at  the  Social  Science  Congress  of  York, 
which  was  referred  to  as  an  authority  for 
these  misrepresentations,  called  slarery  the 
detested  institution  of  the  South,  but  these 
words  were  suppressed.  In  praising  the 
North  for  their  conduct,  he  had  felt  called 
upon  to  express  his  horror  of  the  treatment 
to  which  the  unhappy  negroes  were  sub* 
jected,  when  driven  in  multitudes  to 
slaughter  during  the  war  fortunately  now 
ended.  Exaggeration  and  perversion  are 
the  very  life  of  party,  and  he  who  casts  him- 
self loose  from  its  trammels,  and  is  res(»lved 
to  see  facts  in  their  proper  colour  and  just 
dimensions,  will  stand  aloof  from  siding 
with  either  party,  and  is  pretty  certain  to 
be  misrepresented  by  both. 

STATE  OP  PUBLIC  AND  PRIVATE 
BUSINESS. 

Lord  REDESDALE,  in  accordance 
with  his  promise  on  the  previous  Monday, 
said  he  was  happy  to  state  that  the  expec- 
tation he  had  held  out,  that  the  Private 
business  would  be  disposed  of  before  the 
close  of  the  Session,  was  in  a  fair  way  of 
being  accomplished.  He  beliered  that  there 
were  only  three  Bills  before  Committees ; 
and  he  hoped  that  they  would  go  to  the 
Commons  to-morrow. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  oonld  not 
allow  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  to 
pass  without  saying  that  he  felt  sure  that 
the  thanks  of  the  House  were  due  to  the 
noble  Lords  who  had  attended  upon  the 
Committees,  and  especially  to  the  noble 
Lord  himself. 

THE  BURIAL  SERVICE. 

Lord  EBURY,  in  moring  the  following 
Resolution — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Evils 
arising  from  the  oompnlsory  and  almost  indisori- 
minate  Use  of  the  Burial  Service  of  the  Church 
of  England,  demand  the  early  attention  of  the 
Legislatare/' 

said,  that  he  rose  to  propose  the  Motion  of 
which  he  had  given  notice  under  a  strong 
sense  of  the  disadvantages  under  which 
he  laboured.  He  knew  he  should  be 
told — indeed,  he  had  been  told  already-— 
that  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session  he 
ought  not  to  bring  forward  a  question  of 
so  much  importance,  and  he  was  well  aware 
how  fatally  that  argument  told  against 
an  unofficial,  uninfluential  Member  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  At  the  same  time  be 
would  observe  that  although,  no  doubt,  they 
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had  arrired  nearly  at  the  termination  of 
the  Session,  yet  they  had  not  arrived  at 
a  period  of  the  year  when  a  fair  atten- 
dance of  Peers,  hoth  spiritnal  and  lay, 
eonld  not  reasonably  be  expected  ;  and, 
as  they  were  not  permitted  to  inter- 
fere in  elections,  and  had  no  elections 
of  their  own  to  encounter,  he  did  not 
think  that  their  Lordships  would  permit 
that  objection  to  stand  in  his  way  should 
he  succeed  in  making  out  the  case  of 
urgency  which  the  terms  of  the  Resolu- 
tion implied.  Moreoyer,  let  it  be  remem- 
bered by  their  Lordships,  that  he  was  not 
proposing  a  Bill  which  would  have  to  go 
through  various  stages,  nor  a  new  subject 
of  which  the  House  might  be  supposed  not 
to  understand  all  the  bearings,  but  one 
which  had  come  under  discussion  in  their 
Lordships'  House  both  this  year  and  last 
year  and  the  year  before  last,  and, 
what  was  still  more  to  the  purpose,  one 
in  regard  to  which  their  Lordships  had 
pronounced  a  decision  favourable  to  the 
views  which  he  was  putting  forth  ;  and  he 
said  so  for  this  reason,  that  when  he  made 
a  Motion  two  years  ago  for  a  Commission 
to  suggest  a  remedy  for  the  evils  which 
arose  from  the  indiscriminate  and  compul- 
sory use  of  the  Burial  Service,  fifteen 
noble  Lords  took  part  in  the  debate.  Of 
those  thirteen,  including  both  the  Primates 
and  three  other  Spiritual  Peers,  declared 
their  opinion  that  he  had  made  out  his 
case,  and  that  the  time  was  come  when  a 
remedy  for  the  evils  which  he  detailed 
ought  to  be  sought  for  and  discovered  ; 
and  of  the  remaining  two,  one  objected, 
not  to  the  subject-matter  of  the  Motion, 
but  to  the  propriety  of  this  House  discuss- 
ing the  subject ;  while  the  other,  a  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  simply  addressed  him- 
self to  a  point  of  law.  Although  two  years 
had  since  elapsed,  the  House  would  not 
have  forgotten  either  the  cases — those 
painful  scenes — with  which  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  who  presided  over  the  diocese  of 
Llandaff  illustrated  his  own  argument  and 
his  (Lord  Ebury's)  by  the  painful  case  he 
had  instanced,  nor  the  emphatic  decla- 
rations of  the  most  rev.  the  Primate  of 
all  England,  that  he  had  often  been  con- 
sulted on  the  subject,  and  that  he  had 
always  said  there  were  circumstances  under 
which  ho  should  be  prepared  to  face  all 
the  penalties  of  the  law  sooner  than  com- 
ply with  its  requirements  as  to  reading  the 
service.  He  (Lord  Ebury)  did  not  press 
his  Motion,  because  he  was  most  earnestly 
appealed  to  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  and 
Lord  Ehurff 


by  nearly  all  who  spoke,  to  give  a  little 
more  time,  that  a  remedy  might  be  doTised 
by  the  Prelates  of  our  Church,  whose  at- 
tention it  was  about  to  occupy ;  and  he 
well  remembered  the  words  used  by  his 
own  right  rev.  Diocesan.  Especially  ap- 
pealing to  him,  he  said  he  might  be  sore, 
from  the  speeches  made  by  the  occnpaDts 
of  the  right  rev.  Bench,  that  the  subject 
would  not  be  allowed  to  drop.  Not  to 
trouble  the  House  with  too  many  details, 
their  Lordships  knew  th6  sequel.  Nothing 
had  been  done  to  effect  the  settlement  of 
this  question.  Two  years  had  passed 
away,  and  from  the  return  given  to  a  ques- 
tion which  he  asked  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
a  few  days  ago,  there  appeared  to  be  no 
reasonable  expectation  of  any  propoaitioa 
coming — as  they  all  had  fondly  hoped  it 
would  come — ^from  the  right  rev.  Bench. 
And  so  this  state  of  things,  which  had 
been  pronounced  by  some  4,0()0  clergymen 
to  impose  a  heavy  burden  upon  the  eon* 
sciences  of  clergymen,  and  a  grievons 
scandal  to  many  Christian  people,  seemed 
likely  to  remain  so  to  the  end  of  1»me. 
He  hoped  the  occupants  of  the  right  rer. 
Bench  would  not  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  he  meant  to  impute  to  them  that  thej 
acquiesced  m  this  state  of  affairs.  Very 
for  from  it,  nothing,  he  knew,  would  gire 
them  greater  pleasure  than  to  bring  for- 
ward an  effective  remedy  ;  but,  in  truth, 
they  were  in  a  dilemma,  out  of  which  he 
invited  their  Lordships  to  assist  them.  The 
most  rev.  Prelate  had  told  the  House 
fairly  what  that  dilemma  was.  The  majo- 
rity of  their  clergy  were  opposed  to  the 
only  practical  remedy — namely,  an  altera- 
tion in  the  wording  of  the  service.  Nov, 
let  them  study  this  subject  by  the  light  of 
a  speech  made  not  very  long  ago  by  one 
of  the  most  sagacious  Prelates  now  on  the 
Bench,  and  see  whether  there  might  not 
be  a  means  of  overcoming  the  difficnUy* 
The  Bishop  of  London  said  — 

"The  clergy  necessarily  from,  their  profession, 
were  averse  to  change,  and  he  was  thankful  for 
it ;  and  even  those  changes  which  were  good 
might  not  receive  from  them  that  amount  of  faToar 
on  their  first  proposal  which,  after  alterations 
made  by  their  superiors,  they  were  willing  to  accord 
to  them.  It  was  doubtful  whether,  with  regard 
to  some  very  salutary  reforms  which  had  t«ken 
place  in  the  Church,  such  as  those  relating  to 
pluralities  and  non-residence,  if  the  decision  had 
rested  with  the  whole  body  of  the  clergy,  thst 
properly  conservative  spirit  which  animated  them 
would  not  haye  led  them  to  say  that  the  salsr 
course  was  to  let  thin^p  remain  as  they  were.  He 
thought  it  would  be  wise,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  take  the  question  into  their  own 
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bands,  giring  duo  weight — bat  not  too  much 
weight— to  the  opinions  of  the  clergj." 

AgaiD,  the  right  re?.  Prelate  said— 

<*  Soeb  a  state  of  things  ought  not  to  be  aUowed 
to  oontinue,  and  jndging  hj  the  mode  in  which  the 
other  intricate  qnei^ons  of  clerical  subscription 
had  been  dealt  with,  and  the  way  in  which,  when 
the  Commission  had  commenced  its  sittings,  one 
diflkmltjr  after  another  had  in  that  case  disap- 
peared, there  was  good  reason  to  hope  that,  if  this 
auestion  were  dealt  with  in  a  similar  mode,  the 
ifiScolties  which  now  beset  it  would  likewise 
disappear." 

Here,  then,  was  the  first  step  towards  the 
solution  of  this  question — that  their  Lord- 
ships should  pass  this  Resolution.  No  one 
could  deny  the  truth  of  it ;  no  Qovernment 
would  yenture  to  disregard  it.  The  Go- 
vemroent  would  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
issue  a  Gommbsion,  as  she  did  in  the  case 
of  clerical  subscription,  and  they  would 
not  hare  long  to  wait  before  this  question 
would  he  finally  and  satisfactorily  disposed 
of.  Their  Lordships  could  easily  imagine 
that,  crying  as  were  the  e? ils  arising  from 
this  state  of  things  twelve  years  ago,  when 
this  clerical  memorial  was  presented  at 
Lambeth,  they  had  become  even  more 
aggravated  since.  Instances  without  num- 
ber of  painful  scenes  which  had  occurred  at 
funerals  in  consequence  of  nothing  having 
been  done  in  the  meantime,  such  as  those 
described  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate  on  a 
former  occasion,  had  been  made  known  to 
bim,  one  of  which  he  had  mentioned  to  the 
House  ;  but  he  would  forbear  to  cite  more 
than  one,  and  that  one  of  very  recent  date, 
with  which  probably  many  of  their  Lord- 
ahips  were  familiar.  He  meant  that  of 
Coiyton,  in  Devonshire.  The  incumbent 
of  Golyton,  it  appeared,  was  a  man,  as  he 
understood,  of  irreproachable  character, 
entertaining  rather  extreme  High  Church 
Tiews,  and  consequently  zealous  for  the 
law.  Therefore  he  did  as  the  law  directed  : 
thirteen  times  he  was  required  to  read  the 
Athanasian  Greed  —  thirteen  times  every 
year,  with  the  assistance  of  his  congrega- 
tion, he  consigned  three  parts  at  least  of 
the  human  race— past,  present,  and  future 
—  to  everlasting  perdition,  including,  of 
coarse,  the  Unitarians,  against  whom  he 
believed  this  creed  to  have  been  specially 
directed.  Their  Lordships,  then,  would 
judge  of  this  clergyman's  feelings  when, 
walking  out  of  his  church  after  reading 
this  creed — on  Whitsunday  or  on  Trinity 
Sunday — his  sexton  informed  him  that  one 
of  his  parishioners,  a  Unitarian,  had  died, 
and  was  to  be  buried  in  a  day  or  two.  Mr. 
Oueriti  had  just  pronounced  that  this  man 


would  perish  everlastingly,  and  he  was  now 
required  to  say  of  the  same  man,  and  be- 
fore the  same  congreation,  that  he  com- 
mitted the  body  of  his  dear  brother  to 
the  ground,  earth  to  earth,  ashes  to  ashes, 
in  the  sure  and  certain  hope  of  the  resur- 
rection to  eternal  life  and  happiness  in 
the  world  to  come.  Was  ever  an  unhappy 
clergyman  put  into  such  a  position  ?  How 
long  it  took  Mr.  Ouerits  to  decide  I  am 
unable  to  say,  but  I  have  no  doubt  that, 
feeling  he  was  aotinff  up  to  the  advice  of 
his  metropolitan,  and  that  he  would  in  so 
doing  have  the  spprobation  of  every  honest 
man,  he  determined  to  brave  the  penalties  of 
the  law  sooner  than  pronounce  these  words 
over  an  Unitarian  ;  and  so  he  did  brave  the 
penalties  of  the  law,  and  the  law  fell  upon 
him.  He  did  not,  becauae  he  could  not, 
defend  himself,  and  so  he  was  cited  before 
the  proper  tribunal,  admonished,  and  con* 
demned  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  suit.  All 
comment  upon  such  a  state  of  things  was 
simply  superfluous.  He  appealed  to  their 
Lordships  whether  he  had  not  made  out  a 
case  of  urgency ;  he  felt  confident  what 
their  response  would  be.  How  many  more 
clergymen  would  their  Lordships  require  to 
have  fined  before  it  would  please  them  to 
move  in  the  matter  ?  The  Rubrics  owed 
their  validity  to  their  being  statute  law, 
and  this  state  of  things  was  caused  by  the 
Legislature  ;  by  legislation  alone  could  it 
be  healed.  Their  Lordships  could  not 
divest  themselves  of  their  responsibilities. 
He,  therefore,  invited  them  to  pass  this 
Resolution.  The  right  rev.  Bench  appeared 
to  be  powerless  in  the  matter ;  it  was 
necessary  the  Government  should  take  it 
up,  and,  if  they  passed  this  Resolution, 
no  Government  would  venture  to  disre- 
gard it. 

Moved  to  Resolve,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  Evils  arisinff  from  the  compulsory  and 
almost  indiscriminate  Use  of  the  Burial  Senrioe 
of  the  Church  of  England  demand  the  early  At- 
tention of  the  Legislature.— (7%0  Lwd  Ebury.) 

The  Archbishop  op  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  fully  appreciated  the  wish  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  expressed  to  place  the 
question  which  he  had  brought  forward  in 
his  hands.  So  far  as  related  to  bis  Mo- 
tion, however,  he  must  say  that  he  did  not 
think  it  was  desirable  to  bring  a  matter  so 
important  forward  at  so  late  a  period  of 
the  Session,  when  so  many  of  their  Lord- 
ships, and  the  great  majority  of  the  Epis- 
copal Bench,  were  necessarily  absent  from 
town  attending  to  other  duties.  It  was 
2  L  2 
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not  at  that  moment  necessary  to  enter  into 
an  elaborate  discossion  of  the  qoestion, 
because  it  would  require  more  considera- 
tion than  it  was  likely  to  receiye  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  and  could  not  be 
settled  in  the  manner  proposed  by  his  noble 
Friend.  He  ventured  to  say  that  the 
injury  of  the  case  was  not  such  as  his 
noble  Friend  had  represented.  No  con- 
Boienoe  would  be  reliofed,  no  difficulty 
would  be  got  over  by  the  adoption  of  this 
Motion,  and,  therefore,  he  invited  their 
Lordships  not  to  adopt  a  Resolution  which, 
as  far  as  any  effect  was  concerned,  would 
be  entirely  nugatory. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  was  per- 
fectly impossible  for  those  of  their  Lord- 
ships who  recollected  what  had  passed  in 
that  House  on  previous  occasions  on  the 
subject  of  the  Burial  Service  not  to  ac- 
knowledge that  there  was  a  grief  ance.  It 
was  undoubtedly  an  anomalous  state  of 
things  that  clergymen  were  induced  to  dis- 
regard the  law  from  conscientious  motives, 
and  were  sanctioned  in  so  doing  by  those 
who  had  authority  over  them,  and  that  no 
attempt  should  be  made  to  amend  it.  At 
the  same  time,  when  a  noble  Lord  called 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  come  to 
the  assistance  of  the  Episcopal  Bench,  all 
he  had  to  say  was  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  ready  to  assist  in  any  manner 
they  could.  They  were  only  anxious  that 
the  right  rev.  Bench  would  be  able  to  sug- 
gest some  mode  of  dealing  with  the  evil 
complained  of.  The  Government  were 
quite  prepared  to  issue  a  Commission  upon 
the  subject,  but  he  understood  that  the 
right  rev.  Prelates  would  not  be  satisfied 
with  such  Commission  unless  another  ques- 
tion connected  with  the  Rubrics  of  the 
Church  were  referred  to  it.  With  regard 
to  the  present  Motion,  he  must  say  he 
thought  it  undesirable  in  the  last  week  of 
the  Session  that  their  Lordships  should  be 
called  upon  to  pass  a  Resolution  condemn- 
ing an  evil,  and  stating  that  it  ought  to  be 
remedied,  but  which  did  not  suggest  a 
remedy.  He  therefore  hoped  his  noble 
Friend  would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON  said,  the  only 
remark  he  wished  to  make  was  in  relation 
to  what  had  passed  on  a  fornier  occasion. 
It  appeared  likely  that  a  Commission  was 
to  be  issued  to  consider  certain  Rubrics  of 
the  Church,  and  he  thought  in  such  a  case 
it  would  be  desirable  that  this  matter  should 
fall  under  the  consideration  of  that  Com- 
mission. He  thought  that  his  noble  Friend 
would  be  acting  properly  by  withdrawing 
The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 


his  Motion,  on  the  understanding  that  when 
some  matters  connected  with  the  Rubrics  of 
the  Church  were  submitted  to  the  consi- 
deration  of  a  Commission  this  Bnbject 
would  not  be  ignored. 

Earl  GRET  thought  that  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Ebary)  had  made  out  safficieot 
reason  for  his  Motion,  for  according  to  the 
acknowledgment  of  the  right  rev.  Bench 
the  present  state  of  the  law  was  sucb  is 
to  occasion  considerable  incouTenience. 
Was  it  fitting  that  they  should  maintain  a 
law  which  conscientious  men  either  broke, 
and  thereby  made  themselves  liable  to 
penalties,  or  induced  them  to  do  that  which 
was  directly  contrary  to  their  consciences? 
When  they  remembered  how  long  it  was 
since  his  noble  Friend  first  brought  thii 
subject  under  the  attention  of  ParliameDt 
— when  they  remembered  what  little  hope 
was  held  out  of  any  remedy  being  applied 
to  an  acknowledged  evil,  unless  that  House 
pressed  for  the  introduction  of  some  mea- 
sure, it  appeared  to  him  that  there  wss 
hardly  the  faintest  hope  that  any  remedy 
would  be  applied.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  time  had  come  when  something  might 
be  done  on  the  subject,  and  that  the  Ke- 
solution  of  his  noble  Friend  was  one  of 
the  most  moderate  character  that  conid  be 
brought  forward.  Therefore  he  could  not 
recommend  him  to  accept  the  advice  that 
had  been  given  to  him  to  withdraw  his 
Motion.  He  did  not  think  there  was  any- 
thing in  the  objection  as  to  the  time  it  was 
introduced. 

Lord  EBURY  said,  that  upon  a  preTious 
occasion  he  had  withdrawn  a  Resolation 
which  he  proposed  because  he  received  an 
assurance  from  the  right  rev.  Bench  that 
they  would  take  up  the  question.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  who  presided  over  the 
diocese  of  London  especially  said,  that  be 
might  be  sure  that  the  subject  would  not  be 
allowed  to  drop.  The  subject  had,  hov- 
ever,  been  allowed  entirely  to  drop.  He 
could  not  take  the  responsibility  of  the 
existing  state  of  things.  His  Motion  had 
the  concurrence  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate 
who  presided  over  the  Northern  Profince 
of  the  kingdom.  Unless  he  receifed  an 
assurance  that  a  Commission  would  be  is- 
sued, he  must  certainly  divide  their  Lord* 
ships  upon  it. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  citei<M* 
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ferin  and  Claneboye.) 

Colchester,  L. 

Colville  of  Colross,  L. 

Denman,  L. 

Egerton,  L. 

Hatherton,  L. 

Heytesbury,  L. 

Raglan,  L. 

RoUo,  L. 

Saltersford,L.(J^.  Cow- 
tovun.) 

Sherborne,  L. 

Silohester,  L.  {E.  Long- 
ford,) [TelUr.'] 

Sondes,  L. 

Wenlock,  L. 


COMMITTEES  ON  PRIVATE  BILLS; 

Earl  COWPER  rose  to  move  for  a  list 
of  those  Lords  who  had  served  on  Private 
Bill  Committees  during  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament,  and  the  number  of  times 
that  each  Lord  had  served  ;  and  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  question 
whether  it  was  not  desirable  that  it  should 
be  compulsory  upon  each  Member  of  the 
House,  with  certain  exceptions,  to  serve, 
if  required,  on  a  Private  Bill  Committee 
once  during  each  Session  of  Parliament  ? 
The  arrangement  of  which  he  suggested 
the  adoption  worked  admirably  in  another 
place,  and  he  believed  that  it  would  ope- 
rate with  equal  advantage  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House.  It  might  be  objected  that 
while  no  man  need  become  a  Member  of 
the  other  House,  and  consequently  become 
liable  to  the  performance  of  these  duties 
unless  he  pleased,  their  Lordships  were 
born  Peers.    But,  apart  from  the  some- 


what trite  obsenration  that  rank  had  its 
duties  as  well  as  its  rights,  no  Peer  need 
take  his  se^t  unless  he  chose,  and  if  he 
did  not  take  his  seat  he  would  not  have 
to  serve  oi^these  Committees.  Perhaps 
he  might  bftold  that  there  was  no  diffi- 
culty in  getting  Peers  to  do  all  the  work 
that  was  necessary  ;  but  the  great  majo- 
rity of  their  Lordships  never  attended  at 
all,  and  those  who  did  the  work  could  not 
help  feeling  that  some  injustice  was  inflict- 
ed upon  them.  In  the  early  part  of  the 
Session  there  was  always  a  very  small  at- 
tendance, and  the  speaking  was  almost 
entirely  confined  to  the  Members  of  the 
Government  and  one  or  two  other  noble 
Lords.  There  was  a  great  number  of  Peers 
who  had  nothing  else  to  do,  and  they  might 
as  well  come  down  to  that  House  as  go 
anywhere  else.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
fear  of  being  called  upon  to  serve  on  Pri- 
vate Bill  Committees  kept  many  of  them 
away,  and  probably  if  the  duty  of  serving 
upon  such  Committees  were  better  distri- 
buted that  fear  would  operate  less  than  it 
did  at  present. 

Moved,  «  That  there  be  laid  upon  the  table  a 
List  of  those  Lords  who  have  served  on  Private 
Bill  Committees  during  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament,  and  the  Number  of  Times  that  each 
Lord  has  served  ;  and  to  eall  the  Attention  of  the 
House  to  the  Question,  whether  it  is  not  desir- 
able that  it  should  be  compulsory  upon  eaeh 
Member  of  the  House,  with  certain  Exceptions, 
to  serve,  if  required,  on  a  Private  Bill  Committee 
once  daring  each  Session  of  Parliament  ?" 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Cowper)  could,  after  the  speech 
which  he  had  just  delivered,  have  no  excuse 
for  not  in  future  taking  a  more  prominent 
part  than  he  had  hitherto  done  in  the  de- 
bates of  their  Lordships'  House.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  system  which  the  noble 
Earl  had  recommended  worked  very  well 
in  the  other  House,  and  that  arrangements 
were  made  at  the  commencement  of  each 
Session  by  which  the  convenience  of  Mem- 
bers was  consulted  as  to  the  time  of  the 
year  at  which  they  would  prefer  to  serve 
upon  Committees  ;  and  he  was  afraid  that 
the  practice  followed  in  their  Lordships' 
House  operated  injuriously  by  throwing  the 
work  upon  a  small  number  of  Peers.  Prac- 
tically there  was  no  difficulty  in  getting  a 
sufficient  number  of  Members  of  their 
Lordships'  House  to  form  the  necessary 
Committees,  but  there  was  in  the  minds 
of  those  who  acted  a  feeling  that  they  were 
doing  the  whole  of  a  work  of  which  others 
ought  to  take  a  share.  He  heartily  agreed 
in  the  obserrations  of  the  noble  Earl  as  to 
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the  general  thin  attendance  of  noble  Lords 
in  the  House.  A  very  distinguished  Mem- 
ber of  the  other  House,  who  was  present 
at  a  great  debate,  when  the  Benches  on 
both  sides  of  their  Lordships  jHouse  were 
crammed  with  Peers,  said,  *'  What  a  power 
the  House  of  Lords  would  be  if  tliey  con- 
stantly sat  in  norobers  such  as  this  ! "  The 
younger  Peers  were  sometimes  reluctant 
to  attend  the  meetings  of  their  Lordships' 
Hoase  from  the  fear  of  being  called  upon 
to  serre  on  Committees  out  of  their  course; 
and  that  fear  aggravated  by  their  belief 
that  if  they  consented  to  serve  .an  un- 
equal share  of  the  burden  would  be  thrown 
upon  them.  He  (Earl  Qranville)  had  been 
informed  by  several  Lords,  not  anxious  to 
shirk  business,  that  it  was  this  fear  that 
caused  them  to  absent  themselves.  The 
best  course  for  the  noble  Barl  to  adopt 
would  be  to  confine  his  Motion  at  present 
to  asking  for  the  Betum  mentioned  in  his 
Motion,  and  next  Session  to  move  that  the 
subject  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  by  whom  the  question  would 
be  carefully  inquired  into. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD  said,  it 
was  formerly  the  practice  in  their  Lord- 
ship's House  to  enforce  the  attendance  of 
Peers  by  penalties,  but  this  was  dropped 
from  finding  that  it  did  not  work  well,  and 
the  present  plan  of  voluntary  attendance 
bad  been  followed  of  late  years.  He 
thought  that  some  means  should  certainly 
be  adopted  to  secure  the  attendance  of 
Peers  on  Committees,  but  at  the  same 
time  wished  to  point  out  that  the  health 
of  the  Peers  who  did  attend  ought  to  be 
taken  into  account  by  the  introduction  of 
improvements  in  the  Uommittee  rooms.  He 
had  written  to  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  to  point  out  the  necessity  for  the 
windows  being  opened  at  the  top,  but  re- 
gretted to  find  that,  with  the  exception  of 
one  small  room,  this  had  not  been  done. 
The  Committee  rooms  were  inconvenient 
and  badly  ventilated.  If  a  Committee 
were  appointed  next  Session  it  might  miti- 
gate the  evils  complained  of. 

LoBD  E6ERT0K  said,  he  agreed  that 
the  best  course  to  be  adopted  would  be 
to  move  for  a  Committee  on  the  subject. 
If  their  Lordships  required  any  change 
they  must  so  arrange  that  more  business 
should  be  originated  in  their  House,  and 
not  allow  the  great  mass  of  the  private 
Bills  to  be  commenced  in  the  other  House, 
and  then  thrown  upon  them  all  at  once  late 
in  the  Session.  Perhaps,  if  a  Committee 
were  appointed,  and  a  conference  arranged 
li^l  Qranville 


between  the  two  Houses,  some  improTe< 
ments  might  be  effected. 

Eabl  STANHOPE  entirelv  acqnieseed 
in  the  observations  of  the  noble  Lordi  who 
had  preceded  him,  that  the  present  lyiten 
under  which  the  private  business  of  their 
Lordships'  House  was  conducted  was  most 
unsatisfactory.  It  was  not  fair  that  nohle 
Lords  who  were  perfectly  capable  of  dis- 
charging the  duties  of  the  House  shodd 
absent  themselves,  and  so  throw  the  bar- 
den  altogether  upon  the  few  Peers  who  did 
attend,  putting,  at  the  same  time,  so  undoe 
pressure  upon  the  noble  Lord  the  Ghai^ 
man  of  the  Committees.  But  this  was  not 
a  matter  which  ought  to  be  decided  hastily, 
and  the  suggestion  of  the  Lord  President 
was  a  good  one  ;  and  be  hoped  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  made  the  Motion  would 
endeavour  next  year  to  have  the  matter 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Lord  REDBSDALE  said,  no  Member 
of  their  Lordship's  House  would  be  more 
relieved  by  the  change  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Cowper)  than  himself; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  bis  datj  to 
express  his  entire  dissent  from  the  altera- 
tion suggested.  As  one  who  bad  been  a 
Member  of  the  Nomination  Committee 
ever  since  1838,  he  could  say  that  the  pre- 
sent system  had  worked  well  for  the  pnblie, 
and  that  the  Committees  of  this  House 
where  the  attendance  was  voluntary,  gave 
more  satisfaction  to  the  public  than  the 
Committees  of  the  other  House,  where  the 
attendance  was  compulsory.  Nothing  eonid 
be  more  unsatisfactory  than  compulsory 
attendance.  He  recollected  that  in  one 
instance,  where  a  noble  Lord  hsd  been 
compelled  to  attend  a  Committee,  be  wis 
found  to  be  perfectly  useless,  and  be  tras 
afraid  if  they  were  to  make  the  attendanee 
generally  compulsory,  the  public  would  be 
the  sufferers.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
commence  a  very  much  larger  number  of 
Bills  in  their  Lordships'  House,  as  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Session  there  were  bnt 
few  Peers  in  town,  and  it  would  be  difficult 
to  obtain  good  Chairmen  of  the  Commit' 
tees.  At  present  the  division  of  the  buM* 
ness  was  regulated  by  agreement  between 
the  two  Houses,  and  such  an  amount  of 
business  was  appointed  to  commence  iQ 
their  Lordships'  House  as  would  oocopy 
them  until  the  time  when  the  business 
from  the  other  House  would  begin  to  come 
in,  which  was  generally  shortly  after  Easter, 
The  business  from  the  House  did  not  come 
in  all  at  once,  as  had  been  stated,  but  came 
in  a  constant  stream,  so  that  their  Lord- 
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ships  were  kept'  steadily  employed  from 
about  Easter  qowd  to  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sioD.  He  must  also  say  that  a  large 
number  of  their  Lordships  did  sit  upon 
Committees.  After  all,  the  question  was, 
in  yhat  manner  Chairmen  of  Commit- 
tees were  to  be  found ;  for,  if  there 
was  not  a  good  Chairman  of  a  Committee, 
the  compulsory  attendance  of  Peers  would 
be  most  unsatisfactory.  It  might  seem  an 
unpleasant  duty  to  try  to  form  a  Commit- 
tee ;  but,  in  his  twenty-seven  years'  expe- 
rience of  the  duty,  he  must  say  that  he 
had  never  met  with  an  uncivil  or  uncourteous 
reply,  and  though  the  duty  was  laborious 
and  ungracious  he  was  still  willing  to  dis- 
charge it.  In  reply  to  the  suggestion 
of  the  noble  Lord  that  young  Peers  were 
prevented  from  attending  their  Lordships' 
House  by  the  fear  of  being  compelled  to 
serve  on  Committees,  he  might  say  that 
no  Peer  was  required  to  serve  more  than 
once  in  each  Session  unless  he  showed  a 
disposition  to  serve  more  frequently.  If 
the  attendance  was  compulsory  there  could 
not  be  less  than  one  service,  and  no  pres- 
sure was  put  on  any  one  at  the  present 
time.  For  these  roaBons  he  thought  that 
the  voluntary  service  was  preferable  ;  and 
that  if  any  one  had  a  right  to  complain,  it 
was  the  Chairman  of  Committees.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Earl  would  amend  his 
Motion  by  striking  out  its  compulsory 
clause,  and  by  adding  to  the  Return  he 
moved  for  the  number  of  days  each  Lord 
had  sat. 

The  Eabl  op  MALMESBURY  said, 
the  Return  moved  for  by  the  noble  Earl 
should  include  the  names  of  those  Peers 
who  had  sat  upon  Select  Committees,  as 
well  as  those  who  had  sat  upon  Private 
Committees.  A  great  deal  of  business  was 
done  in  Select  Committees.  The  Return, 
as  proposed,  might  lead  to  the  supposition 
that  the  Peers  named  in  it  were  the  only 
Peers  who  had  served  on  Committees, 
which  would  be  unjust.  He  agreed  with 
the  noble  Lord  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees that  the  attendance  should  not  be 
made  compulsory. 

Earl  COWPER  said,  ;he  would  adopt 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Chairman  of  Committees,  and  would  omit 
from  his  Motion  the  passage  making  the 
attendance  of  Peers  compulsory,  and  would 
move  that  the  Return  should  include  the 
number  of  days  on  which  each  noble  Lord 
had  sat  on  one  of  their  Lordships'  private 
Committees. 

Motion  amendedi  and  agreed  to. 


Ordered,  That  there  be  laid  upon  the  Table  a 
List  of  those  Lords  who  have  served  on  Private 
Bill  Committees  during  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament ;  and  the  Number  of  Times  that  each 
Lord  had  served  ;  and  the  Number  of  Days  he  sat 
on  every  sooh  Committee.— (JA^  £arl  Cawper,) 


TITLES  TO  LAND  IN  INDIA: 
question. 

Thb  Habqitess  of  CLANRICARDE 
inquired,  Whether  the  Governor  General 
of  India  has  taken  steps  to  inquire  into 
Titles  to  Land  in  other  Parts  of  India 
similar  to  those  which  were  adopted  in  the 
Province  of  Oude  ?  He  believed  that,  above 
all  things,  it  was  desirable  in  legislating 
for  India  to  lay  down  no  particular  rule  for 
the  government  of  the  whole  country  ;  but 
that,  in  the  regulation  of  each  portion,  re- 
gard should  be  had  to  the  usages,  customs, 
and  laws  already  existing.  It  should  also 
be  remembered  that  the'  talookdars  were 
men  of  wealth  and  position. 

LoBD  DUFFBRIN  said,  that  whenever 
a  newly  acquired  territory  passed  under 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Indian  Government 
it  was  the  practice  to  dispatch  a  staff 
of  revenue  officers  and  surveyors  for  the 
purpose  of  effecting  what  was  commonly 
called  a  settlement  of  the  territory — that 
was  to  say,  of  measuring  the  various  areas 
which  were  about  to  become  the  sub- 
ject of  the  land  tax,  and  ascertaining  the 
parties  who  were  responsible  for  the  pay- 
ment of  that  tax.  That  course  was  taken, 
first,  for  the  purposes  of  fiscal  assessment, 
and,  secondly,  in  order  to  record  existing 
rights.  The  agricultural  population  of  India 
was  divided,  as  in  Europe,  into  two  great 
classes — landlords  and  tenants.  But  the 
class  of  tenants  was  again  subdivided  into 
three  distinct  categories — tenants  at  will, 
tenants  with  rights  of  occupancy  at  fixed 
rates  lower  than  the  market  rate,  and  tenants 
who  had  rights  of  occupancy  at  what  were 
called  fair  or  marketable  rates — rates  de- 
termined by  the  arbitration  of  a  Court  of 
Justice.  The  rights  of  tenants  of  the  last 
class,  although  not  of  great  importance, 
were  still  of  considerable  value.  But  those 
of  tenants  at  fixed  rates  were,  no  doubt,  of 
a  very  valuable  character,  and  were  trans- 
ferred by  the  tenant  to  his  descendants. 
Consequently,  it  was  the  custom  of  the 
Government  of  India,  whenever  a  settle- 
ment was  effected,  to  send  an  officer  to 
record,  not  only  the  rights  of  the  proprie- 
tors, but  those  of  the  ocoupjing  tenants. 
As  early  as  1836  instmctions  to  that  effect 
were  given  by  Lord  Auckland,  and  after- 
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wards  ooofirmed  by  Lord  Hardinge  and 
other  OoTemort  General.  Lord  Canning 
also  expressly  reserred  the  subsidiary  rijorhts 
ofthiselassof  occupiers.  It  was,  tbereiore, 
a  mistake  to  imagine  that  the  policy  which 
had  been  pursued  by  Sir  John  Lawrence  was 
a  rerersal  of  that  which  had  been  adopted 
by  Lohl  Canning.  It  was,  in  fact,  merely 
an  extension  and  confirmation,  of  that 
policy.  When  the  time  arrived  for  the 
final  settlement  of  Oude,  and  Mr.  Wing- 
field  reported  to  the  GoTemment  on  the 
subject,  it  occurred  to  Sir  John  Lawrence 
to  ask  whether  he  had  made  any  inyesti- 
gation  as  to  the  rights  of  occupancy?  As 
Mr.  Wingfield  was  himself  perfectly  satis- 
fied, from  his  knowledge  of  the  country, 
that  no  such  rights  existed,  he  had  not  in- 
stituted any  inquiry  into  the  subject,  but  Sir 
John  Lawrence  had  thought  it  expedient  to 
institute  a  more  special  inquiry.  That  in- 
quiry had  been  conducted  in  the  fairest  and 
most  impartial  manner  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  Mr.  Daries,  a  rerenue  officer, 
and  the  result  was  that  Mr.  Wingfield's  pre- 
vious opinion  had  been  to  a  great  extent 
confirmed.  With  regard  to  the  second 
point,  whether  special  instructions  had  been 
sent  to  the  Gofcmor  General  to  make  a 
similar  inquiry  into  the  title  of  land  else- 
where than  in  Oude,  he  was  able  to  reply  in 
the  negatiTc.  The  re? enue  officers  in  India 
would  continue  to  act,  not  under  special 
instructions,  but  under  the  general  instruc- 
tions which  he  had  detailed.  There  was 
great  discrepancy  of  opinion  both  in  India 
and  at  home  as  to  the  policy  of  encourag- 
ing tenant  right,  but  into  that  question  it 
was  not  necessary  now  to  enter.  He  hoped 
he  had  satisfied  his  noble  Friend  as  to 
the  matters  of  fact  which  were  the  subject 
of  his  inquiries. 

House  adjourned  at  half  pMt  SeTsn 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS* 
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Stonding  Order  No.  60  read. 

Colonel  WILSON  FATTEN  moTed 
to  rescind  Standing  Order  No.  60,  and  to 
insert  the  following  Standmg  Order  ii^liei 
thereof:— 

Resolved,  That  in  the  case  of  a  Railway  Bill 
authorizing  the  oonstmction  of  workt  hj  other 
than  an  existing  Railway  Company  inoorporatad 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  which  has,  daring  the 
year  last  past,  paid  dividends  on  its  ordinary  share 
capital  a  sum  not  less  than  8  per  cent  on  the 
amount  of  the  Estimate  of  E  xpense,  and  in  the  ease 
of  all  Bills,  other  than  Railway  Bills,  a  sun  not 
less  than  4  per  cent  on  the  amount  of  saoh  Esti- 
mate, shall,  previously  to  the  16th  day  of  JaDuaty, 
be  deposited  with  the  Court  of  Chanoerj  in 
England,  if  the  work  is  intended  to  be  done  in 
England,  or  with  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Enf- 
land,  or  the  Court  of  Exchequer  in  Scotland,  if 
such  work  is  intended  to  be  done  in  Scotland,  and 
with  the  Court  of  Chancery  in  Ireland,  if  sneli 
work  is  intended  to  be  done  in  Ireland.  (See  Ap- 
pendix C.)''{Col(mel  Wtlion  Patten.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  Resolution  bei 
Standing  Order  of  this  House. 

ME.  WINSLOWS  PENSION. 
QUESTION. 

Major  STUART  KNOX  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  pension  has  beeo 
granted  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  Mr. 
Winslow,  late  one  of  the  Mostere  in  La- 
nacy ;  and,  if  so,  the  amount  of  such  pen- 
sion, the  grounds  upon  which  it  was 
granted,  and  whether  it  was  refused  by  a 
former  Chancellor  ? 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL:  Sir. 
the  pension  granted  hy  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  to  Mr.  Winslow  is  one  of 
£1,000  a  year,  hy  an  order  made  npon  the 
3id  of  February,  1863.  The  grounda 
upon  which  it  was  granted  were  these  :— 
Mr.  Winslow  served  for  nearly  thirty  years, 
thirteen  of  which  were  in  the  office  of  Com- 
missioner of  Lunacy,  and  serenteen  more 
as  Master  in  Lunacy.  On  the  4th  of 
Fehrnary,  1859,  he  presented  a  petition 
to  Lord  Chancellor  Chelmsford,  stating  that 
he  desired  to  retire  upon  a  pension,  and  that 
he  was  lahouring  under  serious  snd  pe^ 
manent  infirmities.  That  petition  was 
supported  hy  unexceptional  oertificstesfrom 
two  physicians  and  one  surgeon.  Before, 
however,  anything  was  done  upon  that 
petition,  Mr.  Winslow  was  obliged  to  resign 
his  office,  owing  to  the  pressure  of  peeo" 
niary    difficulties:    and  Lord    Cbsncellor 
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Chelmsford  afterwards  left  ofiBce  withoat 
making  any  order  upon  it.  Therefore, 
according  to  the  information  I  have  re- 
eeired,  it  is  not  correct,  as  assumed  by 
the  question  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, that  any  former  Lord  Chancellor  ever 
refused  this  pension.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances there  followed  a  delay  in  the 
prosecution  of  the  petition  of  rather  more 
than  two  years.  On  the  31st  of  July, 
1862,  the  present  Lord  Chancellor  received 
a  further  petition  from  Mr.  Win  slow,  sup- 
ported by  affidavits  and  strong  letters  and 
testimonials,  urging  the  claims  of  Mr.  Win- 
alow  for  long  and  valuable  services.  Those 
letters  were  from  Lord  Brougham,  Lord 
Lyndhurst,  under  whom  he  had  served. 
Lord  Justice  Knight  Bruce,  Vice  Chan- 
cellor Stuart,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  Mr. 
Montagu  Smith,  Mr.  Bovill,  Mr.  Malins, 
and  Mr.  Commissioner  Holroyd.  Lord 
Chelmsford  also  wrote  a  letter  to  Mr.  Com- 
missioner Holroyd,  saying — 

"  That  it  would  give  him  great  pleasure  to  see 
that  the  Lord  Chanoellor  had  taken  a  favourably 
view  of  Mr.  Winilow'i  petition,  and  that  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  gratifying  to  the  whole  pro- 
fession." 

With  these  papers  before  him,  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  having  obtained  the  opinion 
of  a  very  eminent  counsel,  Mr.  Bacon, 
on  his  authority  to  deal  with  the  case, 
and  having  also  advised  with  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown,  made  an  order 
upon  the  two  petitions,  after  deliberate 
consideration,  granting  a  pension,  not  at 
the  maximum  of  £1,200  a  year,  but  at 
£1,000  or  £200  less. 

IRELAND— THE  DINNER  TO  MR.  GAVAN 
DUFFY.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  VERNER  said,  he  rose  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  given  to  the  proceedings 
which  are  stated  to  have  taken  place  at  a 
public  dinner  in  Dublin  in  honour  of  Mr. 
Gavan  Duffy,  at  which  the  health  of  Her 
Majesty  was  reluctantly  and  not  very  re- 
spectfully proposed,  and  received  with  ge- 
neral hissing  and  disapprobation,  and  like- 
wise to  the  presence  there  of  two  Members 
of  that  House,  the  Members  for  Toughal 
and  Dungarvan,  the  former  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Counsel,  and  the  latter  holding 
the  Commission  of  the  Peace,  neither  of 
whom  is  represented  to  have  expressed 
disapproval  of  the  disloyal  conduct  of  the 
assembly,  and  what  steps  the  Irish  Qo- 
▼emment  intend  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 


Sib  ROBERT  PEEL:  Sir,  since  the 
hon.  Member  gave  notice  of  his  Question 
I  have  taken  care  to  look  to  the  pro- 
ceedings referred  to.  The  dinner  was  of 
a  private  character.  [**No,  no!"]  At 
all  events,  it  was  a  dinner  to  a  gentleman 
who  had  been  absent  from  Ireland  for,  I 
believe,  many  years.  He  was  entertained 
at  the  private  expense  of  the  parties. 
Reporters  were  there,  but  I  am  not  re- 
sponsible for  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Members  for  Toughal  and  Dungarvan. 
I  should  suggest  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  address  the  inquiries  he  has 
made  of  me  to  those  hon.  Members. 
These  two  hon.  Gentlemen,  out  of  regard 
to  Mr.  Duffy,  attended  at  the  dinner  and 
made  speeches,  but  I  see  nothing  in 
their  speeches  to  6nd  fault  with.  As 
regards  the  toast  of  *'Her  Majesty,"  I 
believe  it  was  given;  but  really  I  am  not 
in  any  way  responsible  for  the  course  of 
the  proceedings  at  an  entertainment  of  thia 
kind.  ^ 

IRELAND— THE  LAW  ADVISER  TO  THE 
OASTLE.— QUESTION. 

Sib  THOMAS  BATESON  said,  he 
had  taken  the  following  passages  from  the 
speech  of  the  candidate  for  Dungarvan  on 
the  17th  of  June,  as  given  in  the  FreematCs 
Journal.     The  passages  were — 

"  I  bare  learnt  from  my  earliest  youth  to  re- 
gard with  undying  hostiUty  the  arrogant  and 
intolerant  fitction  which  so  long  has  trampled 
upon  and  insulted  my  religion  and  ray  country. 
...  I  reffard  the  tenant  farmer  as  the  sole 
proprietor  of  the  land,  where  he  indutriously 
tills  and  labours  upon  it." 

He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  the  gen- 
tleman who  delivered  that  speech  was  the 
same  Mr.  Barry  who  held  the  office  of  Law 
Adviser  to  the  Castle,  and  who  was  se« 
lected  by  the  Government  to  go  down  to 
Belfast  to  hold  a  judicial  investigation  in- 
volving the  lives  of  many  men  to  whom  he 
declares  his  "  undying  hostility"  —  the 
same  Mr.  Barry  who  was  so  lauded  by  the 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench  for  his 
impartiality,  his  moderation,  and  his  judi- 
cial qualifications  ?  He  also  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
sidered a  person  who  alluded  to  his  "  un- 
dying hostility"  to  a  great  number  of  bis 
fellow-countrymen,  and  who  held  the  most 
advanced  socialistic  doctrines  with  regard 
to  the  rights  of  property,  was  a  fit  person 
to  hold  the  office  of  Law  Adviser  to  Dublin 
Castle  f 
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Sn  BOBBRT  PEEU  in  reply,  said, 
he  told  the  hon.  Baronet  on  Friday  night 
that  he  should  he  prepared  to  meet  the 
Question.  In  the  first  place,  he  must  dis- 
claim altogether  having  it  supposed  that 
Mr.  Barry  was  a  Government  candidate. 
Mr.  Barry  was  a  very  eminent  gentleman, 
and  was  one  of  the  Commissioners  who  had 
heen  sent  to  Belfast,  and  every  one  acknow- 
ledged that  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sioners was  a  most  impartial  and  fair  one. 
Mr.  Barry  was  now  candidate  for  Dungar- 
van;  but  in  the  present  exciting  times  Mr. 
Barry,  probably  like  other  gentlemen,  had 
language  attributed  to  him  which  he  had 
never  made  use  of.  He  had  Mr.  Barry's 
authority  for  saying  that  he  did  not  make 
use  of  the  language  attributed  to  him;  and, 
moreover,  Mr.  Barry  had,  since  the  date  of 
the  observations  referred  to,  issued  an  ad- 
dress to  the  electors  of  Dungarvan.  on  the 
28th  of  June,  in  which  he  stated  that 
language  had  been  attributed  to  him 
which  he  had  not  uttered,  and  opinions 
which  he  never  entertained.  That  was  a 
satisfactory  answer,  he  trusted,  to  the  ob- 
servations made  by  the  hon.  Baronet;  and 
it  was  quite  evident  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  done  better  by  privately 
asking  him,  whether  the  language  attri- 
buted to  Mr.  Barry  had  been  ueed  before 
bringing  the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the 
House? 


THE  GRAND  JUNCTION  CANAL  BASIN. 

QUESTIOir. 

Mr.  W.  EWART  said,  he  would  beg 
to  ask  the  Vice  President  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council,  Whether  the  attention 
of  the  Privy  Council  has  been  called  to  a 
Memorial  from  St.  Mary's  Hospital,  and 
also  a  Report  from  the  Paddington  Vestry, 
respecting  the  nuisance  to  health  arising 
from  the  foul  state  of  the  Grand  Junction 
Canal  Basin,  and  of  the  wharves  adjoining, 
in  the  parish  of  Paddington,  and  whether 
they  are  about  to  take  any  steps  in  rela- 
tion thereto  ? 

Mr.  H.  a.  BRUCE  said,  in  reply,  that 
the  attention  of  the  Privy  Council  had  been 
called  to  the  state  of  the  Canal  Basin  and 
the  water  in  it,  and  to  the  fact  that  the 
local  authority  for  sanitary  purposes  stated 
that  they '  were  unable  to  suppress  the 
nuisance.  A  communication  was  therefore 
addressed  by  the  Privy  Council  to  the 
vestry,  who  explained  the  steps  they  had 
taken  daring  the  last  fifteen  years  with  re- 
8ir  Thonm  Bateson 


gard  to  the  nuisance,  and  added,  that  they 
were  now  instituting  another  proceeding, 
in  the  nature  of  an  indictment.  It  was  to 
be  hoped  that  those  proceedings  would 
have  the  desired  effect.  In  the  meanwhile 
it  should  he  known  that  the  medical  de- 
partment of  the  Privy  Council  had  no  other 
power  than  that  of  inquiring  into  the  facts 
of  such  cases. 


CONVENTION  OF  FOREIGN  LAW. 
QUESnOK. 

Mr.  J.  J.  POWELL  said,  he  wished  ta 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any  Convention 
has  been  entered  into  with  Foreign  Go- 
vernments for  the  purpose  of  procuring  an 
authoritative  explanation  on  points  of 
Foreign  Law  at  issue  in  any  case  or  suit 
now  pending  in  this  country  ? 

Mr.  LAYARD  said,  in  reply,  the  sub- 
ject was  one  of  considerable  importance, 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been 
fh  communication  with  most  of  the  Foreign 
Governments  with  reference  to  it.  The 
papers  had  been  laid  before  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  but  no  Convention  had  yet 
been  entered  into. 


THE  ECCLESIASTICAL  COMBOSSION. 
QUBSnOK. 

Mr.  HENRT  SETMOUR  said,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Committee  upon  that  Ec- 
clesiastical Commission  of  1863,  he  would 
beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  pay  any  attention  to  Uie 
Report  of  that  Commission,  and  its  charges 
of  land  jobbing  and  other  delinquencies  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  GRET  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  attention  of  the  Government  had 
been  called  to  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  subject  of  the  Ecclesiastieal 
Commission,  and  he  had  called  on  the 
Commissioners,  soon  after  the  Report  was 
preseYited,  for  an  explanation  of  certain 
natters  alluded  to  in  that  Report.  He 
was  under  the  impression  that  their  reply 
had  been  laid  on  the  table,  but,  if  not,  it 
should  be.  A  Bill  had  been  prepared,  the 
object  of  which  was  to  centre  the  responsi- 
bility in  the  Estates*  Committee,  hot  that 
Bill  required  a  good  deal  of  consideratioD, 
and  during  the  recess  he  hoped  to  com- 
plete its  details. ' 
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LEEDS  BANKRUPTCY  COURT,  Ao. 

SBSOLTJIIOK. 

Hr.  hunt  :  Sir,  in  rising  to  move  the 
Reiolution  of  which  I  hare  given  notice, 
I  cannot  diagaiae  from  myself  the  grave 
nature  of  the  task  I  have  undertaken. 
That  Resolution  is,  in  fact,  a  vote  of  cen- 
Bure  upon  one  of  the  highest  fonctionaries 
of  State — upon  that  functionary  who  is 
called  the  Keeper  of  the  Queen's  Con- 
Bcience,  the  Supreme  Judge  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  one  who  acts  in  a  twofold 
capacity  in  the  House  of  Lords — as  the 
aupreme  Judge  of  the  highest  «ourt  of  judi- 
cature in  the  kingdom,  and  the  Speaker 
o(  that  august  Assembly  in  its  deliberations 
upon  public  affairs.  To  direct  a  vote  of 
censure  upon  so  high  a  functionary  is,  I 
Bayt  ft  grave  matter,  and  I  have  not  under- 
taken to  do  so  without  duly  considering 
the  responsibility  I  thus  incur.  If  I  have 
undertaken  this  task  lightly,  frivolously, 
Or  upon  insnfiBcient  grounds,  the  censure 
will  recoil  upon  my  own  head.  On  tl^ 
other  hand,  if  I  can  show  that  there  are 
real  and  substantial  grounds  for  proposing 
this  Resolution,  then,  I  think,  I  shall  only 
have  discharged  my  duty  to  the  country. 

Now,  Sir,  it  is  obviously  of  the  highest 
importance,  not  only  that  there  should  be 
purity  in  the  exercise  of  the  high  functions 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  vigilance 
against  corruption  by  his  subordinates.  It 
is  of  high  importance,  because  of  the 
enormous  amount  of  patronage  which 
has  accumulated  in  his  hands.  He  holds 
the  appointment  of  nearly  every  Judge 
who  sits  upon  the  bench  in  this  country 
— the  Judges  of  the  land,  of  the  County 
Court  Judges,  the  Judges  in  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  a  multitude  of  subordinate 
officers  in  those  Courts,  and  these  appoint- 
ments tell  upon  the  interests  of  nearly  all 
the  people  of  this  country.  Therefore,  I 
Bay  it  is  most  important  that  the  person 
who  discharges  the  high  duties  which 
attach  to  the  office  of  Lord  Chancellor 
Bbonld  not  only  be  himself  incorrupt,  but 
should  be  vigilant  in  the  public  interest  to 
prevent  corruption  among  those  about  him. 
I  am  happy  to  say  that  on  this  occasion  I 
am  not  here  to  impute  personal  corruption 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor ;  but  I  am  here  to 
impute  to  him  that  he  has  not  shown  that 
vigilance,  that  acutoness,  and  that  anxiety 
for  the  public  interest  which  his  high  sta- 
tion and  the  important  duties  attached  to 
it  imperatively  demand.  I  think  I  need 
hardly  apologize  for  bringing  under  review 
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the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  be- 
cause it  must  be  admitted  that  a  primd 
facie  case  for  that  course  exists  when  in 
one  Session  of  Parliament  a  Committee  of 
each  House  has  sat  to  inquire  into  the 
purity  of  his  conduct.  I  bnng  the  question 
of  the  two  cases  before  the  House  on  the 
present  occasion.  We  must  remember  that 
the  Committee  of  either  House  had  referred 
to  it  only  the  inquiry  into  the  particular 
case  which  was  under  its  investigation  ; 
but  we  have  now  the  advantage  of  being 
able  to  compare  the  evidence  given  before 
the  two  Committees,  and  what  might  seem 
a  slight  affair  when  we  had  only  the  evidence 
adduced  before  one  Committee  becomes  a 
grave  matter  when  we  read  the  Report  of 
the  other  Committee  and  the  evidence  given 
before  it.  We  cannot  go  entirely  by  the 
Report  of  the  Lords'  Committee,  or  by  that 
of  the  Commons'  Committee,  because  each 
had  only  one  particular  case  referred  to  it ; 
but  we  must  see  what  has  been  the  con* 
duct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  as  shown  by 
the  evidence  in  both,  cases,  and  we  must 
ask,  whether  that  conduct  has  been  such  as 
to  satisfy  the  country,  and  to  show  that  he 
ought  to  be  continued  in  his  high  office  ? 
or,  whether,  on  the  other  hand,  it  does 
not  demonstrate  his  unfitness  for  that  office 
— not,  as  I  have  already  said,  on  the 
ground  that  he  is  guilty  of  personal  cor- 
ruption— but  because  of  his  supiness  and 
carelessness  in  not  preventing  the  corrup- 
tion which  was  going  on  around  and  below 
him? 

Sir,  the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
notice  contains  three  propositions—- first, 
that  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court 
discloses  that  a  great  facility  exists 
for  obtaining  public  appointments  by 
corrupt  means  ;  second,  that  such  evidence 
and  also  that  taken  before  the  House  of 
Lords,  in  the  case  of  Leonard  Edmunds, 
show  a  laxity  of  practice  and  want  of 
caution  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
in  sanctioning  the  grant  of  retiring  pen- 
sions to  public  officers  oyer  whose  head 
grave  charges  are  impending,  and  in  filling 
up  the  vacancies  made  by  the  retirement 
of  such  officers,  whereby  great  encourage- 
ment has  been  given  to  corrupt  practices. 
The  third  proposition  in  my  Motion  is  the 
corollary  of  the  two  preceding^-namely, 
that  such  laxity  and  want  of«  caution,  even 
in  the  absence  of  any  improper  motive, 
are,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  highly 
reprehensible  and  calculated  to  throw  dis- 
credit on  the  administration  of  the  high 
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offices  of  Stote.  I  propose  to  follow  up 
these  three  propositions  in  the  order  which 
they  occupy  on  the  paper.  First,  with  re- 
spect to  the  facility  which  exists  for  oh- 
taining  public  employment,  I  wish  the 
House  to  notice  that  Mr.  Welch,  a  gentle- 
on  the  Northern  Circuit,  being  desirous  to 
obtain  a  public  appointment,  lays  out  his 
money  in  what  he  considers  a  iudioions 
manner  for  that  purpose,  and  be  nnds  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell,  the  Chancellor's  son, 
willing  to  receiTO  a  sum  of  money,  and 
to  giye  Mr.  Welch  his  good  offices  and 
mention  his  name  to  his  father.  In 
due  course  of  time  Mr.  Welch  received  an 
appointment  from  the  Lord  Chancellor 
under  circumstances  which  I  may  describe 
as  at  least  very  peculiar.  I  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Welch,  showing  that  the 
motive  which  induced  him  to  give  a  sum 
of  money  to  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  was  to 
obuin  the  latter 's  interest  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  The  following  evidence  was 
given  by  Mr.  Welch  in  answer  to  questions 

gut  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Guildford  (Mr. 
►ovill),  who  was  appointed  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  for  the  purpose  of  examin- 
ing witnesses,  but  not  of  voting  : — 

**  When  was  it  that  you  first  applied  to  him  ? 
—I  should  think  I  asked  Mr.  Bethell  in  1862  or 
1868  :  I  forget  wliich.  Did  70U  apply  to  him 
again  in  1864  ?— I  did.  What  time  in  1864  f— 
When  I  was  ill  he  used  sometimes  to  come  and 
ask  how  I  was;  that  was  in  January  and  Feb- 
ruary. When  I  found  myself  getting  better,  or 
shortly  after  that,  I  mentioned  it  to  him  ;  I  said  I 
should  be  glad  if  he  could  exercise  any  influence, 
if  he  would  be  kind  enough  to  do  it.  What  did 
be  say  ? — He  said  he  was  not  then  as  he  used  to 
be,  in  office — that  is,  near  his  &ther ;  but  he  cer- 
tainly would  if  he  could,  if  he  had  an  opportu- 
nity. And  I  may  mention  to  yon  that  I  have 
often  assisted  Mr.  Bethell,  and  others,  too,  in- 
cluding Members  of  your  honourable  House, 
frequently." 

In  answer  to  a  question  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Macclesfield  (Mr.  E.  Egerton) 
who  asked  whether  the  assistance  was 
pecuniary  assistance?  the  witness  replied — 
"  Yes,  as  friends ;  and  one  noble  Lord  now  owes 
me  £8,000  and  odd.  We  settled  accounU  some 
time  ago ;  he  is  a  connection  of  Lord  Palmerston. 
I  asked  him  to  help  me,  and  I  believe  he  would 
do  it  for  me  if  he  could." 
I  am  happy  to  say,  for  the  sake  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  it  does  not  appear  that 
the  person  was  able  to  perform  the  service 
desired.     Mr.  Welch  went  on  to  say— 

^1  have  assisted  many  friends  firom  time  to 
time,  perhaps  incautiously,  it  may  be  foolishly ; 
and,  among  the  rest,  I  have  assisted  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons ;  two,  1  know  I  have  as- 
sisted, and  I  have  lost  nothing  by  them." 

Mr.  Sunt 


[Alaugh.]  This  may  be  conndered  a  laugh- 
ing* matter  by  some  hon.  Members^  but  I 
think  the  country  will  regard  it  as  a  aerioos 
matter.  In  days  gone  by  such  things  may 
have  been  heard  of,  but  I  was  only  aware, 
by  the  disclosure  before  this  Committee, 
that  such  things  were  possible  now.  Mr. 
Welch  seems  to  have  considered  that  if 
he  found  a  needy  man,  who  knew  a  Mi- 
nister having  appointments  to  give  away, 
and  lent  him  money,  the  money  was  well 
laid  out.  Was  Mr.  Welch  wrong  ?  With 
respect  to  the  money  he  lent  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell,  he  says — 

"  Mr.  Richajrd  Bethell  owes  me  £1,060.  He 
owes  me  that  now  ;  in  the  first  instance  it  was 
£500  that  I  lent  him.  Mr.  BotIII  :  Now,  wiU 
you  tell  me  when  he  had  £500  from  yoa  ? — I  tell 
you  in  April  or  May.  Colonel  Pennant:  la 
April  or  May  of  what  year?— Of  1864.  Mr. 
Bovill :  Will  you  be  good  enough  to  explain  how 
it  was  that  he  had  £600  from  you  in  April  or  May, 
1864  f — He  asked  me  to  lend  it  to  him.  and  I 
thought  at  that  time,  as  he  was  in  no  diiBonlties, 
that  he  was  a  very  good  object ;  I  thooght  be 
was  a  very  good  mark,  and  I  further  tbooglit 
that  it  was  rery  likely  if  I  wanted  a  compliment, 
and  asked  him  for  it,  he  might  exert  himself,  as 
well  as  others,  to  assist  me.  Mr.  Vivian  :  What 
do  you  mean  by  a  '  compliment  V — If  I  wanted 
any  assistance  with  parties  in  power.  Colonel 
Pennant :  What  do  you  mean  by  saying  that  *  be 
was  a  very  good  mark  r — I  thought  he  was  ampls 
security  tor  £500  at  that  time." 

The  examination  was  afterwards  thus 
continued — 

**  What  induced  you  to  lend  Mr.  BetheU,  lor 
the  first  time,  £500  ?— I  thought  that  be,  as 
other  people  to  whom  I  had  lent  money,  niighi 
exert  himself  for  me  if  I  wanted  him  to  assist 
me  in  obtaining  an  appointment  or  anything  like 
that.  I  knew  very  well  he  had  no  appointment 
himself  to  give;  all  he  could  do  was  to  nsa 
influence." 

Well,  was  Mr.  Welch  wrong  in  his  cal- 
culation ?  In  1863,  he  had  received  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell's  recommendation  to  his 
father,  and  in  April,  1864,  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  was  in  communication  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor  about  the  Leeds  Bank- 
ruptcy Court.  It  appears  from  a  letter 
read  by  Mr.  Miller,  and  which  the  Com- 
mittee, I  am  sorry  to  find,  did  not  require 
should  be  delivered  up  to  them,  Mr.  Weleh 
applied  a  second  time  to  Mr.  BethelL 
Now,  I  want  to  know  whether  at  that  time 
Mr.  Bethell  was  in  communication  with 
the  Lord  Chancellor  ?  If  we  turn  to  Mr. 
Bethell's  evidence  we  find  it  in  the  follow- 
ing statement : — 

**  The  Lord  Chancellor  knew  that  both  inys^ 
and  my  wife  were  exceedingly  intimate  with  Mr. 
Baron  and  Lady  Mary  Wilde  ;  and  one  day,  in  his 
private  room,  ibe  Lord  Chancellor  told  me  that 
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he  was  ^OTod  to  hear  that  very  serioiifl  charges 
were  being  made  against  Mr.  Wilde,  and  he  felt 
that  unless  Mr.  Wilde  was  able  to  give  a  satisfac- 
tory answer  to  those  charges  he  should  be  com- 
pelled to  dismiss  him.  He  asked  the  Lord  Chan* 
cellor,  as  a  favoor,  to  let  him  know  what  the 
charges  were  at  that  time.  What  he  told  me  was 
that  Mr.  Wilde  confessed  he  had  borrowed  some 
money  from  some  of  the  oflBoials  of  the  Ooort, 
and  that  there  were  some  charges  about  his  having 
nnduly  passed  some  official  assignees'  accounts 
to  whom  he  was  in  debt.  In  a^out  a  fortnight 
after  that  time  my  own  misfortune  came  upon 
me ;  and  I  never  saw  the  Lord  Chancellor  sub- 
sequently to  that  period." 

That  fixed  the  time  when  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  was  in  intimate  communication 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  ;  for  joa  will 
find  that  what  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  called 
**  his  own  trouhle"  was  his  having  to  re- 
sign his  own  office  in  London  as  Registrar 
in  Bankruptcy  ;  and  it  appears  that,  on  the 
14th  of  Ma  J,  the  Lord  Chancellor  wrote 
to  Mr.  Miller,  stating  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary  that  his  son  should  resign.  But 
how  was  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Welch 
affected  ?  There  is  a  good  deal  of  dis- 
crepancy in  the  evidence  upon  the  subject. 
Mr.  Welch  himself  says,  he  sent  a  cheque 
direct  to  Mr.  Bethell  ;  but  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Harding  says,  that  he  was  the  go-between, 
that  the  cheque  was  handed  to  him,  and 
that  he  conveyed  it  to  Mr.  Bethell  How- 
ever that  may  be,  it  is  clear  upon  the 
evidence  that  a  cheque  of  J&500  was  given 
in  favour  of  the  hon.  Richard  Bethell,  as 
expressed  on  the  cheque  in  exchange  for 
a  Bill.  The  Rev.  Mr.  Harding,  in  his 
evidence,  says — 

"I  carried  the  £500— worse  luck!''  And  he 
continues  as  follows : — "  I  mentioned  the  ar- 
rangement to  Mr.  Welch,  certainly,  for  this 
reason,  that  it  was  important  as  regards  the 
understanding  that  if  Mr.  Welch  got  the  situa- 
tion the  bill  should  be  destroyed.  Decidedly  I 
mentioned  it,  for  I  thought  it  was  in  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell's  fovour  that  it  should  be  understood  that 
the  bill  should  be  destroyed." 

That  is  to  say,  that  the  bill  was  to  be 
destroyed,  if  Mr.  Welch  got  the  appoint- 
ment. Well,  let  us  follow  up  the  story. 
Mr.  Welch  got  the  appointment.  There 
has  been  great  mystery  as  to  what  became 
of  that  bill ;  but  at  last  Mr.  Welch  was 
driven  to  admit  that  it  was  destroyed 
without  any  security  being  given  by  Mr. 
Bethell  for  the  £500.  Mr.  Bethell  had 
subsequent  advances  from  Mr.  Welch  of  a 
considerable  sum  of  money.  I  can  give 
the  House  the  dates.  The  first  cheque  of 
^£500  was  dated  the  6th  of  May  ;  but  that 
was  not  the  real  day,  because  the  cheque 
appears  to  hare  been  post-dated.    I  wish 


to  call  the  particular  attention  of  the  House 
to  these  nates  in  connection   with   what 
came  out  in  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  in  regard  to  Mr.  Edmunds'  case. 
In  August,  1864,  a  correspondence  took 
place  between  the   Lord   Chancellor  and 
other  Law   Lords   about   Mr.   Edmunds' 
defalcations,  and  during  that  month  it  be- 
came perfectly  clear— ^as  from  a  perusal  of 
the  correspondence  it  will  be  seen  that  it 
must  have  been  perfectly  dear — to  all  who 
were  cognizafit  of  these  transactions  that 
Mr.  Edmunds  would  be  obliged  to  resign 
his    oflSces.     On    September    10th,  after 
this,  the   House  will    perceife  that  Mr. 
Welch  lends  Mr.  Bethell  another  £200. 
Well,  things  go  on  in  the  Patent  Office 
and  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
on  the  4th  of  February  it  appears  that  Mr. 
Leonard  Edmunds  signed  a  memorandum 
promising   to  resign.     Three   days  after 
this,  I  suppose,  Mr.  Bethell  got  a  hint  of 
this,  and  informed  Mr.  Welch  of  it,  for 
three  days  after  it  Mr.  Welch  finds  him- 
self in  a  position  to  lend  Mr.  Bethell  an- 
other £50.     On  the  14th  of  February  the 
Lord  Chancellor  presents  a  petition  from 
Mr.  Edmunds  for  a  retiring  pension,  which 
is  granted.     On   the    15th  of   February 
Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell  is  appointed  Reading 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  on  the 
20th  he  takes  his  seat  in  that  capacity. 
By  so  taking  his  seat  he  vacated  the  office 
of  a  Registrar  in  Bankruptcy  in  London, 
and  thus  the  office  of  Registrar  of  Bank- 
ruptcy in  London  became  an  appointment 
at  the  disposal   of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
Mr.  Welch  thinks  £300  will  be  well  laid 
out,  and  he  gives  it  to  Mr.  Richard  Bethell. 
On  the  15th  of  February,  the  day  on  which 
Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell  facates  the  office  of 
Registrar,   Mr.  Welch  advances   another 
£300  to  Mr.  Richard  Bethell.     There  is 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  to  Mr. 
Welch,  given  in  Appendix  No.  3  of  the 
Blue-book.      The  bill  for  the  £500  had 
been  destroyed,  it  appears,  when  this  letter 
of  acknowledgment  was  sent  to  Mr.  Welch, 
but  there  is  a  great  mystery  as  to  when 
that  letter  was  sent.      There  is  no  date 
attached  to  that  letter,  but  it  would  seem 
to    have  been  written  some  considerable 
time  after  the  £500  and  the  subsequent 
advances  had  been  obtained.    It  is  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  ILj  dear  Weloh, — ^I  have  not  replied  to  your 
former  letters  becaose  I  am  really  umoyed  at 
your  troubling  me  in  the  way  you  do.  Nobody 
knows  better  than  you  do  my  present  circum- 
stances, how  impossiblo  for  mo  it  is  to  make  any. 
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repATmeiiti,  it  I  do  not  know  from  one  daj  to  an- 
other what  course  my  oreditora  may  take.  I  am 
sorry  that  the  opposition  to  the  Bill  is  snoh  a 
costly  aflkir,  bat  1  cannot  assist  yon  ;  there  can 
be  no  possible  dispote  between  us  as  to  the  amount 
of  liability;  but,  to  relieve  yoor  mind  (which  is 
much  more  ponctilions  than  it  used  to  be),  I  owe 
yon  £1,050  money  adyanoed,  and  some  day  or 
other  I  will  either  pay  it,  or,  at  all  OTents,  give 
yon  some  sort  of  security;  but, at  present,  I  do 
expect  yon  not  to  bother  me.  I  assure  you  I  am 
harassed  to  death." 

Now,  it  18  a  remarkable  thing  that,  while 
the  capital  sum  of  £1,050  is  here  stated, 
there  is  no  mention  whaterer  made  as  to 
any  sum  being  due  in  respect  of  interest. 
I  think  there  are  good  grounds  for  sop- 
posing  that  that  letter  was  written  with  a 
yiew  to  enable  something  to  he  produced 
if  there  should  be  a  trial,  hut  the  writer 
forgot  altogether  to  mention  the  subject  of 
interest ;  and  if  this  had  been  a  hondjide 
debt  due  from  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  to  Mr. 
Welch,  the  letter  of  acknowledgment  must 
have  contained  some  reference  to  sums  due 
for  interest.  Well,  Sir,  we  have  got  to 
this,  that  at  the  end  of  April  or  the  be- 
ginning of  May,  1864,  £500  is  advanced 
by  Mr.  Welch  to  Mr.  Bethell,  for  a  pur- 
pose which  Mr.  Welch  admitted.  On  July 
26  comes  up  the  question  of  Mr.  Wilde's 
retirement  from  the  Bankruptcy  Court  at 
Leeds.  The  Committee  have  giyen  an  ac- 
count of  how  these  circumstances  arose. 
They  say— 

''  In  the  beginning  of  1864,  in  the  course  of  a 
general  examination  which  had  been  instituted  as 
to  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  by  the  Lord  Chan* 
cellor,  an  inquiry  took  place  into  the  alleged  mis- 
conduct of  some  of  the  oflDcers  of  the  Leeds  Dis« 
trict  Court— namely,  the  two  Registrars,  Mr. 
Payne  and  Mr.  Wilde,  two  ofiBcial  assignees,  and 
two  messengers." 

Charges  were  brought  against  Mr.  Payne 
and  Mr.  Wilde,  and  a  letter  was  sent  to 
Mr.  Wilde  by  Mr.  Miller,  the  Chief  Regis- 
trar  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy.  I  will 
not  read  the  whole  of  the  letter,  but  it 
said  that  the  charges  against  Mr.  Wilde 
were — 

"  1.  That  accounts  which  ought  to  have  been 
submitted  to  and  allowed  by  your  Commissioner 
were  certified  by  you  as  having  been  submitted 
to  and  sanctioned  by  him,  witbont  bis  having  ever 
seen  such  accounts ;  and  that  thereby  large  sums 
had  been  improperly  allowed  to  the  oflBeial  assig- 
nees ;  2.  That  you  have  been  in  the  habit  of  tax- 
ing the  bills  of  the  messengers,  without  calling 
for  the  production  of  the  vouchers  for  the  sums 
alleged  to  have  been  paid  by  them  ;  and,  3.  That 
you  have  borrowed  money  both  from  the  ofBoial 
assignees  and  messengers  of  the  Court,  and  there- 
by destroyed  your  independence  and  efficiency.'' 

It  seems  that  no  explanation  in  reply  to 
Mr.mtfU 


these  charges  was  given  for  some  time  ; 
and,  on  the  24th  of  May,  Mr.  Miller  wrote 
to  Mr.  Wilde  as  follows : — 

«  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  May  24, 18e4. 

'<Dear  Sir,— I  am  directed  by  the  Lord  Cbaa- 
oellor  to  request  that  you  will,  within  ooe  week 
from  this  day,  put  Mr.  Commisnoner  Ayrton  in 
possession  of  the  explanation  called  for  1^  niy 
letter  of  the  lath  instant,  otherwise  yon  will  be 
served  with  notice  to  i^»pear  and  show  oanae  ia 
open  eonrt  why  yon  should  not  be  dismissiMl  from 
your  offiee  of  registrar.— Tours,  Ac, 

(Signed)    '*  Jomi  F.  Mnxu. 

"H.  S.Wade,Esq." 

On  the  30th  of  May,  in  answer  to  Mr. 
Miller's  letter,  Mr.  Wilde  sent  a  eomma- 
nieation  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  tent 
it,  according  to  his  custom,  to  Mr.  Miller. 
On  the  26th  of  July,  1864,  there  b  a 
letter  which  has  been  considerablj  dis- 
cussed, both  in  the  Committee  and  by  the 
public,  from  Mr.  Miller,  the  Chief  Regis- 
trar in  London,  to  Mr.  Wilde.  It  is 
couched  in  these  extraordinary  terms — 

«  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  July  96,  1864. 
**  Sir, — It  grieves  me  much  to  inform  you  that, 
unless  I  bear,  in  course  of  post,  that  you  mean  to 
apply  to  be  allowed  to  retire,  I  have  instroctioitt 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  serve  you  with  notice 
to  appear  before  him  publicly  in  open  court,  and 
show  cause  why  you  should  not  be  ditraisMd  from 
your  office  of  Registrar." 

Before  I  go  on  further  with  this  letter  I 
would  refer  to  the  words  "retire,"  "al- 
lowed to  retire,"  because  it  came  out  ia 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Wilde  that  the  word 
"  retire,''  in  the  Bankruptcy  Court  meant 
retiring  on  a  pension,  but  that  the  word 
"  resign"  means  resigning  unconditionally; 
and  therefore  Mr.  Miller,  in  the  first  part 
of  his  letter,  says  that  Mr.  Wilde  must 
apply  to  be  allowed  to  retire— that  is, 
upon  a  pension,  or  else  appear  in  open 
court  and  show  cause  why  he  shonld  not 
be  dismissed  from  his  offiee.  Then  cornea 
the  second  part  of  his  letter.  Mr.  Miller 
states  that  the  first  paragraph  was  written 
in  strict  obedience  to  the  orders  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor 
doubts  whether  he  used  the  word  "  retire" 
or  "resign."  The  second  paragraph  of 
Mr.  Miller's  letter,  the  Lord  Cbaoeellor 
says,  was  not  written  by  his  direction  ;  and 
Mr.  Miller  does  not  impute  it  to  bis  Lord- 
ship, but  asserts  that  it  was  dictated  by 
his  own  kindness  of  feeling  towarda  Mr. 
Wilde.     This  is  its  language  — * 

*'It  is  said  that  your  state  of  haaltk  is  tmk 
that  yon  oan  have  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  snek 
a  medical  certificate  as  would  entitle  you  to  retire 
under  the  33rd  section  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act, 
1861 ;  and,  if  this  be  so.  I  sincerely  trust,  fbr  your 
own  sake,  that  yon  will  see  the  propriety  of  re- 
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lieving  the  Chanoellor  from  the  very  disagreeable 
and,  indeed,  painiul  doty  which  is  thrust  upon 
him." 

Here,  then,  is  the  letter  from  the  Chief 
Registrar  in  Bankruptcy,  the  official  Sec- 
retary to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  calling 
upon  a  man  to  appear  in  open  court  to 
ahow  caase  why  he  should  not  he  dismissed 
from  the  office  of  Registrar,  and  suggest- 
ing in  the  next  paragraph  that  he  should 
apply  for  a  medical  certificate  and  retire 
on  the  ground  of  his  health.  I  think  the 
natural  construction  of  that  letter  is,  that 
the  interests  of  the  public  were  not  so 
much  sought  after  by  the  writer  as  the 
creation  of  a  yacancy  in  the  office.  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  view  that  was  taken  of  the 
letter  when  it  was  received  at  Leeds.  It 
appears  that  when  it  reached  Mr.  Wilde 
he  was  exceedingly  alarmed,  and  went  and 
consulted  a  friend  of  his,  Mr.  Bond,  who 
was  called  before  the  Committee.  Mr. 
Bond  states — 

"Mr.  Wilde  showed  me  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Miller,  dated  the  day  next  bat  one  before,  if  I 
roooUect  right,  the  26th  of  July,  and  I  read  it  at 
his  request ;  he  said  it  had  frightened  him  a  good 
deal,  or  that  it  had  *  put  him  a  good  deal  out  of 
the  way,'  I  think  was  his  expression.  He  asked 
me  to  giro  him  my  opinion  about  it.  I  hesitated 
a  moment,  as  it  came  upon  me  unawares,  and  I 
told  him  I  thought  the  better  way  would  be  for 
Mm  to  go  to  London  and  consult  his  relative,  Sir 
James  Wilde.  I  think  I  said,  '  I  do  not  think 
you  have  much  to  consult  him  about ;  it  seems  to 
me  it  is  a  foregone  conclusion.  They  do  not  mean 
to  give  you  an  alternative — they  want  your  place 
— perhaps  you  will  be  better  off  with  your  pen- 
sion, if  they  will  give  it  you,'  or  something  of 
that  sort.  I  did  not  think  that  I  should  be  asked 
about  this,  therefore  I  am  speaking  from  the 
merest  recollection.  1  then,  I  think,  asked  him, 
having  looked  at  the  letter  again,  or  the  latter 
port  of  it,  *■  Well,  have  you  had  any  medical  ad- 
vice ? '  '  Have  you  had  any  oooasion  for  medical 
advice  ? '  or  something  of  that  sort ;  and  he  said 
'  Tes.'  And  he  added  that  Mr.  Hey  had  attended 
him  for  some  affection,  I  am  not  quite  sure  whe- 
ther of  the  eye  or  eyes,  but  something  aflbcting 
his  vision ;  he  said  rather  abruptly,  *  Do  you  know 
him  ? '  I  said  '  Tes,  he  lives  opposite,'  pointing 
out  of  the  window ;  he  said,  '  It  has  upset  me,' 
or  something  of  that  sort, '  will  you  go  across  and 
see  him,  and  see  whether  he  can  give  me  a  oerti- 
floate  ? '  I  did  go,  and  I  got  the  certificate  which 
is  in  the  Return.  Mr.  Hey  made  some  observa- 
tion, 1  think  to  the  offset,  '  That  is  as  much  as 
I  ean  do  for  you,'  and  I  jocularly  said  in  answer, 
'  I  daresay  it  will  do  ;  half  a  oertiflcata  will  be 
enough  on  this  ooeasion.'  I  might  be  wrong ;  I 
drew  my  conclusions  in  a  moment,  because  1  had 
not  the  least  doubt  what  was  meant ;  it  was  all 
done  in  a  few  minutes,  because  Mr.  Wilde  had  to 
go,  I  think,  by  the  10  o'olook  train  to  London." 

Well  now,  Sir,  a  more  extraordinary  certi- 
ficate I  should  think  neyer  was  submitted 


to  a  public  fnnctionanr  in  order  to  procure 
a  retiring  pension, '  It  is  dated  "  Leeds, 
July  28,  1864/^  and  is  in  these  words— 

'*  I  hereby  certify  that  I  have  been  consulted  by 
Mr.  Henry  3.  Wilde,  on  account  of  a  fiulure  in  his 
sight,  which  was  a  serious  hindrance  to  him  in 
the  performance  of  the  duties  of  his  offloe."  It  does 
not  say,  '<  which  I  consider  is  a  serious  hindrance 
to  him."  **  Mr.  Wilde  flnt  ooosulted  me  in  August^ 
1863.  At  his  age  I  cannot  look  for  any  improve- 
ment in  his  vision.  (Signed)  Samuel  Hey, 
F.R.C.S." 

It  was  necessary,  I  do  not  know  whether 
by  the  proTisions  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment or  by  the  rules  framed  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  that  the  gentleman  seeking  a 
retiring  pension  had  to  send  a  petition  and 
make  an  affidayit  as  to  the  facts  stated  in 
his  petition.  And  here  eomes  a  curioua 
disclosure.  It  became  a  question  before 
the  Committee  by  whom  and  when  the 
petition  and  affidavit  were  prepared.  Mr. 
Wilde's  account  is  this^ — that  they  came  to 
him  cut  and  dry.     He  says — 

**  The  note  is  this—'  I  have  your  note  and  me- 
dical certificate,  and  if  you  will  sign  the  enclosed 
petition,  and  swear  to  it  before  any  Commissioner 
for  taking  affidavits,  and  send  it  to  my  house,  26, 
St.  Stephen's  Square,  this  evening,  1  will  endea- 
vour to  get  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  make  the  order 
to-morrow  morning ;  *  is  that  the  letter  which  ac- 
companied the  petition?— That  was  the  letter 
that  accompanied  the  petition.  Up  to  the  time 
of  receiving  that  letter,  had  you  seen  Mr.  Miller 
at  all  upon  the  subject  of  this  letter  of  his  of  the 
26th  of  July,  wbieh  milled  upon  you  to  retire  ? — 
No;  I  saw  Mr.  Miller  on  the  dOth,  and  I  went 
to  him  in  order,  as  fiu*  as  I  cauld  be  enabled  to  do 
so,  to  get  an  explanation,  and  I  said  to  him,  *  Mr. 
Miller,  to  what  am  I  to  attribute  this  unpre- 
cedented severity  at  the  hands  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ? '  He  said  to  me,  *  It  is  on  account  of  your 
carelessly  taxing  the  messengers'  bills.'  When 
you  received  the  petition,  was  it  in  the  form  or 
not  in  which  you  signed  it  ?  You  will  find  it  set 
out  in  pages  26  and  27. — Yes;  it  was  in  the  form 
set  out ;  it  was  engrossed.  It  came  to  you  ready 
for  signature  ?—xes.  Had  you  anything  to  do 
with  putting  in  the  grounds  upon  which  you  were 
desirous  of  retiring,  as  stated  in  that  petition  ? — 
No.  Now,  as  regards  the  affidavit :  Who  pre- 
pared that  aflBdavit,  do  you  know?— That  was 
prepared  also  in  the  ofiloe  of  the  Chief  Registrar, 
Mr.  Miller.  And  was  sent  to  you  with  the  peti- 
tion ready  engrossed  ?— Yes,  ready  engrossed." 

So  that,  to  make  it  perfectly  certain  that 
this  petition  should  be  presented,  the  Chief 
Registrar  of  Bankruptcy,  Mr.  Miller,  actu- 
ally prepared  the  petition  setting  forth  the 
grounds  on  which  he  was  to  receive  the 
pension,  together  with  the  affidavit  which 
he  was  to  swear  to.  Mr.  Miller  appeared  to 
think  this  was  rather  an  extraordinary  pro- 
ceeding, and  was  not  likely  to  do  him  anpr 
credit,  and  in  his  first  account  he  posi- 
tively denied  that  the  fact  was  so- 
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*<  Had  7011  anjtbinff  to  do  with  tlie  preparation ) 
of  the  aflBdavit? — lathing  whatever.  And  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  petition,  except  sending  a 
form  ?— I  do  not  lay  that  I  sent  a  form :  it  is 
Tery  possible  that  I  may  have  sent  a  form.  If  1 
was  asked  for  a  form  I  sent  it.  Bat  you  certainly 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  preparation  of  the 
affidavit  ? — Certainly  not ;  the  affidavit,  yon  know, 
is  a  mere  few  words,  it  is  merely  three  lines." 

Now,  if  you  will  turn  to  286,  you  will  find 
Mr.  Miller  states  it  thus — 

*'  Did  yon  prepare  the  petition  or  not  ? — Having 
seen  this,  I  have  no  doubt  of  it.  That  you  pre- 
pared it  ? — No  doubt ;  I  have  the  petition  here, 
I  think.  Will  you  look  at  it  ?— Yes,  I  have  re- 
ferred to  it ;  here  is  the  petition  (producing  a 
paper).  It  seems  to  have  bc«n  preparod  in  blank, 
leaving  a  blank  for  the  important  portion  of  it, 
'  That  your  petitioner  has  for  some  time  past  been 
afflicted  with  a  &ilare  in  his  sight,  and  that  the 
same  has  now  become  so  serious  that  he  is  no 
longer  able  satisfactorily  to  perform  the  duties  of 
his  office  ;'  all  that  has  been  manifestly  left  in 
blank,  and  filled  in  from  the  information  of  some 
of  those  gentlemen,  or  from  written  information. 
Did  you  prepare  the  petition  or  not? — Having 
seen  this  note,  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  was  pre- 
pared in  my  office.  Did  you  prepare  it  yourself? 
— It  is  very  possible  ;  very  likely  I  did.  Having 
seen  that  letter,  have  you  any  doubt  that  you  did  ? 
•—I  have  no  hesitation  whatever  in  saying  that  I 
think  it  exceedingly  probable  that  this  was  done 
by  me." 

Here  is  another  curious  thing.  Mr.  Miller's 
letter  and  the  certificate  are  dated  the  28th 
of  July — 

**  But  your  letter  is  dated  the  28th  of  July,  and 
the  certificate  is  dated  Leeds,  July  28  ?— Tes. 
Tou,  writing  from  London  on  the  28th,  say  that 
you  have  received  tht  medical  certificate,  and  yet 
the  medical  certificate  is  dated  *  Leeds'  the  same 
day  ?— That  seems  odd ;  it  is  very  incomprehen- 
sible," 

I  think  the  House  will  agree  with  me  that 
there  has  been  a  great  deal  of  Aocia  pocus 
ahout  this  certificate  ;  and  the  result  in  my 
mind  is  this,  that,  though  Mr.  Miller  is  not 

5 roved  to  have  been  corrupted  by  either 
[r.  Richard  Bethell  or  by  Mr.  Welch,  he 
was  a  party  to  the  conspiracy  to  get  Mr. 
Wilde  out  of  the  office  then.  I  do  not  say 
there  was  a  conspiracy  to  get  Mr.  Wilde 
out  of  the  office  originally,  because  I  think 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  right  in  call- 
ing on  him  to  show  cause  in  open  court 
why  he  should  not  be  dismissed  from  the 
office  of  registrar  ;  but  I  say  that  Mr. 
Miller  was  a  party  to  the  conspiracy  to  get 
Mr.  Wilde  out  of  the  office  at  this  parti- 
cular time  ;  and  I  think  that  the  evidence 
I  have  read  sustains  that  view. 

Then  we  come  to  that  part  of  the  case 

which  more  immediately  affects  the  Lord 

Ohancellor.  In  order  that  Mr.  Wilde  should 

obtain  a  retiring  pension  it  was  necessary 

Ur.  Hunt 


that  the  Lord  Chancellor  should  sign  an 
order  to  that  effect.  There  is  contradictory 
testimony  as  between  the  Lord  Chancellor 
and  Mr.  Miller  on  this  point.  I  have  read 
the  certificate  to  the  House,  and  I  thiol[ 
the  House  will  agree  that  it  is  one  which 
Mr.  Bond  was  justified  in  calling  only  half 
a  certificate.  Mr.  Miller  was  asked,  whe< 
ther  he  submitted  it  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor— 

"  Will  you  be  kind  enough  to  tell  ns  what  pyni 
between  you  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  apOD  th» 
subject  ?  —  I  have  already  told  you  what  puied. 
I  pointed  out  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  what  oc- 
curred to  me  on  the  certificate.  I  told  him  I  vai 
dissatisfied  with  the  medical  certificate,  bat  ha 
Lordship,  on  reading  the  petition  and  theaflkUfit 
and  the  medical  certificate,  thought  that,  ooopling 
them  together,  there  was  sufilcient  to  jostify  him 
in  making  the  order." 

Now,  what  does  the  Lord  Chancellor  him- 
self say  upon  the  point  ? — 

**  Mr.  Miller  has  told  us  (I  cannot  find  the  \n- 
Ucular  answer  at  this  moment)  that  he  ooDsidend 
the  certificate  unsatisfactory.  And  then,  at  qom* 
tion  317,  he  is  asked  this  question,  'Too  toldn 
just  now  that  you  considered  the  medical  oertifictte 
unsatisfactory  ? — I  did.  Considering  the  medical 
certificate  unsatisfactory,  did  you  prepare  a  peti- 
tion which  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  to  act  apoo, 
and  send  it  to  Mr,  Wilde  without  any  commonica- 
tion  with  the  Lord  Chancellor  ?— I  dealt  with  tba 
matter  before  me,  and  I  guarded  myself  in  thii 
way,  that  when  I  presented  the  certificate,  tbe 
affidavit,  and  the  petition  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
I  pointed  out  the  objections  I  saw  f— I  Inye  w 
recollection  of  any  such  thing.  The  petition, 
affidavit,  and  certificate  were  presented  to  me,  and 
I  ought  in  strictness  to  have  read  them  all ;  1  do 
not  think  that  I  did.  I  probably  looked  at  the 
petition  and  saw  the  allegation,  and  I  maj  havt 
assumed  that  the  medical  certificate  was  m  conibr. 
mity  with  it ;  I  certainly  could  never  ha?e  ^^ 
medical  certificate,  or  I  should  not  have  alloved 
it  to  have  passed  upon  that  certificate." 

Then,  the  next  question  is  very  much  to 
the  same  effect,  and  the  answer  is  this— 
**  I  have  no  recollection  of  that.  It  i»  ^ 
difficult  for  me  to  Uke  upon  myself  to  say  that  that 
is  incorrect,  seeing  the  number  of  thing!  that  p»f 
through  my  mind ;  but  my  strong  imprewion « 
that  1  had  no  observation  made  to  me  about  tbe 
certificate,  because  I  never  could  have  approw 
the  certificate  if  I  had  seen  it  and  weighed  it  a^ 
liberately." 

Now,  I  helieve  that  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
version  is  the  correct  one,  and  not  Mj. 
Miller's.  I  belieire  it  is  utterly  impossiWe 
that  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chanceilof 
could  haye  been  called  to  that  oertifi^te 
before  he  made  the  order  for  the  retinnf 
pension.  But  what  I  want  to  know  n» 
why  did  not  the  Lord  Chancellor  read  w« 
certificate  and  the  affidavit  ?  If  this  were 
an  ordinary  case  of  a  man  applying  for  * 
retiring  pension  after  a  number  of  je»« 
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serrioe,  we  coold  eaBilj  understand  that  in 
the  pressure  of  business,  from  the  number 
of  matters  which  must  come  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor  every  day  and  at  all  hours 
of  the  day,  he  might  haire  neglected  his 
duty  and  his  conduct  be  excused.  But 
here  was  a  man  whom  he  had  directed  his 
Registrar  to  call  before  him  and  show 
cause  in  open  court  why  he  should  not  be 
dismissed  from  his  office.  The  letter  calling 
upon  him  to  resign  was  dated  July  26  ; 
and  on  the  30(h— only  four  days  later — 
he  signed  the  order  for  his  pension  without, 
by  his  own  confession,  having  read  the 
affidavit.  Now,.  Sir,  I  ask  the  House  am 
I  too  severe  in  my  language  when  I  say 
there  was  "laxity  of  practice'*  on  the 
part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  this  matter  ? 
I  want  to  know,  why  was  Mr.  Wilde  to  be 
dismissed  ?  The  charges  against  him 
were— 

*'  That  aooouAts  which  ought  to  have  been  sub- 
mitted to  and  allowed  by  the  Commissioner, 
were  certified  as  having  been  submitted  to  and 
sanctioned  by  him,  without  his  having  ever  seen 
such  accounts  ;  and  that  thereby  large  sums  had 
been  improperly  allowed  to  the  oflSoial  assignees. 
That  he  had  been  in  the  habit  of  taxing  the  bills 
of  the  messengers,  without  calling  for  the  produc- 
tion of  the  vouchers  for  the  sums  alleged  to  have 
been  paid  by  them." 

What  does  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  ?  This 
is  the  order  signed  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor— 

**  Whereas,  the  above-named  Henry  Sedgwick 
Wilde  hath  'preferred  his  petition  to  me,  stating, 
that  he  had  for  some  time  past  been  afSicted 
with  a  failure  in  his  sight,  and  that  the  same  bad 
become  so  serious  that  he  is  no  longer  able  satis- 
fiiotorily  to  perform  the  duties  of  his  ofBce,  and 
praying  that  he  may  be  permitted  to  retire,  and 
that  1  should  be  pleased  to  award  him  such  an 
annuity  aforesaid.  Now,  upon  rending  the  said 
petition  and  the  affidavit  made  in  support  thereof, 
and  the  medical  certificate  therein  referred  to, 
and  by  virtue  of  the  33rd  section  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Act,  1861,  Ac,  I  do  order  that  henceforth  an  an- 
nuity of  £666  134.  id,,  being  a  sum  not  exceed- 
ing two-thirds  of  his  said  salary,  be  paid  to  the 
said  Henry  Sedgwick  Wilde  for  the  term  of  his 
life  out  of  the  said  Ghief  Registrar's  account.'' 

That  order  is  signed  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor. Now,  I  ask  the  House,  if  Mr. 
Wilde,  a  subordinate  officer  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery,  is  to  be  dismissed  from  his 
office  because  he  certified  accounts  ai« 
having  been  submitted  to  the  Commissioner 
which  had  not  been  submitted  to  him,  or 
seen  by  him,  whereby  large  sums  of  money 
had  been  improperly  allowed  to  the  official 
assignees  ?  What  is  to  be  done  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  who  says  that  he  has  read  the 
certificates  and  made  an  order  whereby  a 
large  sum  of  money  is  chargeable  to  the 
YOL.  CLXXX.  Ithxxd  suubs.] 


publioy  when,  in  point  of  fact,  he  had  not 
read  the  oertificatea  and  the  whole  pre- 
amble of  the  order,  as  far  as  his  own  per- 
sonal acts  are  concerned,  is  untrue  f  Are 
we  to  mete  out  a  d'rfferent  measure  of  jus- 
tice to  Mr.  Wilde,  the  Registrar  of  the 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  and  to  the  Lord 
High  Chancellor  of  England  ?  Would  that 
be  satisfactory  to  the  House  or  to  the 
public  ?  I  said  there  was  a  determination 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Miller  to  get  Mr.  Wilde 
oat  at  that  particular  time,  and  he  did  get 
him  out.  Upon  the  same  day  that  Mr. 
Wilde  walked  out  at  one  door  Mr.  Welch 
entered  at  another.  Now,  under  the  pe- 
culiar circumstances,  was  there  not  haste 
and  want  of  caution  f  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor says  that  Mr.  Miller  told  him  it  was 
important  to  appoint  another  registrar  im- 
mediately. Had  he  no  reason  for  supposing 
that  Mr.  Miller  was  acting  in  the  interest 
of  his  son  ?  On  the  15th  of  May,  after  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  determined  that  his 
son  should  be  removed,  who  is  it  who  in- 
terferes and  begs  for  delay  f  Mr.  Miller. 
Who  is  it  that  addresses  repeated  remon- 
strnnces,  that  makes  long  written  state- 
ments, that  makes  personal  intercession 
for  re-consideration  of  that  determination  f 
Is  it  not  Mr.  Miller?  To  a  person  of  or- 
dinary intelligence,  knowing  that  Mr. 
Miller  had  been  in  his  son*s  interest,  the 
very  fact  of  Mr.  Miller  recommending  haste 
in  the  filling  up  of  this  appointment  should 
have  raided  suspicion.  Well,  who  was  Mr. 
Welch,  who  was  substituted  f«»r  Mr.  Wilde  ? 
How  is  that  mentioned  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ?  Mr.  Richard  Bethell,  in  his  evi- 
dence, tells  us.  at  Question  2,357 — 

**  Did  Mr.  Welch  make  anj  request  to  you  to 
use  jour  influence  with  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
obtain  tor  bim  an  appointment  ? — In  1862  I  think 
it  was  ;  1  must  tell  jou  that  though  I  saw  Mr. 
Welch  constant  1/  at  Richmond  some  years  ago, 
yet  when  1  was  acting  in  1861  as  principal  secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Chancellor  I  saw  very  little  of 
him.  I  was  too  much  occupied ;  but  soon  after 
1  obteined  the  appointment  of  rigistrar  in  Quality 
Court,  Mr.  Welch  called  upon  me  one  day,  and 
asked  me  to  put  him  in  the  way  of  making  the 
strongest  application  he  could  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor for  preferment.  Of  course  we  discussed 
the  sort  of  appointment  he  wanted  ;  he  was  anxious 
to  obtain  a  County  Court  Judgeship.  I  told  him 
I  thought  there  was  no  chance  of  getting  that,  for 
I  knew  that  the  I^rd  Chancellor  had  made  two 
or  three  promises,  but  I  thought  there  was  a  better 
chance  of  his  obtaining  a  registrarship  in  bank- 
ruptcy. He  then  consulted  with  me  as  to  the 
names  of  the  persons  from  whom  he  could  get 
testimonials,  and  he  assured  me  that  Sir  William 
Atherton,  then  Attorney  General,  and  several 
leading  men  on  the  Northern  Circuit,  would  write 
the  strongest  letters  possible  on  hii  behalf.  I  told 
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over  a  vacancy  occurred,  as  one  of  the  candidates 
for  the  oflBce.  This  was  d/)ne,  I  believe.  I  remem- 
ber in  1863  mentioning  that  matter  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  The  Lord  Chancellor  told  me  to  tell 
him  that  there  were  so  many  candidates  before 
liim,  ih«i  ha  was  verj  much  afraid  there  was  very 
little  chance  indeed  of  his  beinff  able,  during  his 
tenure  of  o£Eice,  to  do  anything  for  him." 
When  this  yacanoy  occurred,  on  the  retire- 
ment of  Mr,  Wilde,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  told  hj  Mr,  Miller  that  haste  was  ne> 
cessarj  in  Glliog  up  the  appointment ;  hut 
it  appears,  from  the  evidence  of  Richard 
Bethelli  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  1863, 
a  year  before,  had  had  Mr.  Welch  brought 
before  him  as  a  candidate  for  appointment, 
when  he  had  said  that  he  feared*  because 
there  were  so  many  candidates  before  him, 
he  should  be  unable  to  do  anything  for  him. 
Then  why  was  Mr.  Welch  selected  out  of  all 
those  candidates  ?  The  Lord  Chancellor  said 
that  he  went  upon  his  recollection  of  the 
high  testimonials  which  that  gentleman  uad 
produced.  I  am  bound  to  admit  that  the 
testimonials  of  Mr.  Welch  are  satisfactory, 
and  I  raise  no  question  upon  that  point. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  a  testi- 
monial from  Sir  William  Atherton,  but,  as 
a  testimonial,  it  is  not  worth  the  paper  on 
which  it  is  written.  Sir  William  Atherton 
was  a  very  cautious  man,  and  I  think»  when 
the  letter  was  submitted  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, it  did  not  go  very  far  as  a  recom- 
mendation of  Mr.  Welch.  Sir  William 
Atherton  writes  in  the  way  in  which  mem- 
bers of  the  same  circuit  write  of  and  to 
each  other — 

<*Dear  Welch, — Tour  note  has  reached  me  to- 
day. Ton  are  still  at  liberty  to  refer  to  me,  bat 
that  is  all  I  am  in  a  condition  to  say.  I  could 
not  write  such  a  letter  of  introduction  as  you 
mention.  **  Tours  fidthfully, 

*•  WiLLUM  AtHEBTOIT." 

I  do  not  think  much  of  a  testimonial  such 
as  that.  But  I  admit  that  this  gentle- 
man has  other  testimonials  which  are  satis- 
factory. Mr.  Edward  James  wrote  to  say 
that  *'  in  any  office  which  may  be  bestowed 
upon  you,  you  would  do  justice.*'  Mr. 
Udall  says,  **  You  are  particularly  qualified 
for  a  legal  appointment."  Mr.  Temple 
considers  him  a  "  gentleman  of  honour  and 
well  qualified  for  an  appointment  requiring 
industry  and  activity."  Mr.  Manisty  also 
considers  "that  you  are  well  qualified 
for  any  appointment*"  I  si^,  unhesitat- 
ingly, that  those  certificates  would«  under 
ordinary  ciroumstanoes,  have  justified  the 
Hr.  Munt 
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him  that  if  he  would  get  those  testimonials,  I  had  I  Lord  Chancellor  in  appointing  Mr.  Welcb. 
no  ohjection  at  all  to  teU  the  Lord  Chancellor  There  is  nothing  special  in  them  ;  they 
that  he  was  a  personal  friend  of  mine,  and  tl»t  I  ^^^  certificates  which  fifty  out  of  siity 
prommenUy  forward  when-    ^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^^^  ^.^^^.^  ^^^^^  ^^^.^ 

I  believe  Tery  few  men  on  circuit  but  what 
are  called  "  black  sheep  "  would  find  sny 
difficulty  in  obtaining  such  certi6cates. 
They  are  sufficient  to  justify  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Welch  but  for  one  circum- 
stance—Mr. Welch  had  been  recomroeDded 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  by  Richard  Bethell. 
It  cannot  be  said  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
could  have  forgotten  the  circumatancM 
under  which  his  son  had  mentioned  that 
gentleman's  name,  because  they  were  lerj 
peculiar.  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  tella  us  at 
Question  2,365 — 

"  When  you  had  a  conversation  with  the  ]M 
Ghanoellor  upon  the  suhject  of  Mr.  Wilde  did  70B 
on  that  occasion  mention  the  name  of  Mr.Weldi! 
— No,  certainly  not ;  I  never  mentioned  his  name 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  except  in  an  iacideDtal 
manner.  It  is  a  very  curioua  thing  which  rectlli 
it  to  my  recollection,  and  I  may  as  well  state  it  to 
the  Committee.  Mr.  Welch  had  an  estate  for  sib 
in  Suffolk,  which  he  had  acquired  in  right  of  hi> 
wife  ;  and  he  was  exceedingly  anxious  that  I  shonli 
induce  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  purchase  thisestata 
The  Lord  Chaneellor  was  at  that  time  deiirooi  ef 
having  a  manor  in  Suffolk ;  he  is  very  fond  of 
shooting,  and  I  thought  that  this  estate  might 
suit  him.  Mr.  Welch  sent  me  drawings  and  plans 
of  the  estate,  and  I  remember  showing  them  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  hia  asking  me  to  whom 
the  estate  belonged,  and  to  get  him  all  the  parti- 
culars about  it.  I  said,  '  The  estate  belongs  to  a 
gentleman  at  the  bar,  who  is  a  candidate  for  oifi«e 
before  you.'  He  said,  *  What  is  he  a  candidate 
for  V  I  said,  *  He  wants  to  be  a  registrar  in  bank- 
ruptcy.'  The  Lord  Chancellor  «ien  made  thw 
observation,  *  Poor  fellow,  tell  him  I  am  aM 
there  is  very  little  chance  for  him.'" 
Is  it  possible  thai  suoh  a  recommendttioD 
by  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  could  have  escaped 
his  Lordship's  memory  ?  And  when  the 
Lord  Chancellor  rememhered  that  Mr. 
Welch  had  been  originally  reoommeDded 
to  him  by  his  son,  the  fact  should  haw 
made  him  pause  and  hesitate,  howeTerbigo 
the  testimonials.  I  do  not  mean  to  eaj 
that  he  must  have  known  that  any  corropt 
means  had  been  employed  to  obtain  those 
recommendations,  but  he  should  have 
searched  and  investigated  the  matter  tho- 
roughly before  appointing  Mr.  Welch. 
Question  460  is  thus  answered  by  Mr. 
Miller— 

"  Had  he  been  a  registrar  before  then?— Yeii 
Mr.  Richard  Bethell  was  appointed  regi»*^ij 
March,  1862,  and  he  resigned  in  May,  1864.  w 
the  14th  of  May,  1804, 1  received  from  the  Lw« 
ChanoeUor  a  letter  which,  if  the  Committee  d«Br» 
it,  I  wUI  read.  This  is  the  Lord  ChaneeUjr^ 
original  letter ;  it  directs  me  to  prepare  an  «^ 
for  Mr.  Bethell's  instant  removal— 
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'"Satardaj,  Mat  14, 1864. 

"  *  Sir, — It  has  just  come  to  my  knowledge  in 
the  most  sadden  and  oTerwbelming  manner,  that 
my  eldest  son,  Mr.  Bethell,  has  been  gvUty  of 
th$  aM>st  flagrant  miseooduot.  He  is  stated  to 
me  (and  the  fiict  admits  of  no  donbt)  to  have  lost 
during  the  last  twelvemonth  very  large  sums  of 
money  bj  betting  at  races,  and  to  lutve  raised 
money  to  pay  these  debts  by  bills  of  exchange 
and  loans  in  every  quarter.'  [1  call  particular 
attention  to  these  words.]  '  He  is  also  stated  to 
have  been  fbr  some  time  in  the  habit  of  neglecting 
persofial  attendanoe  at  his  oflQce,  and  to  have  had 
his  official  duties  discharged  by  deputy.  I  feel  it 
my  duty  instantly  to  remove  him  from  his  office. 
I  beg  you  to  prepare  an  order  without  a  moment's 
delay,  stating  *  it  has  been  proved  to  my  satisfae- 
tion  that  Mr.  Richard  Augustus  Bethell  has 
neglected  the  duties  of  his  office,  and  is  unfit  to 
be  continued  therein,' and  that  I  therefore  remove 
him  from  the  office  of  one  of  the  registrars  of  the 
court  as  from  this  day.  It  would  be  idle  to  speak 
to  you  of  the  state  of  mind  I  am  in  ;  but  I  am 
determined  that  he  shall  be  instantly  removed, 
and  that  in  the  manner  which  justice  requires. 
"  •  Your  fitithful  servant,        Wbstbubt. 

"  *  To  the  Chief  Registrar.' " 

•*  Well,"  8a j8  Mr.  Miller,  "that  is  an  in- 
safficient  reason  which  was  assigned  by  the 
Lord  Chaneelior  for  the  removal  of  his 
son.  He  had  been  losing  money  at  races, 
and  had  been  raising  money  by  bills.  It 
IB  not  a  course  to  be  approved  of,  but  it  is 
Bot  a  reason  for  dismissing  an  official." 
What  is  the  Lord  Chancellor's  answer  to 
that?  flis  answer  to  that  was  that  "it 
was  due  to  the  public  that  his  son  should 
resign."  From  that  letter  he  does  not 
appear  to  have  gone  into  particulars  with 
Mr.  Miller,  but  I  gather  from  it  that  Mr. 
Miller  must  have  known  that  there  was 

food  cause  for  dismissing  Mr.  Bethell. 
i^ith  regard  to  the  expression,  "It  has 
eome  to  my  knowledge  in  a  sudden  and 
overwhelming  manner,"  I  should  wish  to 
refer  to  another  part  of  the  evidence — that 
of  Mr.  Skirrow,  whose  name  I  shall  have 
to  mention  again.  At  Question  2,672  a 
letter  from  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  Mr. 
Skirrow  is  read,  in  which  he  says  of  his 
son  — 

"  I  am  sure  he  must  be  indebted  to  yon ;  I  will 
repaj  you.  But  do  not  lend  any  more  money  to 
him,  for  it  is  a  direct  encouragement  to  evil.  If 
his  wife  and  six  little  children,  affection  for  his 
fiither  and  brothers  and  sisters,  and  regard  for  bis 
own  character  and  position,  have  not  been  suffi- 
cient to  keep  him  from  plunging  a  fourth  time 
into  these  mad  and  evil  courses,  nothing  will." 

On  this  I  may  remark  that  if  running  into 
eyil  courses  three  times  did  not  prevent 
the  Lord  Chancellor  originally  appointing 
tliis  son  to  the  office  of  Registrar  in  Bank- 
ruptcy in  1862,  why  should  a  fourth  time 
make  it  neoessary  to  remove  hm  ?    The 


inference  I  draw  from  that  is  that  there 
was  tome  important  fact  present  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  mind  with  regard  to  hit 
son  which  is,  perhaps,  covered  by  the 
words  I  have  read—"  raising  money  and 
loans  in  every  quarter  " — which  induced 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  think  that  it  was 
due  to  the  public  that  his  son  should  re* 
sign  his  office.  If  that  were  the  case — if 
he  were  awake  to  the  proceedinfl;s  of  his 
son  when  the  name  of  Mr.  Welch  was 
submitted  to  him — he  ought  to  have  recol- 
lected that  his  son  had  used  his  good 
offices  on  behalf  of  Mr.  Welch  ;  he  ought 
to  have  searched  more  anxiously  to  dis- 
cover  if  his  son  had  had  any  corrupt  deal- 
ing with  Mr.  Welch.  I  do  not  impute  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor  more  than  this— 1  do 
not  believe  that  he  had  any  knowledge  that 
there  was  a  corrupt  bargain  ;  but  the  cir- 
cumstances were  so  suspicious  that  it  was 
his  bounden  duty  not  to  have  puX  that 
name  into  the  blank  in  the  appointment 
until  a  searching  inquiry  had  taken  place. 
But  what  is  Richard  Bethell's  own  version 
of  his  reason  for  resigning  ?  At  Question 
2,345  he  says — 

"Mr.  Skirrow,"  (who  seems  to  have  been  a 
trustee  of  his  marriage  settlement  and  a  great 
friend  of  his  wife  J  "came  to  me  and  said,  <  Do 
pray,  Richard,  resign.  The  Lord  Chancellor  is 
in  such  a  state  of  indignation  that  I  cannot  tell 
what  he  maj  do ;  he  does  threaten  to  dismiss 
you,'  though,"  (adds  Mr.  Bethell)  **  there  was  no 
case  for  dismissal." 

At  2.335  he  says— 

"  My  reason  for  tendering  my  resignation  was» 
that  I  felt  1  was  in  too  embarrassed  a  position  to 
remain  in  this  country  unless  some  arrangement 
could  be  made." 

And  he  goes  on — 

"  My  own  private  reason  lor  tendering  my 
resignation  was  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
made  me  acquainted  with  the  proceedings  which 
were  pending  against  Mr.  Wilde,  and  1  felt  in 
my  own  mind  that  I  oould  not,  with  any  justice, 
ask  him  to  extend  any  favour  to  me  or  treat  me 
in  any  manner  different  from  that  in  which  I 
knew  he  was  going  to  treat  Mr.  Wilde." 

That  seems  a  romantic  sentiment  coming 
from  a  man  who  was  so  involved  that  he  had 
to  leave  his  office  and  go  abroad  to  avoid 
his  creditors,  and  whose  debts  were  said  to 
he  something  between  jC20,000  and 
£25,000 ;  but  it  seems  to  me  there  is 
falitehood  on  the  face  of  it.  I  have  now 
nearly  dune  with  the  case  of  Mr.  Wilde*8 
retirement  and  Mr.  Welch's  appointment. 
What  1  impute  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
that  he  was  guilty  of  culpable  negligencOf 
that  he  did  not  read  the  certificate,  and 
thiU  be  did  not  maJie  a  searching  inquiry 
2  M  2 
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before  he  put  Mr.  Welch  into  Mr.  Wilde's 
place,  remembering  the  connection  of  the 
name  with  his  son.  I  do  not  belieye  in  my 
own  mind  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was 
aware  of  any  corrupt  sale  of  office.  But 
the  circamstances  were  suspicious — the 
manner  in  which  Mr.  Wilde  had  been  hus- 
tled out  of  the  office  by  Mr.  Miller— who 
he  must  hayc  known  was  in  his  son's  in- 
terest— was  a  reason  why  he  should  have 
delayed  long  before  he  acted  in  so  hasty 
and  unwise  a  manner. 

We  come  now  to  another  plot.  Mr. 
Welch  being  instituted  into  office  at  Leeds, 
and  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  baring  been 
compelled  by  his  father  to  resign  his  Be- 
gistrarship,  it  so  happened  that  the  case 
of  the  Edmunds'  defalcations  arose.  It 
appears  that  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  pressed 
his  father  to  fill  the  Tacancy  then  created 
with  his  own  name ;  but  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor -declined,  and  then  it  was  de- 
termined to  fill  up  the  Tacancy  with 
Slingsby  Bethell's  name.  Mr.  Slin^sby 
Bethell  was  at  that  time  a  Registrar  in 
Bankruptcy  in  London.  As  that  office 
could  not  be  held  simultaneously  with 
the  Reading  Clerkship  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  Mr.  Richard  BetheH's  friends 
thought  that  a  fine  opportunity  for  get- 
ting him  a  snug  berth.  Then  comes  ano* 
ther  actor  on  the  stage— Mr.  Skirrow — 
Mr.  Skirrow,  who,  I  suppose,  knows  well 
what  will  pass  muster  with  the  public  and 
what  will  not— evidently  thought  it  was 
too  strong  a  thing  to  put  Richard  Bethell 
into  a  Registrarship  in  London  ;  but  he 
thought  if  some  country  Registrar  were 
brought  to  London  Mr.  Bethell  could 
take  the  country  Registrarship.  Any- 
thing was  good  enough  for  the  country. 
That  was  the  scheme.  Mr.  Richard  Bethell 
was  to  be  appointed  to  Leeds,  and  Mr. 
Welch  was  to  be  transferred  to  London. 
But  there  was  the  difficulty  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  be  got  over.  He  was  reluc- 
tant to  appoint  his  son  to  any  place  what- 
ever ;  and  though  one  may  make  every 
allowance  for  his  feelings  as  a  father,  his 
reluctance  was  certainly  well  grounded. 
I  must  recall  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  fact  that  as  soon  as  Mr.  Slingsby 
Bethell  took  his  seat  as  Reading  Clerk  in 
the  House  of  Lords  Mr.  Welch  lent  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell  £300  more.  That  was  on 
the  20th  Februarr.  On  the  18th  February 
Mr.  Skirrow  had  an  interview  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  of  which  he  gives  the  fol- 
lowing account.  He  is  asked  (2,711) — 
''Had  you  any  oommonication  with  Mr. 


Welch  about  that  time  f  **  And  he  le- 
plies- 

**  Towards  the  end  of  Febmaiy,  abont  the  17tk 
or  18th,  I  mentioned  that  the  Lonl  Chanodlor  ii- 
tended,  or  had  made  up  hit  mind,  to  appoint  Hr. 
Slingsby  Bethell  to  the  Honse  of  Lords,  tod  I 
saw  At  onoe  that  there  would  be  a  Taeanoy  in 
London  among  the  registrars.  I  then  tboagfat  it 
would  be  worth  while  to  appeal  to  the  Lord  Cbao- 
eellor  again — I  was  always  averse  to  Mr.  BetbeU 
coming  to  London,  because  I  thought  hs  woold 
be  with  his  friends,  and  that  a  country  appoint- 
ment might  Tery  properly  be  given  to  hun,  ooui- 
dering  Um  manner  in  which  he  had  been  eompdkd 
by  his  fiither  to  resign.  Accordingly,  on  SttoN 
day,  the  18th  February,  I  proceeded  to  Unooln'i 
Inn,  where  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  sitUng.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  had  risen  for  the  day,  and  nha 
I  went  in  I  announced  to  him  what  I  had  com 
about.  The  Lord  Chancellor  was  very  angry.  He 
said  I  had  taken  a  very  great  liberty  m  preoing 
upon  him  any  appointment  for  his  son." 

On  the  22nd,  however,  the  Lord  Chtned- 
lor  sent  for  Mr.  Skirrow  to  come  to  bis 
house  directly ;  and  this  is  what  Mr.  Skir- 
row says  took  place  at  that  interview  iid 
in  consequence  of  it — 

*<I  therefore  pointed  out  to  the  Lord  Chis- 
cellor  that  it  really  was  impossible  she  (neu- 
ing  Mrs.  Bethell)  could  leave  the  oonntiy  for 
three  or  four  months,  and  I  again  urged  him 
to  re-coneider  his  views  about  his  eon.  I  »m 
ready  to  admit  that  I  pat  it  to  him  in  the 
strongest  and  most  affectionate  manner,  and  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  did  listen  to  me ;  hot  be  told 
me  he  would  do  nothing  and  could  do  nothing  un- 
til I  had  laid  before  him  a  sUtement  of  the  debts, 
and  how  they  would  be  compromised  and  arranged. 
I  did  not  see  much  advantage  in  that,  hot  the 
Lord  Chancellor  certainly  received  me  more  kiodlr 
and  he  gave  me  permission,  after  seeing  hit  mS} 
to  talk  to  him  again  on  the  subject ;  but  he  nerer 
said  that  he  would  appoint  Richard  to  anj  pl^e, 
and  he  never  authoriied  me  to  say  so.  On  the 
morning  of  the  33nd,  after  leaving  the  Lord  Ohu- 
oellor,  1  saw  Mr.  Bethell.  Speaking  to  bun,  ot 
course,  without  any  reticence,  and  withoat  to; 
caution  (and  I  am  afhiid  that  I  did  it  in  a  verj  io- 
oautlous  way),  I  have  no  doubt  I  told  Mr.  BetheU 
that  I  thought  his  wife's  letter  had  doneagi«t 
deal  of  good,  and  that  the  Lord  Chanoelior  cer- 
tainly was  more  courteous,  and  I  told  Mr.  BetbaU 
that  he  must  immediately  set  to  woi^and  prepii« 
a  list  of  all  the  debU,  how  they  were  eitoited, 
and  what  could  be  done  with  them." 

Mr.  Richard  Bethell  was  told  by  Mr. 
Skirrow  that  he  ought  to  make  an  arrtnge- 
ment  with  his  creditors.  The  reply  which 
I  have  been  quoting  is  continuea  in  these 
words — 

<<  I  should  sUte,  perhaps,  which  I  had  forffotteo. 
that  at  the  interview  with  the  Lord  Chancellor  oft 
the  Wednesday  morning  my  view  was  thit  t» 
Lord  Chancellor  should  transfer  some  pereoo  te 
London,  and  give  Mr.  Bethell  a  country  spfM^ 
ment,  and  my  ndnd  was  very  much  directed  to 
Bristol,  as  Mrs.  Bethell's  fiunOy  Uves  in  tbH 
oounty.    When  I  saw  Mr.  BetheU  hs  »Hb» 
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■bould  prefer  Leeds,  and  I  think  he  said  he  was 
^ing  on  a  visit  to  Leeds,  and  that  he  would  look 
about  there  and  see  if  he  oould  get  a  house  for 
his  wife/' 

It  ]»  quite  clear  that,  in  this  interriew  with 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  Mr.  Skirrow  pressed 
on  his  Lordship  the  arrangement  which 
Mr.  Richard  Bethel)  wished  for,  and  that, 
while  making  no  distinct  promise,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  said  he  would  consider  it.  Mr. 
Skirrow  communicated  this  to  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  ;  and  what  was  his  impression  of 
what  had  taken  place  between  Mr.  Skirrow 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor?  In  Answer 
2,463  he  says— 

"  I  was  naturally  very  unwilling  to  come  back 
and  serve  again  in  the  London  Court  where  I  had 
served  so  recentlj,  and  I  thought  that  I  would 
rather  go  out  of  London,  and  live  quietly  in  the 
oountry,  and  I  suggested  to  my  wife,  as  she  was 
going  to  pay  a  visit  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that 
she  should  endeavour  to  get  him  to  consent  to 
bring  up  Mr.  Welch  from  Leeds  and  allow  me  to 
succeed  him  at  Leeds,  and  that  we  would  live  at 
Harrogate,  and  that  I  should  be  able  to  go  in  and 
out  by  train  and  perform  my  duties." 

Again,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Miller,  he  says — 

**l  had  not  time  to  call  on  you  previous  to 
leaving  London,  but  I  suppose  you  have  heard 
that  the  Chancellor  intends  to  transfer  Mr.  Welch 
from  the  Leeds  district  to  London,  and  to  appoint 
jne  to  the  district." 

It  is  quite  clear,  therefore,  that  the  im- 

Sression  left  on  the  minds  of  both  Mr. 
Lichard  Bethell  and  Mr.  Skirrow  was  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  would  consider  the 
proposal,  and,  further,  they  were  so  far 
convinced  of  their  ability  to  bring  him 
round  that  they  got  Mr.  Miller  to  make 
out  two  appointments.  By  whose  direc- 
tions ?  Mr.  Skirrow  himself  was  a  credi- 
tor of  Mr.  Richard  Bethell.  The  latter 
had  owed  him  a  large  sum  of  money,  and 
at  this  particular  time  he  owed  him  £600. 
He  had,  therefore,  a  direct  personal  interest 
in  Mr.  Richard  Bethell's  receiving  a  yalo- 
ftble  appointment.  Was  Mr.  Skirrow  aware 
of  the  advances  made  by  Mr.  Welch  to  Mr. 
Bichard  Bethell  ?  Let  him  speak  for  him- 
self. The  question  was  twice  put  to  him. 
In  Question  2,687  he  was  asked — 

**  Were  yon  at  all  aware  of  Mr.  Bethell  having 
any  money  transaction  with  Mr.  Welch  in  May, 

1864  r 

What  is  his  reply  ?^ 

"  I  should  say  not ;  but  I  heard  of  so  many 
people  who  had  bills,  and  so  many  debts,  that  I 
oould  not  positively  swear  that  I  never  heard  the 
name — but  certainly  it  was  never  brought  pro- 
minently before  me." 

Now,  I  call  that  fencing  with  the  question. 
In  Question  2|756  he  is  again  asked — 


"Were  yon  ever  aware  that  Mr.  Welch  was  a 
creditor  of  his  ?  " 

The  answer  is  remarkable — 

"I  saw  many  people  in  May,  1864,  but  it  never 
was  prominently  brought  before  me.     I  had  a 

freat  many  personal  interviews  with  people,  but 
never  saw  Mr.  Welch." 

I  leave  it  to  the  House  to  judge  from  these 
two  answers  to  a  simple  question  whether 
Mr.  Skirrow  was  or  was  not  aware  of  what 
was  passing  between  Mr.  Richard  Bethell 
and  Mr.  Welch.  Well,  while  Mr.  Skirrow, 
Mr.  Welch,  and  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  are 
enflra^ed  in  this  part  of  the  transaction,  Mr. 
Miller,  who  is  not  affected  by  the  evidence 
with  any  share  in  that  corruption,  takes 
a  most  extraordinary  step.  He  has  two 
appointments  engrossed.  By  whose  direc- 
tions were  those  appointments  engrossed  ? 
Mr.  Miller  says  by  Mr.  Skirrow*s ;  Mr. 
Skirrow  positively  contradicts  him.  That 
almost  leads  to  the  supposition  that  the 
contradiction  had  been  previously  arranged. 
Mr.  Miller  says  he  engrossed  the  appoint- 
ment by  the  direction  of  Mr.  Skirrow. 
The  latter  says  he  never  gave  him  such 
a  direction.  Be  this  as  it  may,  Mr.  Miller 
took  the  extraordinary  step  of  preparing 
the  two  engrossments,  and  submitting  them 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor.  He  is  asked,  whe- 
ther he  ever  did  such  a  thing  before  ?  His 
answer  is,  *•  Once."  '*  In  whose  favour  ?" 
••  Mr.  Richard  Bethell's."  When  Mr. 
Slingsby  Bethell  was  appointed  to  the  office 
of  reading  clerk  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  yacated  his  registrarship  in  the  London 
Court,  Mr.  Miller  thought  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor could  be  prevailed  upon  to  appoint 
Mr.  Richard  Bethell  to  the  latter  office, 
and,  without  any  directions  from  his  Lord- 
ship, proceeded  to  make  out  the  engross- 
ment. Looking  at  all  this,  can  any  one 
doubt  that  Mr.  Miller  was  in  this  plot  ?  No 
one  who  reads  the  evidence  carefully  ean 
have  any  doubt  of  it.  On  the  22nd  Mr. 
Skirrow  left  the  Lord  Chancellor  under  the 
impression  that  he  would  be  prevailed  upon 
to  make  the  arrangement.  What  is  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  own  account  of  this 
matter  ?     In  Answer  3,375  be  says — 

"  But  in  the  month  of  February  of  the  present 
year  his  friends  surrounded  me,  and  his  wife  wrote 
to  me,  and  I  ascertained  that  there  was  no  re- 
proach attaching  to  him  on  the  ground  that  he 
had  neglected  his  duty ;  I  found  that  it  was  a 
fiUse  imputation.  I  was  then  entreated  to  give 
him  some  appointment,  provided  he  got  a  release 
from  all  his  creditors.  What  I  said  upon  that 
occasion  was  this,  that  I  would  make  no  promise, 
but  that  I  would  oonsider  the  matter  when  the 
release  was  obtained." 
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Taking  ihe  Lord  GhAneel1or*s  ^wn  aeeonnt 
of  the  matter,  as  given  in  that  answer,  I 
do  not  think  Mr.  Skirrow  and  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  were  Tory  far  wrong  in  thinking 
that  if  the  latter  gentleman  could  get  a 
releaee  from  hit  rr^itort  the  Lord  Chan- 
eellor  would  consider  the  arrangement,  and 
I  do  Bot  think  Mr.  Skirrow  very  much 
misrepresented  his  Lordtliip's  feelings. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  continues — 

«« This  was  some  time,  if  I  reooUest  rightly,  in 
the  month  of  Februanr  in  the  present  year.  lu- 
formation  then  reaobed  me  that  there  was  so  little 
hope  or  his  being  weaned  from  these  courses  that 
I  found  he  hmd  pursued  the  same  thing  at  Paris. 
I  then  sent  for  Mr.  Skirrow,  and  I  begged  him 
never  to  mention  the  sutjeot  to  me  again,  for  that 
I  had  detersiined  never  to  appoint  him." 

He  is  asked  again.  Question  3,399— 

*'  Has  your  Lordship  ever  given  Mr.  8kirrow 
reason  to  suppose  that  you  would  be  willing  to 
appoint  Mr.  Beihell  to  Leeds  and  Mr.  Weloh  to 
Undonf" 

He  replies— 

**  Mr.  Skirrow  was  the  gentleman  who  solicited 
me  to  appoint  my  son  to  an  ofBce  in  the  country. 
Two  places,  I  think,  were  mentioned  to  me  by 
him  on  that  occasion  ;  one  was,  I  think,  Leeds, 
and  the  other,  I  think,  was  Bristol.  I  never  told 
Mr.  Skirrow  anything  more  than  this — that  if 
mj  son  succeeded  in  getting  released  from  his 
croditors  I  would  consider  the  matter." 

The  Lord  Chancellor  expresses  himself  in 
these  terms  on  the  22iid  of  February.  On 
the  24th  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  writes  to  Mr. 
Miller  that  the  transfer  is  going  to  take 
place ;  and  on  the  26th  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor has  ultimately  made  up  his  mind 
that  he  will  not  make  the  appointment. 
In  answer  2,724  Mr.  Skirrow  says — 

"  On  Sunday  morning,  the  2dth,  the  Lord  Chan- 
oeUor  sent  for  me.  The  moment  I  entered  the 
room  he  was  excessively  violent,  and  he  told  me 
thst  he  had  deeply  regretted  that  he  had  sent  for 
me  on  Wednesday,  as  1  had  taken  advantage  of 
that  interview,  and  had  misrepresented  to  Richard 
what  had  taken  place.  He  was  very  aogry.  I  re- 
peated to  him  exactly  the  conversation  which  had 
passed  between  Mr.  Bethell  and  myself,  and  which 
I  have  stated  here,  bot  he  positively  told  me  that 
be  would  never  listen,  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
aay  applioation  about  his  son." 
I  was  at  a  lose  to  understand  tliia  change 
of  mind  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Ciiancel- 
lor  between  the  22nd  and  the  26th.  It 
occurred  to  me  that  something  must  Imve 
happened  between  those  dates,  and  I 
tarned  to  Parliamentary  Papers  and  to  the 
public  journals  of  the  time  in  order  to  see 
whether  they  would  throw  any  light  on 
the  matter.  I  will  ask  the  House  to  look 
at  the  dates  eonneoted  with  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Lord  Chaiieellor's  son  to  the 
post  of  Reading  Clerk'  to  the  Bouae  of 
Mr.  Hunt 


Lords.  On  the  14th  of  Fehraary  the  Lor4 
Chancellor  presented  a  petition  from  Mr. 
Edmunds,  asking  to  be  allowed  to  retire 
upon  a  pension.  On  the  1 7th  the  Lord 
Chancellor  appointed  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell. 
On  the  20th  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell  took  hii 
seat  as  Reading  Clerk  in  the  House  of 
Lords  ;  and  it  was  on  the  22nd  that  Mr. 
Skirrow  endeavoured  to  induce  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  appoint  his  son  to  the  office 
at  Leeds,  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  ssid 
he  would  consider  of.  On  the  25th,  whieh 
was  Saturday,  an  article  appeared  in  one 
of  the  Saturday  papers  denouncing  the 
conduct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  filling  op 
the  place  vacated  by  Mr.  Edmonds  with  hii 
son,  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell.  Now,  I  beliere 
that  article  in  the  Saturday  paper  reeslled 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  a  sense  of  bit 
duty.  The  learned  Lord  opposite  (the 
Lord  Advocate),  I  see,  dissents,  but  can 
he  explain  upon  any  other  suppotitioo 
the  sudden  change  of  mind  on  the  pari 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  I  I  beliefe  tbit 
the  Lord  Chancellor  was  actuated  oo 
the  22nd  by  kindly  feelings.  I  beliere 
that  Mr.  Richard  Betheirs  wife  had  ap- 
pealed to  those  feelings  which  we  rejoioe 
to  see  in  the  Lord  Chancellor  as  a  msn. 
His  private  feelings  for  the  moment  ore^ 
powered  his  sense  of  duty  to  the  pabiie, 
but  I  believe  that  when  those  remarki  ap* 
peared  in  the  publio  papers  he  very  properlj 
overcatne  those  kindly  feelings,  and  de- 
ferred to  the  sense  of  doty  to  the  [psMic 
which  had  actuated  him  before  those  ti> 
fluences  were  brought  to  bear  upon  hi*.  I 
believe  this  is  the  history  of  the  soddei 
change  of  mind  on  the  part  of  the  I^ 
Chancellor.  1  believe  that  but  for  tho8« 
remarks  in  the  public  press— and  not  osl/ 
in  the  publio  press,  for  the  Edmunds  seandai 
was  the  talk  of  the  whole  town— thia  se- 
cond job  would  have  been  carried  oat.  I 
believe  thnt  Mr.  Welch  would  have  beea 
transferred  to  the  Court  in  London,  and 
Mr.  Richard  Bethell  would  have  been  seat 
to  the  Court  in  Leeds,  in  accordance  witb 
the  corrupt  bargain  made  between  tboaa 
two  men.  I  do  not  impute  to  the  lord 
Chancellor  any  knowledge  of  the  oorrsp* 
bargain  between  Mr.  Welch  and  Mr.  Richaid 
Bethell,  but  when  we  have  said  that  we 
have  said  all  we  can  say  for  him.  I  ^^ 
not  think  any  one  can  say  that  he  baa  n 
these  transactions  shown  that  vigilance  vX 
the  public  interests  which  the  public  hare 
a  right  to  expect  from  him.  But,  I  •»*• 
does  the  evidence  show  that  he  was  shocked 
at  the  notion  of  having  apporated  a  ni^** 
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an  offioe  who  was  a  creditor  of  bis  son  ? 
I  am  saiisfied  oo  the  eTidence  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  not  aware  of  it. 
but  the  question  is  pot  to  him  (No. 
3,370)— 

"  Had  joor  Lordship  anj  knowledge  that  Mr. 
Welch  bad  lent  monej  to  Mr.  Bethell  before 
this  appointmeDt  was  made  ? — Answer.  Not  the 
least." 

Then  the  next  question  is — 

**  If  joor  Lordship  bad  beea  aware  of  it,  womid 
the  appointment  have  been  made  ? — It  is  difficult 
to  say  what  I  should  have  done,  but  I  think  I 
should  not  have  appointed  him.** 

Now,  I  ask  the  House,  was  there  that 
high  sense  of  honour  in  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  have  listened  to  the  notion  that 
he  would  appoint  a  man  to  an  office  who 
had  made  an  advance  to  his  son,  and  that 
son  having  recommended  him  to  his  post  ? 
I  should  have  thought  that  if  such  a  question 
had  been  put  to  the  Lord  High  Chancellor 
of  England  he  would  have  scouted  the  no- 
tion as  an  impossibilitj.  I  think  that  one 
sentence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  goes  more 
to  condemn  him  than  the  whole  of  the 
evidence. 

I  have  asked  the  House  to  judge,  not 
upon  the  one  case  only,  but  upon  the 
two — the  Edmunds'  case  as  well  as  the 
other.  The  Committee  of  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  have  reported,  in  substance, 
that  Mr.  Edmunds,  having  been  guilty  of 
defalcations  in  the  several  offices  he  held, 
amounting  to  want  of  personal  integrity, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  said  he  would  not 
stand  in  the  way  of  his  retiring  upon  a 
pension.  He  presented  a  petition  to  the 
House  of  Lords  from  Mr.  Edmunds,  ask- 
ing for  a  pension,  and  did  not  apprise  the 
Committee  who  took  that  petition  into  con- 
sideration of  what  Mr.  Edmunds'  irregu- 
larities had  been.  In  the  case  of  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court  the  Lord  Chancellor 
himself  signed  the  order  for  Mr.  Wilde's 
pension  after  having  called  upon  him  to 
show  cause  in  open  court  why  he  should  not 
be  dismissed  from  his  offioe.  In  the  other 
case,  it  not  being  in  his  province  himself 
to  grant  the  pension,  he  connived — I  do 
not  wish  to  use  a  harsh  expression — he 
was  privy  to,  and  allowed  the  Committee 
to  grant  that  pension,  he  himself  being 
cognisant  of  the  strongest  reasons  for  not 
granting  it,  without  informing  the  Com- 
mittee of  those  reasons.  The  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  acquitted  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  any  improper  motive.  The 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  ac- 
quitted him  of  everything  bat  haste  and  want 


ef  caution  in  granting  the  retiring  pension. 
I  say  that,  putting  these  cases  together, 
they  show  a  moral  obtuseness  on  the  part 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  which^  in  my  judg- 
ment, and  I  think  in  the  judgment  of  the 
House  and  the  country,  disqualifies  him 
from  discharging  those  grave  duties  that 
belong  to  his  office.    Sir,  when  this  retiring 
pension  had  been  granted  under  these  ex- 
traordinary circumstances  to  Mr.  Edmunds 
— that  pension  now  most  righteously  re- 
scinded-—who  was  put  into  the  place  vacated 
by  Mr.  Edmunds  ?    The  Lord  Chancellor's 
son.  Now,  I  have  not  a  word  to  say  against 
Mr.   Slingsby  Bethell 's  character.     I  be- 
lieve that  he  is  quite  a  proper  person  to 
hold  that  office.     But  I  say  that  a  man  of 
nice  sensibilities  would  have  paused  before 
he  filled  up  with  his  son  a  place  that  had 
been  vacated  in  such  a  way.     I  impute  no 
improper  motives  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  in 
this  case,  but  I  say  that  it  has  had  a  bad 
effect  in  the  country.     It  has  led  people  to 
think    that  the  object  to  be  attained  in 
granting  a  retiring  pension  was  a  vacancy. 
It    has  given  rise  to  the  suspicion  that 
the  object  was  a  vacancy.     I  do  not  im- 
pute that  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  it 
has  induced  people  to   think  so.     When 
these  facts  come  before  the  public  they 
do  not  enter  into  the  evidence  so  nicely 
as  we  do  here.     They  do  not  temper  jus- 
tice with    mercy,  as  we  are  prepared  to 
do  now.      When   the   facts  came    before 
them  that  Mr.  Edmunds,  a  defaulter,  was 
allowed,  with   the   sanction  of   the   Lord 
Chancellor,  to  retire  from  his  office,  and  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  second  son  was  put 
in  his  place  ;  that  Mr.  Wilde  was  allowed 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  upon  an  insuffi* 
cient  medical   certificate,   to  retire   from 
his  office  with  a  pension  ;  and  that  a  gen- 
tleman had  been  appointed  to  succeed  him 
who   bad   lent   to    another  son   J&1,050, 
can  we  wonder  that  the  public  should  draw 
their  own  conclusions  ?    I  acquit  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  any  corrupt  motives,  either 
in  making  the  vacancy  or  in  filling  op  tha 
appointment ;  but  I  say  that  he  has  given 
great  occasion  of  scandal  in  the  country. 
He  has  led  people  to  think  that  places  can 
be  obtained  by  corrupt  means,  and  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  does  not  stand  too  nicely 
upon  reasons  for  removing  one  man  and 
putting  in  another.     And  I  say  that  this 
state  of  things,  this  want  of  vigilance,  this 
supineness,  this  indifference— I  might  al- 
most say  this  fatuous  simplicity,  if  snch 
words  can  be  applied  to  such  a  man  as  the 
Lord  Chancellor^  I  say  that  the  nnsus- 
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pieioasneM  that  hM  enabled  his  sabordi- 
nates  and  those  around  him  to  practise 
that  corruption  which,  I  admit,  he  himself 
if  free  from,  is  almoftt  as  bad  for  the  coun- 
try, altliough  not  for  himself,  as  if  he  were 
personally  guilty  of  this  corruption. 

I  have  now  concluded  my  remarks.  I 
hope  I  ha?e  satisfied  the  House  thnt  I 
have  not  brought  forward  this  matter  on 
light  grounds.  I  know  not  whether  the 
Disjority  of  this  House  will  affirm  the  Re- 
solution that  1  pince  before  them,  but  1 
feel  satisfied  that  the  country  will  tliink 
that  it  is  a  duty  we  owe  to  it  to  pass  in 
review  the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
This  House  will  shortly  be  dissolved.  At 
every  hustings  and  pUce  of  election  in  the 
country  the  returning  officer,  in  obedience 
to  an  Act  which,  in  our  aeal  for  purity,  we 
have  passed,  will  proclaim  the  pains  and 
penalties  that  will  accrue  to  any  elector 
who  may  be  engaged  in  corrupt  proceed- 
ings. And  I  ask,  when  that  is  read 
to  the  electors,  will  they  not  ask  — 
la  the  Legislature  of  this  country'  sin- 
cere and  earnest  ?  Is  it  only  the  corrup- 
tion of  jSIO  householders,  freemen,  and 
liverymen  that  they  are  so  anxious  to 
punish,  or  will  they  punish  corruption  per- 
fading  the  functionaries  of  the  hijshest 
Court  of  the  kingdom,  and  unchecked  by 
the  highest  Judge  of  the  land  ?  1  have 
done  my  part  towards  finding  an  answer  to 
these  questions.  1  now  ask  the  House  to 
consider  this  question  calmly  and  judicially, 
as  I  have  endeavoured  to  do.  I  ask  them 
to  do  so  without  reference  to  party.  I  ask 
them  to  give  to  the  Resolution  which  I 
have  the  honour  to  propose  such  considera- 
tion as  may  satisfy  their  own  consciences 
and  the  houonr  of  the  country. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Commit- 
tee of  this  House,  on  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court,  diaclotes  tha(  a  great  faoilitj  exists  for  ob- 
taining Poblio  Appointments  by  oormpt  means  ; 
and  tluit  sooh  Evidence,  and  also  that  taken  be- 
ibre  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the 
case  of  Leonard  Edmunds,  and  laid  before  this 
House,  shows  a  laxity  of  Praotioe  and  want  of 
caution,  on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in 
sanctioning  the  grant  of  retiring  pensions  to  Pub- 
lic Officers  over  whose  heads  grave  charges  are 
impending,  and  in  flliinff  up  the  vaoaooies  made 
by  the  retirement  of  suon  Oflk)ers,  whereby  great 
encouragement  has  been  given  to  corrupt  prac- 
tices ;  and  that  such  laxity  and  want  of  caution, 
even  in  the^absenoe  of  any  improper  motive,  are, 
in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  highly  reprehensible, 
and  calculated  to  throw  discredit  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  High  OiBces  of  State."— (i^. 
Amf.)  ^ 


Thb    lord     ADVOCATE;    Sir,  I 
very  gladly  acknowledgre  the  tone  of  mods- 
ration  and  temper  in  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  dealt  with  this  very  important 
Aubject.     It  may,  perhaps,  be  not  without 
significance  to  consider  for  a  moment  whit 
the  effect  of  laying  the  evidence  before  the 
House  and  the  public  has  been — for  if  we 
had  come  to  a  Resolution  on  this  verj  frrave 
question  some  days  ago  upon  the  statement 
••f  the  hon  and  learned  Member  for  Mallow 
(Mr.  Longfield),  we  should,  upon  the  id* 
mission  oJP  the  lion.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Hunt), 
have    proceeded  upon  grounds  for  which 
there  was    not  a  shadow   of  foundation. 
Sir,  the  other  day  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Viscount  Cranbourne)  seemed  to  suggest 
that  I  ou}(ht  not  to  take  any  part  in  thii 
discussion,  and  that  I  could  not  do  so  witb« 
out  an  appearance  of  partiality.     I  suppose, 
liecause  the  House  did  me  the  honour  of 
putting  me  on  the  Committee  for  the  por- 
pose  of  examining  the  witnesses,  the  noUe 
Lord  assumed  that  I  could  not  give  mj 
opinion  of  the  case  without  prejudice.    I 
am  surprised  at  such  an  objection  coming 
from  the  noble  Lord.     I  am  surprised  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  recollect  that  on  a  former 
occasion  he   occupied   an   exactly  similsr 
position.     This  House,  urged  thereto  verj 
much  by  the  noble  Lord,  had  driven  another 
very  eminent  Member  of  the  Government 
from  office,  by  a  vote  which  I  rather  think 
now  every  Member  of  this  House  who  voted 
upon  the  subject  regrets.     The  noble  Lord 
sat  upon  the  Education  Committee  of  last 
year  ;    but,    notwithstanding,    he  did  not 
think  it  unsuitable  for  him  after  the  Report 
had  been  made  to  the  House  to  take  i 
great,  a  strong,  and  a  leading  part  in  the 
discussion  of  the  Report.     Therefore  I  do 
not  think  I  can  be  justly  accused  of  entering 
upon  this  matter  with  prejudice.     Having 
had  the  great  advantage  of  hearing  the 
evidence  from  day  to  day,  of  seeinf(  the 
witnesses  under  examination,  and  of  hetr- 
ing  the   discussions  which  took   plaee  in 
Committee,  I  now  offer  on  behalf  of  one 
who  if  he  had   been  present  would  hafe 
needed  no  such  assistance — on  behalf  of 
the  Lord    Chancellor    in  his   abseoee,  to 
state  to  the  House  the  views  which  occur 
to  me  upon    the  evidence.     In    the  first 
place,  I  quite  admit  that  the  House  shoold 
be  sensitively  jealous  of  that  which  is  op- 
permost  in  the  minds  of  men  in  connection 
with  this  subject — namely,  the  parity  of 
official  administration.     But  there  are  other 
matters  also  which  the  House  will  do  well 
to  consider.     There  has  been  laid 
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the  Lord  Chaneellor  a  great  rarietj  of  im- 
putations, some  of  them  not  of  the  most 
consistent  kind.  He  has  heen  accused  of 
undue  leniency  one  day  and  of  undue  soto- 
rity  the  next.  It  has  turned  out  that  the 
orij^inal  imputation  made  in  this  House 
with  regard  to  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court  rests  on  no  foundation  whatever. 
The  suggestion  was  that  Mr.  Wilde  had 
been  called  on  to  resign  and  had  refused, 
and  that  Mr.  Welch  had  been  appointed  to 
occupy  his  office  until  Mr.  Bethell's  out- 
lawry should  be  reversed.  That,  however, 
has  turned  out  to  be  quite  false.  Now  we 
haye  had  certain  other  imputations  made, 
which  have  been  withdrawn,  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  resumed  his  seat. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  those  impu- 
tations are  not  now  made  ;  but  it  is  well 
to  remember  thnt  they  have  been  made, 
and  that  it  is  difficult  for  the  most  impartial 
man  to  shake  himself  free  from  the  preju- 
dices which  have  been  raised.  I  approach 
the  consideration  of  this  que^ion,  there- 
fore, with  great  aniiety,  and  I  ask  the 
House  to  give  that  indulgence  which  a 
judicial  tribunal  always  gives  to  statements 
which  are  made  in  behalf  of  a  person 
against  whom  grave  charges  have  been 
made. 

Now,  this  Resolution,  or  series  of  Reso- 
lutions, seems  to  me  to  allege  nothing  that 
I  quite  understand,  but  to  suggest  a  great 
deal  which  it  does  not  express.  The  Com- 
mittee chosen,  and  most  properly  chosen, 
from  the  Members  of  this  House,  have 
given  their  deliverance  in  this  matter,  and 
I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  House 
would  have  done  well  to  content  themselves 
with  the  verdict  of  that  Committee.  How 
far  the  Resolution  before  the  House  goes 
beyond  the  Report  of  the  Committee  I  shall 
not  now  stop  to  say  ;  I  will  come  to  that 
afterwards.  But  I  wish  to  recall  to  the 
attention  of  the  House  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  retirement  of  Mr.  Wilde 
and  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Welch  took 
place.  I  wish  to  consider  this  question 
under  two  separate  heads.  I  will  inquire, 
first,  into  the  retirement  of  Mr.  Wilde  and 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Welch  in  July, 
1864 ;  and  then  into  the  entirely  separate 
and  unconnected  proceedings  in  the  month 
of  February,  1865.  There  appears  to  be 
an  idea  that  there  was  some  connection 
between  the  two  ;  but  they  are  entirely 
distinct.  What  led  to  the  proceedings 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Wilde!  The  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  seems  to  think  that 
these  proceedings  arose  from  some  sort  of 


corrupt  bargain  between  Mr.  Welch  and 
Mr.  Wilde.  [Mr.  Hunt:  I  distinctly  dis- 
claimed any  such  idea.  ]  At  all  events,  the 
real  nature  of  the  transaction  was  this  : — 
In  the  year  1864  very  great  complaints 
had  arisen  with  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of  the  local  Bankruptcy  Courts.  A 
Committee  was  appointed  in  that  year,  and 
has  been  again  appointed  this  year  to  in- 
quire into  the  justice  and  truth  of  those 
complaints.  So  numerous  had  the  com- 
plaints become  that  in  April,  1864,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  found  it  necessary  to  make 
an  inquiry,  not  alone  into  the  Court  at 
Leeds,  but  into  all  the  Courts  ;  and  he 
appointed  Mr.  Ayrton,  Commissioner  of 
the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  and  Mr. 
FIardin|(,  an  accountant  of  London,  to  go 
over  all  the  Courts  to  inquire.  Mr.  Miller 
was  the  Chief  Registrar,  and  he  was  exa- 
mined before  the  Bankruptcy  Committee 
on  the  3rd  of  May,  1864.  His  evidence 
will  be  found  at  page  8  of  the  Report 
of  that  year.  Mr.  Ayrton's  first  Report 
on  these  proceedings  is  also  now  printed. 
H  is  second  Report  will  be  found  at  page  36 1 . 
Therefore  the  Bankruptcy  Committee  had 
full  cognizance  of  what  was  going  on.  Mr. 
Harding  was  examined  on  the  30th  of  June 
1864,  and  he  gave  an  account  of  his  pro- 
ceedings. He  stated  that  he  went  to 
Leeds,  Birmingham,  Newcastle,  and  Not- 
tingham, and  in  all  these  places  he  found 
very  serious  grounds  of  complaint.  With 
regard  to  Leeds,  he  found  there  were 
grounds  of  complaint  against  both  the  Re- 
gistrars, the  official  assignees,  and  the 
messengers,  and  so  reported  ;  and  without 
detaining  the  House,  it  will  be  enough  to 
say  that  if  they  look  to  Mr.  Harding's 
evidence  on  the  30th  of  June,  1864,  pages 
256  and  253,  they  will  find  that  with  re- 
spect to  Newcastle,  Nottingham,  and  other 
places,  very  similar  evidence  was  given. 
Mr.  Miller  was  asked  — 

"In  all  these  oases  are  the  persons  charged 
offered  ao  opportunity  of  making  their  defeooe 
and  giving  in  their  own  statement  ? — Tes,  before 
we  conclude  any  case,  we  give  the  examination  to 
the  individual  to  look  at,  and  ask  whether  he  has 
any  observation  to  make  upon  it,  and  whether 
there  are  any  corrections  which,  in  his  opinion, 
should  be  made,  and  he  has  also  an  opportunity 
of  sending  his  remarks  to  the  Lord  Chancellor." 

I  find  also,  that  the  complaints  with  regard 
to  Leeds  were  very  much  matters  of  pub- 
licity in  July,  1864.  In  the  proposed  Re- 
port on  the  22nd  of  July,  1864,  it  is 
stoted  — 

"  As  to  the  Registrars,  these  gentlemen  appear 
to  hold  aa  aaonialoas  position,  occasionally  dis- 
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charging  the  fonotions  of  the  GoiDmiMioners,  and 
when  not  ao  oooapied  their  duties  appear  to  he 
snoh  as  would  be  better  discharged  by  experienoed 
accountants ;  their  utility  vnder  the  existing  sys- 
tem appears  to  be  of  an  extremely  limited  charac- 
ter ;  as  to  the  control  which  should  be  exercised 
by  the  Registrars  over  the  messengers  of  the  court, 
it  appears  that  in  one  of  the  district  courts,  two  of 
the  Registrars  were  actually  under  pecuniary  obli- 
gations to  the  messengers  ef  the  court,  and  had  been 
so  for  many  years.  The  Registrars  are  intrusted 
with  the  audit  and  taxation  of  the  messengers' 
bills  of  costs  against  the  bankrupt  estate,  and  in 
the  cases  referred  to,  each  of  the  messengers  are 
reputed  to  haye  overcharged  suras,  amounting  in 
one  case  to  £1,433,  and  in  the  other  to  £1,666^  in 
two  years,  which  overcharges  had  been  allowed 
by  the  Registrars,  and  retained  by  the  messen- 
gers." 

The  Lord  Chancellar  was  then  engaged  in 
a  great,  an  arduous,  and  a  thankless  ta^k 
— one  which  was  sure  to  be  questioned, 
and  the  discharge  of  which  has  been  ques- 
tioned. He  has  found  it  his  duty  to  reflect 
upon  the  conduct  of  a  great  number  of 
individuals.  There  is  not  one  of  those 
individuals  or  one  of  their  relations  who 
does  not  feel  aggrie?ed  by  these  proceed- 
ings ;  and  the  House  should  take  care  not 
to  be  led  by  fine-drawn  suspicions  to  weaken 
the  hands  of  a  man  who  was  thus  address- 
ing himself  in  the  public  interest  to  a 
task  of  great  difficulty,  who  was  hampered 
by  obstacles  of  all  kinds,  and  who  was 
certain,  if  successful,  to  bring  down  upon 
himself  obloquy  from  the  friends  of  all  those 
against  whom  he  was  proceeding.  That 
was  the  duty  upon  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  engaged  when  these  affairs  be- 
gan^ and  we  have  had  laid  before  the  House 
a  Return  showing  the  results  which  were 
attained.  Here  is  a  list  of  the  sums  which 
have  been  recovered  from  official  assignees 
and  messengers  in  the  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  they  amount  to  over  £20,000 
— money  recovered  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's direction  from  persons  who  had 
improperly  retained  it«  and  against  whom 
he  was  obliged  to  use  the  powers  which 
the  Bankruptcy  Court  gave  him.  It  may 
be  said,  bow  dees  that  baar  upon  the  pre* 
sent  inquiry?  In  this  way — that  it  is 
utterly  absurd  to  suppose  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  only  looking  for  Mr.  Wilde's 
place  in  instituting  these  proceedings.  The 
fact  is  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  deal- 
ing with  a  large  question,  affecting  others 
as  well  as  Mr.  Wilde  ;  and,  having  sat  upon 
the  Bankruptcy  Committee,  I  appeal  to 
every  Member  of  it  whether  the  evils  that 
had  to  be  redressed  were  not  of  the  most 
crying  character.  In  regard  to  the  Leeds 
Court  of  Bankruptcy,  did  the  Lord  Chan- 
The  Lord  AivooaU 


cellor  mark  out  Mr.  Wilde  as  a  Ticiim  sim- 
ply because  he  wanted  his  office  for  some- 
body else  ?  Let  us  see  what  took  place,  and 
in  doing  so  it  will  be  seen  that  the  dates 
are  very  material,  and  that  thej  for- 
tunately show  that  the  accusations  against 
the  Lord  Chancellor  on  this  head  are  en- 
tirely baseless.  On  the  7th  May,  Mr.  Miller, 
who  for  twenty  years  had  been  tlie  Chiel 
Registrar,  and  in  whom  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor,  like  his  predecessors,  was  ac- 
customed to  repose  considerable  confidence* 
wrote  to  Mr.  Templer,  one  of  the  mes- 
sengers at  Leeds,  requiring  him  to  pay 
jC  1,600.  The  other  messenger  and  the 
two  official  assignees  received  similar 
notices.  They  paid  the  sums  found  due 
from  them,  and  so  did  the  other  messenger ; 
but  Mr.  Templer  refused.  He  was  accord- 
ingly served  with  a  notice  to  cume  into 
court  and  defend  himself,  and  on  the  2nd 
of  July,  1864,  he  was  suspended  until  he 
should  come  in.  He  came  on  the  23rd  of 
July,  three  days  before  the  letter  was 
written  to  Mr.  Wilde  ;  he  was  heard  by 
counsel  ;  the  case  was  fully  considered, 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  gave  judgment, 
ordering  him  to  pay  the  balance  ;  but  when 
the  balance  was  paid  the  suspension  was 
removed,  and  Mr.  Templer  was  allowed  to 
retain  his  office.  It  has  been  said  that, 
because  the  Lord  Chancellor  required  Mr. 
Wilde  to  do  what  he  required  Mr.  Templer 
to  do,  it  is  evident  that  his  Lordship  de- 
sired Mr.  Wilde's  office,  and  that  Mr. 
Wilde  had  no  chance  of  a  fair  hearing. 
But  Mr.  Wilde  knew  what  had  been  done 
in  Mr.  Templer's  case,  and  knew  that  Mr. 
Templer  had  not  been  dismissed,  bni  had 
simply  been  obliged  to  pay  over  the  balance. 
Mr.  Wilde  was  only  one  of  numerous  de- 
linquents in  the  Bankruptcy  Court  against 
whom  proceedings  were  taken.  Mr.  Payne 
was  in  the  same  position.  He  has  made 
a  communication  to  me  with  regard  to  my 
observations  the  other  night.  All  I  can 
say  is  that  I  have  no  desire  to  make  ac- 
cusations against  him,  and  only  nae  his 
case  as  illustrative  of  the  views  and  motive 
of  the  Lord  Chaocollor  in  this  matter.  On 
the  1 6th  of  May,  Mr.  Payne  and  Mr.  Wilde 
received  communications  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  the  effect  that  unless  they 
could  explain  certain  charges  made  against 
them  by  Mr.  Ayrton,  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, they  would  be  served  with  notice 
to  show  cause  why  they  should  not  be 
dismissed.  These  charges  were  substanti- 
ally as  follows: — First,  that  thej  had  un- 
duly certified  that  certain  accQonts  had 
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been  Mnotioned  by  Mr.  Ayrion  wbiob  had 
not  been  so  sanctioned  by  him  ;  secondly, 
that  they  had  been  in  the  habit  of  taxing 
the  bills  of  the  messengers  without  calling 
for  the  production  of  the  necessary  vouch- 
ers ;  and  tliirdly,  that  they  had  borrowed 
money  both  from  the  official  assignees  and 
messengers,  thereby  destroying  their  in- 
dependence and  efficiency.  Mr.  Payne 
and  Mr.  Wilde  totally  denied  the  truth  of 
these  charges.  With  respect  to  the  bor- 
rowing of  money,  they  said  that  this  was 
an  old  story,  and  that  they  were  sorry  they 
bad  done  so,  but  that  the  money  was  now 
repaid.  As  to  the  auditing  by  Mr.  Ayrton, 
Mr.  Wilde  explained  that  he  did  not  mean 
to  state  that  the  Commissioner  had  sanc- 
tioned these  identical  accounts,  but  that 
he  had  sanctioned  accounts  with  similar 
charges  in  them,  and  he  thought  he  was 
entitled  to  proceed  upon  that  footing.  As 
to  not  requiring  Youchers  from  the  mes- 
sengers, Mr.  Wilde  said  he  did  not  think 
he  could  go  wrong  in  auditing  his  accounts 
as  his  predecessors  had  done.  This  ex- 
planation went  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  about 
the  20th  of  May.  Before  deciding  whe- 
ther he  would  require  Mr.  Payne  and  Mr. 
Wilde  to  show  cause  why  they  should  not 
be  dismissed,  the  Lord  Chancellor  asked 
for  a  second  report  from  Mr.  Ayrton,  which 
was  given  on  the  3rd  of  June,  and  sent  on 
the  9th  of  June  to  Mr.  Payne  and  Mr. 
Wilde.  There  is  some  dispute  as  to  whe- 
ther copies  of  that  second  report  ever 
reached  them.  The  point  is  of  no  great 
moment,  but  these  facts  do  appear — that 
copies  were  made  of  this  additional  report 
on  the  9tli  of  June ;  that  both  Mr.  Payne 
and  Mr.  Wilde  knew  that  such  a  report 
had  been  made,  fur  Mr.  Wilde  had  said  so 
before  the  26th  of  July  ;  and  that  they 
had  both  received  a  blank  envelope  coming 
from  the  Registrar's  office,  and  had  never 
inquired  what  that  envelope  contained.  I 
think  we  may  assume  that  this  report 
reached  them  about  the  9th  of  June — at 
all  events,  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  no 
reason  to  suppose  it  had  not  —  and  that 
down  to  the  26th  of  July  they  had  given 
no  reply.  Now,  up  to  the  26th  of  July 
there  was  no  suspicion  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's motives  in  this  matter,  and  it  is 
not  enough  to  acquit  tlie  Lord  Chancellor 
of  corrupt  motives — the  question  is,  whether 
he  was  not  proceeding  in  the  ordinary  dis- 
charge of  a  public  duty  ?  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Hunt)  said,  that  at  that  time 
there  were  relations  between  Mr.  Welch 
and  Mr.  Richard  BetbelL    But  what  were 


the  relations  between  father  and  ion  at 
that  date  and  two  months  before  ?  On  the 
13th  of  May,  1864,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
received  information  which  led  him  on  the 
14th  to  write  to  Mr.  Miller  stating  that  his 
son  could  no  longer  be  allowed  to  hold  his 
office.  The  bon.  Gentleman  said  that  Mr. 
Bethell  could  not  have  been  fit  for  his 
office  in  1863.  But  if  hon.  Members  will 
refer  to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Skirrow 
(Question  2,665)  they  will  find  that  al- 
though Mr.  Bethell  had  previously  been  a 
source  of  discomfort  to  his  father,  he  had 
for  a  considerable  time  previous  to  1863 
been  living  quietly,  and  had  given  hopes 
that  his  former  errors  had  been  repented 
of.  His  father,  therefore,  thought  he  might 
be  appointed  to  his  office  in  1863,  and 
the  duties  of  that  office  he  continued  to 
discharge  without  complaint  down  to 
1864.  It  seems  to  be  supposed  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  have  made  in- 
quiry into  something  as  to  which  he  had 
no  suspicion.  But  did  he  hesitate  for  a 
moment  as  to  his  course  of  proceeding?  I 
shall  not  read  the  letters,  but  I  must  say 
they  are  creditable  to  the  sternness  and  re- 
solution of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  al- 
though Mr.  Miller  begged  for  leniency,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  would  show  none.  It  is 
said  that  Mr.  Bethell  went  abroad  because 
he  was  abliged  to  fly  from  his  creditors. 
But  that  is  not  the  fact — it  was  the  Lord 
Chancellor  who  insisted  that  he  should  go 
abroad.  Surely,  it  is  enough  to  show  the 
utter  folly  of  the  imputations  that  Mr. 
Wilde  was  to  be  driven  out  of  his  office  for 
the  benefit  of  Mr.  Bethell,  when,  at  the 
moment,  proceedings  were  going  on  against 
Mr.  Wilde,  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  meted 
out  much  more  rigid  and  speedy  justice  to 
this  son  of  his,  whose  interests  it  was  sup- 
posed he  was  promoting  by  the  sacrifice  of 
Mr.  Wilde.  In  answer  to  Mr.  Miller's  re- 
monstrance the  Lord  Chancellor  wrote, 
stating  that  he  would  accept  an  act  on  Mr. 
Richard  Betheirs  resignation,  and  these 
were  the  terms  in  which  the  Lord  Chan* 
cellor  wrote  to  Mr.  Skirrow — 

'*  After  a  sleepless  night  I  can  think  of  nothing 
better  than  the  coDelosiont  I  mentioned  yesterday. 
It  is  uselera  to  attempt  to  make  any  arrangement 
founded  on  his  retaining  his  o£Bce.  It  would  be 
discreditable  to  me  his  being  allowed  to  remain. 
He  must  leave  the  country  immediately ;  Germany 
will  be  the  best  place  of  residence,  but  care  must 
be  taken  to  fix  it  iu  a  country  where  the  foreign 
holder  of  one  of  his  acceptances  could  not  sue 
him.  All  that  he  can  do  is  to  devote  himself  to 
the  education  of  his  children  abroad.  It  will  be 
greatly  for  the  future  beueftt  of  his  sons  if  tbey 
beeome  good  Gsrman  and  French.  Scholars.    I 
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■h*]]  not  litten  to  anj  propoml  for  hii  return  to 
this  ooontry  for  lome  joftrt." 

That  was  the    way   in   which   the  Lord 
Chancellor  wrote  about  a  ton  who,  it  is 
now  assumed,  had  so  much  influence  over 
him    that  he  was  listening  to   that  son's 
opinion  as  to  how  public  offices  should  be 
filled.     It  is  not  fair  that  a  grent  reputa- 
tion should  be  imperilled  on  suspicions  and 
surmises  like  these.     That  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  sincerely  indignant  to  the  heart's 
core  at   what  had  occurred,  and  that  he 
was  determined  that  no  parental  feeling 
should  prevent  him  from  dealing  out  jus- 
tice to  his  son,  there  can  be  no  doubt,  and 
I  cannot  understand  how  it  could  possibly 
be  imagined  that  Mr.  Bethell,  who  at  that 
time  was  under  a  cloud  so  dark,  should 
have  the  slightest  influence  in  regard  to 
the  proceedings  which  the  Lord  Chancellor 
took.     Mr.  Bethell  went  abroad,  and  came 
back  in  September  without  the  leave  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  who  had  never  heard  of 
him  excepting  upon  one  occasion  by  letter. 
If  there  is  justice  in  this  House — and  I 
am  sure  there  is — I  am  sure  that  not  a 
single  man,  laying  his  hand  upon  his  heart, 
would  say  that  from    the   13th  of  May, 
when  the  thunder-cloud  broke   upon  the 
Lord    Chancellor,    down    to    the   present 
time — at   all   events   down   to    February, 
1865,  Mr.  Richard  Bethell's  influence  had 
anything  to  do  with  the  filling  up  of  these 
offices.     But  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Welch  had 
some  influence,  and  it  is  insinuated  that 
that  was  the  reason  why  Mr.  Wilde  was  so 
summarily  dismissed  and  that  Mr.  Welch 
obtained   the  office.      The    hon.   Member 
states  that  Mr.  Miller  was  Mr.  Bethell's 
friend.       He   was,  and   he   did,   whether 
wisely  or  not,  his  best  to  keep  Mr.  Bethell 
in  office;  but  from  the  15th  of  May,  1864, 
until  February,  1865,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
never   saw    or    heard   from    Mr.  Bethell. 
Therefore  Mr.  Betheirs  influence  could  not 
have  operated  in  his  mind  ;  and,  as  for 
Mr.  Welch,  he  knew  nothing  about  him 
except  that  in  December  he  heard  that  Mr. 
Welch  was  applying  for  office.     The  hon. 
and    learned    Member    for    Mallow    (Mr. 
Longfield)  stated  the  other  night  that  be- 
tween the  15th  of  May  and  the  26th  of 
July,  Mr.  Bethell    and   Mr.  Welch  were 
applying  to  Mr.  Miller  for  the  purpose  of 
procuring  a  vacancy  in  Mr.  Wilde's  office; 
but,  unless  my  memory  deceives  me,  there 
is  not  a  word  to  that  effect  in  the  evidence. 
The  evidence  is  conclusive  that  Mr.  Miller 
bad  no  communication  with  Mr.  Welch 


with  Mr.  Welch  the  Lord  Chancellor  bid 
no  means  whatever  of  suspecting  tbeir  ex- 
istence.    The  hon.  Member  who  has  pro- 
posed  the   present    Motion   (Mr.   HnDt), 
pressed  by  the  necessities  of  his  position, 
says  he  does  not  mean  to  charge  the  Chan- 
cellor with  knowing  anything  about  these 
proceedings  ;  but  that  he  ought  to  htre 
guessed  what  was  going  on.    Why  ?    The 
Lord  Chancellor  received  testimonials  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Welch  from  leaders  of  the 
Northern  Circuit.     But  then,  said  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  these  testimonials  are  easily 
given  in  favour  of  any  member  of  the  Bar. 
I   hope  not;  but,  if  so,  the  hon.  6eDtl^ 
man's  Resolutions  had  much  better  haie 
been  directed  against  the  leaders  of  the 
Northern  Circuit  than    against  the  Lord 
Chancellor.     Those  gentlemen  were  per- 
sons of  great  name,  and  if  their  testimo- 
nials are    misleading,  how    is    the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  protect  himself  against  being 
deceived  ?      I,  however,  am   certain  that 
not  a  single  gentleman  would  have  pot  hii 
hand  to  these  testimonials  while  entertain- 
ing a  different  opinion.     The  Lord  GhRn- 
cellor    gave    these    recommendations  the 
weight  he  thought  they  deserved,  and  the 
testimonials  were  to  be  found  entered  opoo 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  patronage  book,  on 
the  2l8t  of  May,  1864.  after  the  disgrace 
of  Mr.  Richard   Bethell,  and  after  be  had 
ceased  to  have   any  communication  with 
his  father.     With  regard  to  these  trsDSA^ 
tions  Mr.  Miller's  conduct  does  not  appear 
very  satisfactory,  though  I  do  not  mean  to 
say  that  there  is  any  ground  to  impute  to 
Mr.  Miller  the  slightest  motive  as  regards 
his  own  personal  advantage.    He,  however, 
seems  not  to  have  exercised  his  fanetioni 
with  prudence  in  so  important  an  affair, 
being  acted  upon  by  the  sorrow  he  felt  for 
the  young  man  whose  name  was  so  orneh 
mixed  up  in  these  proceedings.    Be  that 
as  it  may,  it  is  plain  that  Mr.  Miller  wu 
not   actuated   by   any    motives   with  r^ 
spect  to  Mr.  Wilde's  office,  because  it  wu 
on  the  16th  of  May  that  he  states  he  ad- 
vised the  Lord  Chancellor  to  dismiss  both 
Mr.  Wilde  and  Mr.  Payne  together  on  the 
ground  of  Mr.  Ayrton's  report.    Now  we 
come   to  the  26th   of  July.      The  Lord 
Chancellor  had  waited  for  nearly  six  weeks, 
or  from  the  9th  of  June,  the  date  when 
he  supposed  that  copies  of  Mr.  ComiBis- 
sioner   Ayrton's  report  had  been  sent  to 
Mr.  Wilde  and  Mr.  Payne  ;    and  in  the 
meantime  he  had  been  considering  the  ease 
of  Mr.  Templer,  who  manfully  came  fo^ 


Ma  as  to  Mr.  Richard  Bethell's  relations    ward  to  answer  the  charges  against  bio^ 
The  Lord  AdvociOe 
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and  to  show  eanie  why  he  should  not  he 
dismissed.  He  did  show  snch  cause,  and 
he  was  not  dismissed.  If  Mr.  Wilde  and 
Mr.  Payne  had  taken  the  same  course, 
they  would  hare  receired  an  equally  fair 
hearing.  But  on  the  26th  of  July,  no 
answer  being  returned  by  them,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  felt  that  that  could  not  be  al- 
lowed to  go  on  indefinitely,  and  said  to 
Mr.  MiUer,  "  Tou  must  write  and  tell  Mr. 
Payne  and  Mr.  Wilde  that  they  must  come 
and  show  cause  in  open  court  why  they 
should  not  be  dismissed."  Ibelierethat 
Mr.  Payne  holds  that  he  has  been  rery 
illused,  that  there  was  no  ground  for  .his 
dismissal,  and  that  he  had  not  an  opportu- 
nity of  being  heard.  Far  be  it  from  me 
to  pronounce  an  opinion  on  that  point ; 
but,  be  that  as  it  may,  was  there  any 
motive  in  regard  to  Mr.  Wilde's  case  that 
did  not  equally  exist  in  regard  to  Mr. 
Payne's  ?  Was  there  any  proUgi  of  Mr. 
Bichard  Bethell's  waiting  for  Mr.  Payne's 
place  also  ?  We  know  that  Mr.  Payne, 
like  Mr.  Wilde,  applied  for  his  retiring 
pension;  we  know  that  Mr.  Miller  prepared 
the  petition  for  the  retiring  pension  for  Mr. 
Wilde  and  Mr.  Payne,  doing  precisely  the 
aame  thing  for  the  one  as  he  did  for  the 
other,  and  that  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in 
filling  up  Mr.  Payne's  place  as  he  did 
Mr.  Wilde's,  did  not  proceed  upon  any  per- 
sonal grounds,  but  appointed  Mr.  Stephens, 
whom  he  had  never  seen  in  his  life,  but 
whom  he  knew,  as  the  editor  of  a  profes- 
sional work  of  some  merit,  to  be  a  fit  per- 
son for  the  vacant  office.  No  doubt,  Mr. 
Miller  wrote  in  a  strain  which  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  approve,  and  I  entirely 
concur  in  their  opinion  on  that  point.  In 
his  letter  he  confused  two  matters  which 
ought  to  have  been  kept  entirely  distinct 
—  namely,  the  question  of  Mr.  Wilde's 
showing  cause  why  he  should  not  be  dis- 
missed, and  the  question  of  a  retiring  pen- 
sion. I  think  the  two  things  are  so  dis- 
tinct that  they  ought  to  be  in  separate 
hands.  But,  be  that  as  it  may,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  gave  no  authority  for  this  part 
of  Mr.  Miller's  conduct.  It  is  said  that 
Mr.  Miller's  letter  was  couched  in  threaten- 
ing and  startling  language — that  he  said 
Mr.  Wilde  must  reply  by  return  of  post  as 
to  whether  he  would  resign  his  office  or 
not.  At  first  sight  it  does  seem  strong  ; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  matter 
was  no  new  one  to  Mr.  Wilde;  he  had  had 
information  that  such  a  notice  would  be 
senred  upon  him  as  far  back  as  the  1 6th 
of  Maj.    Aoeording  to  his  own  statement 


Mr.  Miller  had  waited  six  weeks  for  an 
answer,  and  was  unite  entitled  to  one.  Be- 
sides this,  Mr.  Miller's  letters  are  all  per- 
emptory—  his  is  not  the  polite  style  of 
letter  writing.  If  you  look  to  the  Report 
of  the  Bankruptcy  inquiry,  you  will  find 
that  Mr.  Miller  adopts  a  similar  style  in 
other  portions  of  his  correspondence.  He 
wrote,  for  example,  to  Mr.  Templer  about 
£1,100  which  Mr.  Templer  owed;  and, 
although  that  may  be  a  sum  not  always 
at  the  command  of  a  messenger  in  bank- 
ruptcy at  an  hour's  notice,  Mr.  Miller  per- 
emptorily required  it  to  be  sent  by  the 
next  morning.  With  regard  to  the  medical 
certificate,  the  Committee  express  the  opi- 
nion that  the  Lord  Chancellor  acted  with 
undue  haste  and  want  of  caution  in  allowing 
Mr.  Wilde  to  retire  upon  a  pension.  I 
will  not  dispute  that  proposition,  although 
I  think  the  words  are  rather  stronger  than 
is  necessary.  It  is  very  easy,  when  yon 
have  the  whole  surrounding  circumstances 
before  you,  and  are  arguing  this  matter 
with  something  of  the  bias  of  certain  quar- 
ters— it  is  very  easy  to  apply  the  plummet 
and  the  rule,  and  to  say  it  was  not  right 
for  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  allow  a  retiring 
pension  under  such  circumstances.  In  my 
opinion  that  letter  was  sufficient  if  it  were 
right  to  allow  Mr.  Wilde  to  retire  at  all. 
But  we  have  seen,  not  only  in  this,  but 
also  in  the  Edmunds*  case,  how  facile  is 
the  transition  from  the  accusation  of  driv- 
ing an  innocent  man  out  of  his  office  to  the 
accusation  of  granting  a  guilty  man  a 
pension.  Whether  the  Lord  Chancellor 
gave  this  case  all  the  consideration  which 
it  demanded  is  quite  a  different  question. 
But  you  must  look  at  how  the  matter 
stands.  The  charges  against  Mr.  Wilde 
have  been  brought,  more  or  less,  against 
the  officers  of  all  these  Courts.  They  have 
all  failed  sufficiently  to  audit  their  accounts 
— they  have  all,  or  at  least  a  great  many 
of  them  have,  certified  accounts  without 
the  proper  vouchers.  What  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor did  with  Mr.  Wilde  he  must  have 
done  with  them  all.  If  he  was  prepared 
to  dismiss  Mr.  Wilde  without  a  pension, 
he  must  be  ready  to  deal  in  the  same 
manner  with  Mr.  Payne,  an  old  public 
servant  of  eighty-two.  If  that  was  just, 
of  course  he  was  bound  to  do  it ;  but  in 
carrying  out  a  great  reform  of  a  system 
like  that,  was  it  not  a  fair  matter  for  the 
Lord  Chancellor  to  consider  whether  he 
should  proceed  with  an  amount  of  severity 
towards  individuals  with  which  public  opi- 
nion might  not  sympathise,  and  against 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1088         XmA  Bmhmpid^ 


(OOUMOKS) 


(Uur^^JUsohdim.        1084 


which  local  opinioB  nnquestionablj  would  ! 
strongly  rebel?  I  say  that  that  was  a| 
point  which  a  atatosman  waa  entitled  to  j 
consider.  What  were  the  ciroumttancei 
tliemtelvea?  The  Edmunds*  case  has 
no  analogy  to  this.  That  was  a  case 
of  personal  defalcation,  where  the  party 
was  accused  of  failure  of  duty  for  his 
own  personal  advantage.  There  was 
no  such  charge  against  Mr.  Wilde. 
He  was  accused  of  borrowing  money 
from  his  subordinate  officer,  but  the 
amount  was  small,  and  he  had  repaid  it; 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  might  hate  been 
content  to  administer  a  reprimand.  Mr. 
Wilde  said  that  Mr.  Commissioner  Ayrton 
had  certified  accounts  when  he  really  had 
not;  but  his  explanation  was,  that  he 
meant  that  Mr.  Commissioner  Ayrton  had 
certified  the  same  charges  in  the  accounts 
of  the  previous  year.  He  was  aocused  of 
not  examining  sufficiently  into  the  Touchers 
of  the  messengers;  and  his  answer  was, 
that  that  was  true,  but  that  he  had  only 
followed  the  example  set  him  by  Mr.  Payne. 
We  know  that  it  is  not  so  very  long  ago 
since  charges  for  travelling  expenses  were 
made  as  a  matter  of  course — that  is  to  say, 
that  officers  who  had  not  actually  incurred 
them  claimed  and  obtained  payment  for 
them.  I  am  glad  that  the  public  officers 
are  now  better  regulated.  Well,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  to  ask  himself  the 
question,  *'  Am  I  to  turn  this  man  out  of 
his  office  without  any  allowance,  or  am  I 
simply  to  let  him  remain  in  office?"  I 
think  it  would  have  been  a  harsh  sentence 
upon  Mr.  Wilde  to  have  turned  him  out 
summarily.  The  Lord  Chancellor  thought 
so,  and  I  am  not  at  all  satisfied  that  if  he 
had  acted  with  the  rigour  which  hon.  Gen> 
tlemen  opposite  would  now  seem  to  ap- 
prove, they  would  not  have  turned  round 
and  accused  him  of  undue  severity,  and 
have  found  just  as  good  reasons  in  their 
own  estimation  for  imputing  to  him  im- 
proper motives  or  the  exercise  of  undue 
influence  over  him.  Whatever  excuses, 
however,  might  have  been  pleaded  by  Mr, 
Wilde  for  his  conduct,  they  might  not 
have  justified  his  being  permitted  to  retire 
on  the  allowance  awarded  to  him;  and 
certainly  no  intention  to  permit  him  to  do 
00  was  expressed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  Mr.  Miller  when  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  directed  the  latter  to  order  Mr. 
Wilde  to  appear  and  defend  himself.  There 
waa  a  question  which  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor said  might  possibly  be  entertained — 
namely,  whether  Mr.  Wilde  should  be 
Th€  Lord  AdvocaU 


allowed  to  resign;  bat  the  Lord  Chaneel* 
lor  distinctly  says  he  never  suggested  to 
Mr.  Miller  that  Mr.  WUde  should  be  al- 
lowed  to  retire  upon  a  pension.  Whether 
Mr.  Bond,  a  solicitor  at  Leeds,  is  altoge- 
ther a  more  impartial  judge  than  the  tri- 
bunal which  I  am  addressing  may  be 
greatly  doubted;  but  he  states  that  Mr. 
Wilde  brought  him  the  letter  directing  him 
to  appear  and  show  cause  why  he  should 
not  be  dismissed.  Mr.  Bond  says,  "I 
knew  that  it  was  a  foregone  conclusion." 
How  did  he  know  that  ?  Did  Mr.  Templer 
get  a  letter  of  that  kind,  and  did  he  not  go 
and  defend  himself  like  a  man,  and  did 
he  not  come  back  restored  to  his  office  ? 
How  did  Mr.  Bond  jump  so  rapidly  to  his 
conclusion.  It  is  plain  from  the  evidence 
that  Mr.  Bond,  to  justify  the  sentence 
which  he  passes  on  that  letter,  recom- 
mended Mr.  Wilde  to  become  a  party  to 
that  which  he  knew  to  be  a  fraud,  upon  the 
pretence  that  Mr.  Wilde  would  not  get  jus- 
tice if  he  went  to  defend  himself  in  opes 
court.  Mr.  Hey  had  recommended  Mr.  Wilde 
to  retire  on  his  pension,  because  he  thought 
his  eyesight  had  so  much  failed.  Does 
not  that  prove  that  Mr.  Miller  was  quite 
correct  when  he  says  that  be  knew  that 
Mr.  Wilde  was  in  a  position  to  obtain  a 
certificate  to  retire  ?  Why  Mr.  Hey  was 
not  called  before  the  Committee  I  do  not 
know;  neither  was  Mr.  Payne,  although 
both  might  have  given  important  evidence. 
There  was  not  the  same  suggestion  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Payne;  he  was  over  age, 
and  could  retire  on  that  ground  alone.  It 
is  quite  true  that  when  the  certificate 
came  before  the  Lord  Chancellor,  lie  kndv 
that  Mr.  Wilde's  accounts  had  been  in  an 
unsatisfactory  state.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor says  so  himself.  At  the  saose 
time  there  was  not  only  a  certificate,  but 
an  affidavit  and  a  petition.  Mr.  Wilde 
says  that  was  prepared  by  Mr.  Miller. 
That,  undoubtedly,  shows  that  he  wss 
very  keen  and  absurdly  officious;  but  Mr. 
Miller  did  for  Mr.  Payne  the  same  that  ha 
did  for  Mr.  Wilde.  The  eertificate  is  in 
these  terms — 

«  Leeds,  July  88,  1864. 
**I  hereby  certify  that  1  have  been  oonsoUed 
by  Mr.  Henry  S.  Wilde,  on  aooount  of  a  fidloie 
in  hlM  sight,  which  was  a  serious  hindrance  to  him 
in  the  performance  of  the  duties  of  his  offlee. 
Mr.  Wilde  first  consulted  me  in  Angos*,  1861. 
At  his  age  I  cannot  look  for  any  ImproveBent  a 
his  vision. — Samuel  Hit,  F.R.C.S." 

That  was  written  by  a  man  who,  aa  Mr. 
Wilde  says,  had  advised  htm  to  retire,  aod 
the  House  will  find  that  whiek  ia  t«ij  ia* 
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portant  stated  in  answer  to  QaeatioDB  947» 
948.  949,  and  950-- 

'*  How  would  you  reconcile  that  statement  with 
what  you  say  in  your  petition,  that  you  had  for 
some  time  past  heen  afflicted  with  a  failure  in 
your  sight,  and  that  it  has  now  become  so  serious 
that  yon  are  no  longer  able  to  perfbrm  satisfac- 
torily the  duties  of  your  office  ? — If  I  had  had 
work  to  execute  at  night,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  I  could  not  have  performed  it ;  that  I 
should  not  have  been  able  to  have  continued  ;  I 
have  had  as  many  as  twenty  bills  to  do  by  candle- 
light, and  I  could  not  do  it.  I  may  state  that 
sometimes,  when  I  have  gone  from  Mr.  Bey's 
steps,  I  have  had  difficulty  to  find  my  way  down. 
And  yet  it  has  never  occurred  to  you  to  make  any 
claim  for  retiring  t — I  did  not  do  so  ;  Mr.  Hey 
Bnggested  to  me  that  I  should  get  relaxation,  but 
I  did  not  find  the  inconvenience  so  great  as  to 
induce  me  to  do  so.  Chairman :  Mr.  Hey  did 
suggest  ?<^Yes,  he  did.  Colonel  Pennant :  When 
was  that  ?--Some  time  before." 

It  was  merely  an  accident  that  we  disco- 
Tered  that  ;-but  if  the  House  look  at  Mr. 
Bond's  eYidence  thej  will  find  that  he  un- 
derstood from  Mr.  Wilde  he  nerer  had  that 
adfice  from  Hey.  Mr.  Wilde  himself^  in  his 
petition,  swears  to  the  following  effect. 
The  petition,  no  doubt,  was  prepared  by 
Mr.  Miller,  but  it  would  have  been  a  very 
odd  thing  for  him  to  do  so  unless  he  had 
Bome  reason  to  know  how  the  facts  stood. 
The  petition  is  to  this  effect — 

"  That  your  petitioner  has  for  some  time  past 
been  afflicted  with  a  ^ilure  in  his  sight,  and  that 
the  same  has  now  become  so  serious  that  he  is 
no  longer  able  satisfactorily  to  perform  the  duties 
of  his  office,  as  appears  by  the  certificate  of  Samuel 
Hey,  a  Fellow  of  the  Royal  College  of  Surgeons, 
practising  at  Leeds,  hereunto  annexed,  and  is  con- 
sequently desirous  of  retiring." 

Is  that  not  true  ?  Mr.  Wilde  swears  it  is 
true  in  the  affidavit.  He  came  before  the 
Committee,  and  said  it  was  true.  It  may 
be  that  he  intended  to  struggle  on  ;  but 
that  will  n\^ke  the  affidavit  and  the  peti- 
tion false  ?  And  even  if  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  not  given  his  mind  to  it,  is  he 
to  be  liable  to  the  censure  of  this  House 
because  he  permitted  Mr.  Wilde  to  resign  ? 
Payne  had  been  permitted  to  resign.  I  do 
not  ask  the  House  not  to  concur  in  that 
part  of  the  Committee's  Report,  that  it 
would  have  been  better  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  directed  his  mind  to  the 
character  of  the  certificate ;  but  I  deny 
that  the  offence  committed  is  of  that 
grave  nature  represented  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite.  It  is  not  a  condonation 
of  corrupt  practices.  The  resignation  was  a 
deserved  punishment  inflicted  on  Mr.  Wilde. 
The  two  things  are  entirely  distinct.  I 
have  sometimes  bad  matters  of  this  kind 
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to  eonsider,  and  I  cannot  help  thinking  I 
should  have  acted  in  the  same  manner. 
More  consideration  should  have  been  given 
to  the  nature  of  the  certificate ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  I  should  not  have  hesitated 
to  allow  Mr.  Wilde  to  retire  on  a  pension, 
holding  it  best  for  the  public  that  he  should 
resign.  He  was  punished  by  resigning  his 
office.  It  would  have  been  a  severe  sen- 
tence to  have  sent  him  adrift.  Corruption 
extended  to  other  Courts  as  well  as  Leeds, 
to  other  officials  as  well  as  registrars  ;  and 
I  do  not  know  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  called  upon  in  the  case  of  Wilde  to 
make  so  very  strong  and  stringent  an 
example.  But  that  is  matter  of  opinion. 
I  do  not  justify  the  Lord  Chancellor;  but 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Hunt)  was 
himself  obliged  in  candour  to  admit  that 
yoQ  must  deal  with  public  men  and  offices 
according  to  the  views  of  practical  life. 
Public  business  could  not  go  on  for  a  single 
day  if  a  Minister  oould  not  take  for  granted 
that  a  particular  subordinate  officer  had 
performed  his  duty  and  signed  particular 
documents — if,  for  example,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  could 
not  take  Mr.  Waddington  s  word  for  a 
great  deal  that  goes  on  in  that  Office.  It 
seems  to  be  supposed  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  bound  to  suspect  Mr.  Miller. 
Mr.  Miller  had  been  for  twenty  years  at 
the  head  of  the  working  staff  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Courts,  which  is  only  one  of 
the  onerous  duties  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
to  perform.  He  had  no  reason  to  suspect 
him.  I  have  been  most  anxious  to  see  if 
any  motive  was  attributable  to  Mr.  Miller 
which  he  was  ashamed  to  confess.  I  have 
found  none.  The  Lord  Chancellor  knew 
none ;  and  was  he,  therefore,  to  suspect 
him  of  a  gross  dereliction  of  public  duty, 
because  Mr.  Hey,  a  gentleman  well  skilled 
in  these  matters,  recommended  Mr.  Wilde 
to  retire  on  a  pension  ?  There  is  a  discre- 
pancy, I  admit,  as  to  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor's attention  having  been  called  to  the 
certificate ;  I  am  myself  inclined  to  think 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  memory  the  more 
accurate  of  the  two.  But  when  you  have 
said  that  you  have  said  all.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  may  have  been  wanting  in  vigi- 
lance, but  there  is  nothing  whatever  to  give 
colour  to  the  idea  that  he  was  in  any  way 
cognizant  of  any  money  transactions  be- 
tween Mr.  Richard  Bethell  and  Mr.  Wilde. 
I  do  not  think  the  House  will  feel  dis- 
posed to  go  beyond  the  expression  of 
opinion  which  the  Committee  have  placed 
on  record. 
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So  much  for  the  first  chapter  of  my 
Bpeech.  I  have  dealt  with  the  retiremoDt 
of  Mr.  Wilde,  and  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Welch.  When  we  are  told  that  there 
has  heen  indecent  haste  in  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Welch,  I  ask,  how  is  that  shown  ? 
I  think  the  contrary  it  the  case.  We  all 
know  that  when  official  appointments  are 
to  he  made,  the  sooner  they  are  made  the 
better.  Then,  what  foundation  is  there 
for  this  attack  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  ? 
It  uerer  had  any  foundation.  It  is  based 
upon  a  delusion.  The  money  transactions 
between  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  and  Mr. 
Welch  could  hare  no  influence  on  the 
appointment,  if  they  were  unknown  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  because  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell,  not  being  in  communication  with 
his  father  for  a  long  time,  could  not  have 
exerted  any  influence  in  the  matter.  With 
respect  to  the  transactions  between  Mr. 
Richard  Bethell  and  Mr.  Welch,  I  think 
it  will  be  better  for  the  House  not  to  enter 
upon  that  question,  especially  as  the  Com- 
mittee have  recommended  a  judicial  in- 
quiry. I  do  not  think  it  is  possible  to  de- 
fend Mr.  Welch  upon  his  own  statement ; 
but  still  I  cannot  accept  the  story  that  is 
told  against  him  without  some'  further 
proof.  Mr.  Harding,  who  uiibtushingly 
comes  forward  to  confess  that  he  expected 
to  receive  a  bribe  of  £333  6«.  %d.  for 
being  the  go-between  of  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  and  Mr.  Welch  in  the  perpetration 
of  a  corrupt  bargain,  is  not  a  wholly  reli- 
able witness.  He  is  unworthy  of  credit. 
His  story  may  be  true  or  it  may  be  false, 
but  until  he  and  a  witness  who  did  not 
think  it  prudent  to  attend  before  the  Com- 
mittee are  submitted  to  examination  upon 
oath  in  open  court,  I  cannot  consent  to 
condemn  Mr.  Welch,  although  I  cannot 
approve  his  conduct.  But,  putting  that 
aside,  and  admitting  that  Mr.  Welch  did 
advance  £500  to  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  in 
the  beginning  of  May,  and  that  there  have 
been  other  money  transactions  between 
them,  they  had  not  and  could  not  have  any 
connection  with  the  proceedings  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  instituted  against  Air. 
Wilde.  I  therefore  shall  not  go  into  those 
matters.  Mr.  Welch  may  have  had  his 
own  opinion  of  what  would  follow  from  the 
advances  he  had  made  ;  but  I  say  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  is  not  in  the  slightest  de- 

free  implicated  with   those   transactions, 
mplicated  do  I  say  ?     There  is  not  the 
slightest  chain  of  evidence  to  connect  him 
with  transactions   of  which   he  was  pur- 
posely kept  ignorant.     The  curtain  falls 
The  Lord  Ad^coeaU 


on  July  31.  Mr.  Wilde  had  resigned.  He 
now  complains  bitterly  that  he  was  fright- 
ened into  resignation  ;  but  it  was  with  an 
alacrity  that  I  cannot  comprehend  that  he 
jumped  at  Mr.  Miller's  suggestion  and  de- 
clined to  defend  his  acts  in  court.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  heard  no  more  until  Feb- 
ruary, 1865.  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  went 
abroad  and  came  back  in  December,  186i 
And  here  I  wish  the  House  to  listen  to 
two  letters  which  Mr.  Skirrow  produced 
before  the  Committee  —  they  show  the 
strong  feeling  of  indignation  with  vbich 
he  looked  upon  the  career  of  his  eon.  The 
first  is  written  after  Mr.  Richard  BetbeQ 
came  back  to  England,  and  in  which  the 
Lord  Chancellor  writes — 

**  Sonday. 
**  My  dear  Charles, — I  am  much  disappointed 

at  your  not  coming  down  to-morrow 

As  to  Richard,  it  is  hopeless ;  let  him  andentanil 
that  I  neither  can  nor  will  ask  for  any  place  for 

him I  will  increase  his  alloviiMe 

to  £1,000  per  annum  if  he  will  go  and  live  ia 
Dresden  or  some  other  proper  plaoie,  and  edoeate 
his  children  there,  where  they  can  be  well  broa|U 
up." 

I  appeal  to  all  the  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee whether  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Skir- 
row did  not  produce  conviction  on  their 
minds.  Well,  on  the  4th  of  January,  1865, 
Mr.  Skirrow  again  went  to  the  Lord  Cbao- 
cellor — and  this  is  the  account  he  gires  of 
the  interview.  He  says  that  whenerer  he 
referred  to  his  son  the  Lord  Cbaneellor 
assumed  a  different  tone,  and  opon  bii 
quitting  the  room  his  Lordship  put  into 
his  hand  an  envelope  containing  a  letter 
addressed  to  his  son,  which  he  told  hioi  to 
read.  Let  the  House  remember  that  thii 
letter  is  written  by  the  man  who  on  the 
26th  of  the  same  month  is  supposed  to 
have  been  influenced  in  the  bestowal  of  bii 
patronage  by  an  article  which  appeared  in 
some  weekly  paper.  The  letter  ran—  . 
**  Richard, — Nothing  will  induce  me  to  p^ 
you  the  place  of  C16rk  at  the  Table  if  itsbodi 
become  vacant ;  /ou  have  been  a  disgraoe  and  t 
source  of  infinite  sorrow  and  reproach  to  W 
during  the  last  ten  years.  I  have  giren  Jos 
every  opportunity  of  amendment,  but  there  if  ^ 
hope  of  you,  nor  have  1  the  least  confideDoeii 
your  erer  having  better  principles.  I  will  not  we 
you  again.  Tour  best  course  will  be  to  go  ^ 
the  Continent,  and  try»  by  attention  to  your  «i" 
and  children,  to  make  some  amends  to  them  ftr 
the  grievous  iigury  you  have  inflicted  on  then. 

Mr.  Skirrow  did  not  deliver  that  letter,  a^ 
he  says  he  is  not  very  sorry  that  he  d»o 
not.  On  the  18th  of  February  Mr.  Skir- 
row again  saw  the  Lord  Chancellor,  wbOi 
so  far  from  relenting,  showed  still  mo(« 
determination — 
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**  Aocordbglj,  on  Satnrdaj,  the  18th  of  Feb- 
nuiiy,  I  proceeded  to  Lincoln's  Inn,  where  the 
Lord  Chancellor  was  sitting.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  risen  for  the  day,  and  when  I  went  in  I 
announced  te  him  what  I  had  come  about.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  was  jerj  angry.  He  said  I  had 
taken  a  rery  great  liberty  in  pressing  for  any  ap- 
pointment for  his  son»  and  I  remember  perfectly 
that  he  did  a  thing  which  he  neyer  did  before. 
He  got  up  and  left  the  room,  and  went  to  his  car- 
riage without  taking  any  notice  of  me.  I  think 
it  was  on  that  day  I  saw  Mr.  Richard  Bethell, 
and  I  told  him  I  would  fight  his  battles  no  longer, 
and  that  I  could  do  nothing  with  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor at  all." 

Od  the  22nd  of  February,  Mrs,  Richard 
Bethell  made  a  heart-breaking  appeal  to 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  which  he  so  far 
listened  to  that  he  said  if  Richard  Bethell 
could  settle  with  his  creditors  he  would 
consider  what  he  could  do  for  him.  But 
on  the  26th  he  sent  for  Mr.  Skirrow  and 
told  him  that  he  regretted  even  saying 
so  much,  as  he  had  information  from  Paris 
concerning  his  son's  conduct  there,  and 
nothing  should  induce  him  to  gire  him 
any  place.  Then,  it  is  said  that  Mr.  Miller 
prepared  certain  appointments  in  his  office 
in  the  confident  expectation  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  would  forgive  his  son ;  but  it 
was  made  as  clear  as  day  before  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  Lord  Chancellor  knew  no- 
thing whatever  of  this  until  he  heard  of  it 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee ;  that 
it  was  entirely  Mr.  Miller's  offioiousness. 
How,  then,  can  that  derogate  from  the 
Lord  Chancellor's  position  in  the  matter  ? 
I  cannot  discover  the  smallest  taint  of 
Ignoble  motives  in  the  Lord  Chancellor's 
conduct ;  he  stands  perfectly  and  thoroughly 
clear  not  only  in  my  own  mind,  but  in 
the  minds  of  all  who  have  studied  the 
facts  of  the  case.  The  proceedings  in  re- 
gard to  Mr.  Wilde  are  perfectly  pure  ;  the 
connection  between  Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr. 
Welch  had  no  concern  with  them.  The 
same  thing  would  have  been  done  had 
their  names  never  been  mixed  up  in  the 
affair.  Fortunately  for  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
the  coincidence  of  events  makes  it  impos- 
sible that  the  charges  which  have  been  made 
can  be  true ;  for  at  the  moment  the  Lord 
Chancellor  is  represented  as  interfering  for 
his  son's  benefit  he  was,  in  fact,  compelling 
him  to  resign  his  office,  and  driving  him 
from  the  country.  I  am  ready  to  admit  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hunt) 
has  treated  the  subject  with  much  more 
taste  and  moderation  than  was  manifested 
on  a  previous  occasion;  but  his  fine-drawn 
theories  as  to  what  the  Lord  Chancellor 
ought  to  have  done,  are  just  as  unfounded  as 
the  direct  accusations  of  the  other  night. 
YOL.  CTiXXX.    [thibd  sebibs.] 


The  only  thing  which  remains  fsr  me  to 
touch  upon  is  the  retiring  allowance  to  Mr. 
Bdmunds,  and  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
Parliament  I  did  not  expect  this  matter 
to  be  rerired.  It  has  been  discussed  and 
set  at  rest  in  another  place.  Now,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  did  not  grant  Mr.  Edmunds' 
pension.  It  was  granted  by  a  Committee 
of  the  other  House.  The  Resolution,  I 
find,  censures  the  laxity  shown  in  granting 
pensions  to  officers  orer  whose  heads  grave 
charges  were  impending.  But  why  is  that 
Committee  omitted  ?  Is  it  said  that  they 
were  not  aware  of  the  position  in  which 
Mr.  Edmunds  was  placed  ?  On  the  con- 
trary, I  rather  imagine  that  it  has  been 
made  as  clear  as  day  that  they,  the  cus- 
todians of  the  public  purse  in  this  matter^ 
were  perfectly  well  informed  by  public  ru- 
mour and  report  of  the  position  in  which 
Mr.  Edmunds  stood.  Why  are  they  not 
included,  then,  in  this  Resolution  ?  I  do 
not  intend  to  enter  at  any  length  into  this 
question.  If  it  be  thought  worthy  of 
further  discussion,  other  persons  will  do  it 
justice.  What  I  have  endeavoured  to  do  is 
to  place  before  the  House  the  riews  which 
occur  to  me  on  this  particular  case.  I  feel 
strongly  upon  it,  because  I  think  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  has  been  subjected  to  most 
unreasonable  and  unfriendly  criticism  for 
acts  which  arose  out  of  the  purest  motives. 
Under  these  circumstances  I  feel  con- 
vinced that  the  House  will  never  agree  to 
the  indefinite  and  unintelligible  censure 
which  this  Motion  passes  on  a  man  so 
eminent  for  his  abilities,  who  is  an  orna- 
ment to  the  profession  to  which  he  belongs, 
and  who  in  his  public  station  has  unques- 
tionably conferred  great  benefits  on  the 
country.  I  have  detained  the  House  at 
somewhat  greater  length  than  I  intended, 
but  I  shall  conclude  by  moTing  an  Amend- 
ment. Though  I  admit  such  an  Amend* 
ment  might  have  come  more  properly  from 
one  who  was  not  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, yet,  as  neither  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  nor  myself,  took  part  in  or  were 
present  at  the  deliberation  of  the  Com- 
mittee, I  conceive  that  I  sm  not  bound 
by  the  Report,  and  am  free  to  take  such  a 
course.  The  Amendment  which  I  propose 
is  as  follows : — 

**  That  this  House  harhig  considered  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  liOeds  Bankmptcj 
Court,  and  the  evidence  taken  by  it,  agrees  with 
the  Committee  in  the  opinion  that  the  fiicts  which 
are  established  aeqoit  the  Lord  Chanoellor  from  all 
charge  in  the  matters  to  which  it  refers,  except 
that  of  haste  and  want  of  caation  in  granting  a 
pension  to  Mr.  Wilde  i  but  this  House  is  of  <^inion 
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that  eom*  Ibiiher  ehtok  dKmld  be  pUeed  b j  law 
upon  the  gnyii  of  peoaioni  to  the  holden  of  legal 
ofiloee." 

Ab  to  the  latter  p«Tt  of  the  AmMidiiient, 
it  ifl  DAt  necessary  to  say  maeh.  It  is 
quite  plain  that  it  is  not  oooTeiiient  that 
the  graatiog  of  retiring  allowaooes  and  the 
eiereise  of  patronage  should  be  placed  in 
the  sane  hands.  The  effect  of  the  Amend- 
Blent  is  that  the  Treasury  should  hare  a 
control  over  these  retiring  alloiranoes,  as 
they  hare  orer  superannuations,  and  it 
will  reliere  the  administrators  of  patronage 
of  all  misconstructions.  Had  such  an 
arrangement  been  in  force,  it  would  have 
been  perfectly  impossible  that  such  a  charge 
as  this  should  ie?er  hate  been  made  against 
the  Lord  Chancellor. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  ont  from  tbe  first  word  '*  That,"  to 
the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  this  House  having  oonsidered  the  Report  of  the 
SeLeot  Oommittee  on  the  Leeds  Bankruptey  Court, 
and  the  evidence  taken  by  it,  agrees  with  the 
Committee  in  the  opinion  that  the  foots  which  are 
established  acquit  ttie  Lord  Chancellor  from  all 
ofaarge  In  the  matters  to  which  it  refers,  except 
that  of  haste  and  want  of  caution  in  granting  a 
pension  to  Mr.  Wilde ;  but  this  House  is  of  opi- 
nion that  some  further  check  should  be  plsAod 
by  Law  upon  the  grant  of  pensions  to  the  holders 
of  legal  offices/'— (rAtf  Lmi  Advocate,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  HENNESST  said,  that  the  House 
had  now  before  it  two  Motions — ^the  Reso- 
lution of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Nortdatnptonsbire  (Mr.  Hunt),  and  the 
Amendment,   of  which  notice  had  been 

S'ven  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
ember  for  Kilmarnock  (Mr.  B.  P.  Bou- 
yerie).  The  main  difference  between  the 
two  consisted  in  the  circumstance  that  the 
Resolution  of  his  hon.  Friend  set  out  wiUi 
the  preamble  that — 

"  The  evidence  taken  before  a  Committee  of 
this  House  on  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court 
discloses  that  a  great  &cility  exists  for  obtaining 
public  appointments  by  corrupt  means." 

And  then  went  on  to  declare — 

"  That  sudli  evidence,  and  also  that  taken  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the  case  of 
Leonard  Edmunds,  and  laid  before  this  House, 
shows  a  laxity  of  practice  and  want  of  caution  on 
the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  sanctioning 
the  grant  of  retiring  pensions  to  public  ofiBcws 
over  whose  head  grave  ehargee  are  impending, 
and  in  filling  up  the  vacancies  made  by  the  retire- 
ment of  such  officers,  whereby  great  encourage- 
ment has  been  given  to  corrupt  practices  ;  that 
■neh  laidty  and  want  of  oautien,  even  in  the  ab- 
T  of  any  improper  motif  e,  are,  in  the  opinion 
^^  Lord  AdvQcaU 


of  this  House,  highly  reprehensible,  and  csleohted 
to  throw  discredit  on  the  administntion  of  the 
high  offices  of  State." 

Tlie  right  hon.  Gentleman'tiie  Member  for 
Kilmarnock  (Mr.  £.  P.  Bouverie)  omitted 
the  paragraph  which  stated  tbst  oorni|it 
practices  had  existed,  for  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  did  not  charge  tbea 
on  the  Lord  Chancellor^ 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
only  subject  matters  before  the  Hooie  ire 
the  original  Motion  and  the  Amendmeot 
of  the  Lord  Advocate.  No  other  Motion 
has  been  put  before  the  House. 

Mb.  HENNESST  said,  that  a  notiee 
had  been  given. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  6enilema& 
is  not  in  order  in  discussing  a  Motion  of 
which  notice  has  been  given,  but  which  is 
not  yet  before  the  House. 

Ma.  HENNESST  said,  that  the  Amend, 
ment  which  the  learned  Lord  bad  moved  on 
the  part  of  the  Got emment  related,  u  far 
as  he  could  hear — for  no  notice  had  heen 
gif  en  of  it — only  to  the  case  of  tbe  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court.  Not  one  word  was 
said  in  it  about  the  Edmunds'  case ;  and  the 
House  would  have  obserred  that  tbe 
learned  Lord  had  referred  to  that  case 
very  slightly  in  his  speech,  and  not  stall  in 
his  Motion.  He  (Mr.  Hennessy)  woold  take 
the  liberty  of  recalling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  that  case,  because  it  was  one 
with  which  other  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment  were  mixed  up,  and,  as  far  as  tbe 
conduct  of  Mr.  Edmunds  was  contrasted 
with  that  of  Mr.  Wilde,  it  was  a  far  worse 
case  than  that  of  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court.  The  circumstances  attending  the 
dismissal  of  Mr.  Edmunds  had  been  dwelt 
upon  by  the  Report  of  the  other  House  m 
language  which  was  almost  severe  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  and  it  was  worthy  of  no- 
tice that,  although  that  Report  was  onlj 
carried  hy  the  casting  vote  of  the  Chai^ 
man,  an  Amendment  on  that  Report,  which 
was  negatived  by  the  Chairman's  casting 
Yote,  was  much  more  severe.  He  found, 
also,  that  among  the  six  Peers  whose  totes 
negatived  that  Amendment  were  tbe  Lord 
President  of  the  Council,  the  Pake  rf 
Somerset,  the  Earl  of  Clarendon,  snd  Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley,  so  that  four  out  of 
the  six  Peers  were  Members  of  the  Cabinet. 
He  would  further  endeavour  to  show  that 
whatever  blame  was  attached  to  the  eon- 
duct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  reference 
to.  this  matter  attached  equally  to  manj 
other  Members  of  the  Government.  One 
of  the  gravest  accusations  against  the 
conduct  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  tbat 
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he  had  permitted  Mr.  Edmunds  to  resign 
two  offices  he  held,  and  to  retire  with  a 
pension  after  he  had  heen  charged  with 
compounding  a  felony,  and  with  appropri- 
ating pohlic  monej.  Now,  who  hesides 
the  Lord  Chancellor  knew  of  these  charges 
against  Mr.  Edmunds,  and  of  aH  the  proofs 
which  could  he  adduced  in  support  of  them, 
and  yet  sanctioned  his  resignation  ?  In 
the  first  place,  he  would  ask  the  House  to 
listen  to  what  the  Attorney  General  stated 
before  the  liords'  Committee  %b  to  his 
knowledge  on  those  points.  The  Attor- 
ney General  was  examined  on  the  last  day 
of  the  examination  of  witnesses  before  the 
Lords'  Committee,  and  he  informed  their 
Lordships  that  lie  was  aware  of  the  trans- 
actions in  which  Mr.  Edmunds  was  con* 
cemed  at  an  early  period.  It  appeared 
that  in  1862  it  was  brought  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Attorney  General  that  a  clerk 
in  the  Patent  Office  named  Smith  had  ap- 
propriated public  money  to  his  own  use,  and 
that  Mr.  Edmunds  had  assisted  bim  in 
hiding  the  proofs  of  his  offence.  It  further 
appeared  from  the  evidence  of  the  Attorney 
General  that  the  first  Report— the  Report 
of  1863 — of  Messrs.  Greenwood  and  Hind- 
march  was  submitted  to  him  not  in  his 
capacity  of  Commissioner  of  Patents,  but 
in  that  of  Attorney  General.  '*  and,*'  added 
the  Attorney  General,  "  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor desired  me  to  frame  charges  upon 
that  Report."     He  was  then  asked — 

"  Tou  aooordinf^y  framed  the  charges  which  we 
haye  before  us  f — Tea  ;  it  was  a  sort  of  notice  to 
show  cause.  And  you  were  aware  that  he  was  sum- 
moned to  show  cause  (so  to  speak )  before  the  Lord 
ChanceUor  and  two  Vice  Chancellors  f — Yes.  You 
knew  the  day  when  it  was  intended  that  he  should 
appear,  did  you  not  f— I  have  no  doubt  I  did,  but 
I  haye  not  any  distinct  reooUection  of  it.  It  was 
the  Ist  of  August  ? — Yes.  No  doubt  I  knew  what 
day  was  fixed.  Before  that  day  arrived  was  any 
communication  made  to  you  as  to  Mr.  Edmunds 
having  eipressed  a  wish  to  be  allowed  to  resign 
his  offioe  on  paying  all  moneys  due  from  him  to 
the  Treasury  ? — I  remember  that  before  the  time 
had  arrived  when  the  hearing  would  have  taken 
place,  it  was  mentioned  to  me  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor that  Mr.  Edmunds  had  proposed  at  onoe  to 
give  up  that  oflftoe.  I  do  not  recollect  anything 
about  payinff ;  but  I  understood  that  he  was  to  give 
such  an  undertaking  as  would  leave  the  question 
of  subsequent  payment  entirely  unprejudiced  by 
the  acceptance  of  his  resignation  ;  that  was  what 
I  understood  at  the  time.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  form  of  any  document  oame  under  my  notice. 
I  wanted  to  know  whether  yon  were  consulted  as 
to  the  propriety  of  allowing  him  to  resign  ? — I 
have  no  doubt  I  was.  My  own  personal  recollec- 
tion would  hardly  have  enabled  me  to  say  whether 
the  thing  was  actually  resolved  upon  before  it  was 
mentiened  to  me,  or  whether  it  was  mentioned  to 
me  first ;  it  was  about  the  same  time,  certainly ; 
but  1  understand  that  the  Lord  Chancellor's  re- 


oolleetion  upon  the  sulgeot  is  more  distinct  thaa 
mlae.  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  was  mentioned  to 
me  before  the  resolution  to  accept  the  resignation 
was  taken.  The  Lord  Chancellor  says  that  you 
concurred  in  opinion  with  him  and  the  Master  of 
the  Rolls  that  Mr.  Edmunds  might  be  permitta^ 
to  resign,  upon  his  paying  his  money  over  f  "^ 
Yes;  I  had  not  the  least  doubt  about  it.  It  appeared 
to  me  that  exactly  the  same  object  was  accom- 
plished by  his  resignation  as  we  had  in  view- 
namely,  to  get  him  out  of  the  oflSce ;  and  the 
ulterior  question,  as  to  the  payment  of  the  money 
or  any  further  proceedings,  appeared  to  roe  to  be 
kept  precisely  as  it  stood  previously  ;  perhaps  it 
wae  in  rather  a  more  favourable  position  than  if 
there  had  been  a  kind  of  rehearsal  of  the  charges 
on  that  occasion,  simply  for  the  purpose  of  St- 
missing  him  fr^m  that  oflloe." 

There  was  a  rerj  remarkable  phrase  made 
use  of  by  the  Attorney  General  in  answer 
to  a  subsequent  question — 

*'  Our  first  object  was  to  get  rid  of  him,  and  we 
might  not  have  been  able  to  do  that  for  months, 
perhaps,  if  we  had  not  accepted  his  resignation^ 
because  he  would  have  had  it  in  his  power  to  make 
the  usual  delays  which  any  one  can  make  who  is 
not  ready  with  his  defence,  and  all  the  time  every- 
thing would  have  been  in  a  state  of  confusion  in 
the  oflioe.  I  daresay  I  may  be  wrong  ;  but  I 
oannot  present  to  my  mind  a  case  in  which,  under 
such  oircunaatanoes,  the  object  of  the  dismissal 
not  being  criminal  justice,  but  the  sole  object 
being  to  obtain  a  vacancy  in  the  oflSce,  there  would 
have  been  sufficient  reason  for  insisting  upon  a 
form  of  trial  for  that  purpose,  when  the  roan  said, 
'  I  will  give  you  no  more  trouble  about  it ;  I  will 
resign  mysel£' " 

Therefore  they  found  tbat  the  Attorney 
General  supported,  and  even  went  beyond 
the  view  taken  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
that  the  resignation  of  Mr.  fldmuuds  was 
preferable  to  his  dismissal.  He  would 
proceed  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  what  the  Committee  of  the  Lords  said 
upon  the  subject.  In  page  6  of  their  Re- 
port, the  Committee  said — 

"  The  Committee  are  compelled  to  express  their 
regret  that  he  was  allowed  to  resign,  and  thereby 
withdraw  himself  from  the  impending  inquiry  be- 
fore the  Lord  Chaaoellor  and  the  Vice  Chan- 
cellors. The  Attorney  General,  indeed,  stated 
that  in  his  opinion  it  was  desirable  at  once  to  re- 
move Mr.  Edmunds  from  hie  office,  and  that  the 
acceptance  of  this  enforced  retirement  was  pre- 
forable  to  the  delay  which  roust  have  taken  place 
in  the  inquiry.  Motwithstanding  this  high  autho* 
rity,  the  Committee  are  stiU  of  opinion  that  the 
inquiry  ought  to  have  proceeded,  and  if  the  charges 
which  Mr.  Edmunds  had  been  formerly  called 
upon  to  answer  had  been  proved  (as  it  will 
be  presently  seen  that  in  the  judgment  of  the 
Committee  the  principal  part  of  them  must  have 
been),  he  should  at  once  have  been  dismissed, 
leaving  It  open  to  future  consideration  whether 
ulterior  proceedings  ought  to  be  taken  against 
him.^ 

It  would  thus  be  seen  tbat  the  Committee 

differed  with  the  Attorney  General  and  the 

Lord  Chancellor  as  to  the  propriety  of  their 
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haying  allowed  Mr.  BdmuDds  to  resign 
So  far  for  the  Lord  Chancellor  and  the 
Attorney  General.  Bnt  was  no  other 
Member  of  the  Gofemment  cognisant  of 
what  was  going  on  ?  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor»  in  his  eridenoe  before  the  Lords' 
Committee,  orer  and  over  again  said  that 
he  had  informed  the  Members  of  the  Ca- 
binet of  what  he  was  doing,  and  that  he 
had  consulted  the  Members  of  the  Gorem- 
ment  and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  what  course  he  should  pursue 
in  the  matter;  and,  therefore,  all  the 
Members  of  the  GoTemment  must  hare 
been  fully  aware  of  all  the  transactions 
that  had  taken  place  in  connection  with 
Mr.  Edmunds.  One  Member  of  the  Go- 
Ternment  must  hare  been  particularly 
well  aware  of  what  was  taking  place.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  not  only 
as  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet  had  heard 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor  what  had  been 
going  on,  but  he  must  haye  also  heard 
of  the  transaction  at  the  Treasury, 
because  Mr.  Greenwood,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  and  Mr.  Hindmarch  sent  in 
their  reports  from  time  to  time  to  that 
department.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  also  another  opportunity  of 
ascertaining  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  ;  for  Mr.  William  Brougham,  in  a 
paper  laid  before  the  Committee,  made  the  i 
following  extraordinary  statement : — 

"When  the  dreadful  discoyery,  that  he  had 
for  years  been  using  publlo  money  for  his  pri- 
yate  purposes,  first  oame  to  light,  Leman  begged 
me  to  oome  up  to  London  to  assist  and  adyise. 
I  at  onoe  took  the  journey,  and  got  to  Lon- 
don on  the  10th  of  August  last.  I  did  all  in 
my  power  to  help,  especially  by  using  my  in- 
fluence with  Mr.  Gladstone,  and  successfully; 
from  that  time  forwards,  both  Lord  B.  and  myself 
supported  Bdmunds,  contending  and  fully  be- 
lievmg  that  he  had  a  satis&otory  answer  to  the 
oharges  against  him." 

That  letter  was  written  long  before  the 
public  were  aware  of  the  dreadful  scandals 
which  were  then  hatching.  Mr.  William 
Brougham,  acting  as  the  friend  of  Mr. 
Edmunds,  was  strifing  to  get  the  matter 
hushed  up  and  to  arrange  the  matter  so 
that  Mr.  Edmunds  might  be  allowed  to 
resign  and  not  be  dismissed;  and  he  stroye 
"  successfully,**  which  word,  strange  to  say, 
was  printed  in  the  Report  in  large  capitals 
—and  perhaps  to  show  the  ability  and 
seal  with  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  carried  out  his  wishes.  How- 
oyer  that  might  be,  at  all  eyents  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  must  haye  been 
perfectly  well  aware  of  what  was  taking 
M'.Henmtiif 


place.  But,  besides  the  Lord  Chaneellor, 
the  Attorney  General,  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  he  found  that  some  re- 
ference was  made  in  the  e? idence  to  the 
noble  Yisconnt  at  the  head  of  the  GoTern- 
ment.  In  a  letter  from  James  Leman  to 
William  Brougham,  the  former  snggeited 
that  something  should  be  done  as  speedilj 
as  possible  to  hush  np  the  whole  affair— 
and  who  was  to  be  applied  to  in  the 
matter  ?    Mr.  Leman  said  in  that  letter— 

''It  IS  of  the  greatest  possible  coDiequeoee 
that  they/'  (the  Members  of  the  Govemment), 
*<  should  be  got  at  without  delay,  and  for  this 
purpose  particularly  I  do  entreat  yoa  will  oodb 
to  town,  and  as  speedily  as  possible.  In  detUng 
with  the  Treasury  it  will  be  necessaty  to  get  it 
Lord  Palmerston ;  and  we  do  most  urgency  n^ 
quest  your  ad?ice  and  help  in  the  whole  ease." 

It  was  a  remarkable  fact  that  but  for  that 
letter  being  laid  before  the  Committee  Mr. 
William  Brougham  would  never  hate  beea 
asked  whether  he  did  go  to  Lord  Palmer- 
ston in  order  to  get  him  to  hush  the  matter 
up.  Mr.  William  Brougham  had  told  them 
that  he  had  gone  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  and  had  succeeded  with  him; 
but  there  the  eyidence  stopped  short,  aod 
thej  were  not  told  whether  Mr.  William 
Brougham  went  to  the  residence  of  the 
noble  Viscount,  and  that  the  noble  Lorl 
showed  him  the  door.  This  reference  to 
the  noble  Viscount  reminded  him  that 
Lord  Palmerston  was  also  mentioned  in  the 
Leeds  inquiry;  and  upon  this  point  be  nrait 
saj  that  some  inquiry  should  haye  beea 
made,  not  with  reference  to  the  noble  VIb- 
count,  but  with  reference  to  some  persoQ 
to  whom  Mr.  Welch  said  he  was  to  paj 
the  sum  of  £8,000;  but  not  a  single  wori 
was  asked  of  Mr.  Welch  aa  to  whom  that 
mysterious  person  was.  But  going  back 
to  the  Edmunds'  case,  it  appeared  thai 
though  the  Goremment  were  fuUy  cogni- 
sant of  all  that  had  tiJ^en  place,  and  that 
the  grarest  charges  were  made  against 
Mr.  Edmunds,  that  gentleman  resigned, 
but  was  not  dismissed.  Then  came  the 
question  of  the  retiring  pension  on  tfr. 
Edmunds  resigning  his  office  as  Beading 
Clerk  iu  the  House  of  Lords.  Did  the 
Govemment  know  of  that  retiring  pension? 
In  the  first  place,  the  Lord  Chancellor  bad 
Tery  kindly  promised  Mr.  Edmunds  to  do 
all  in  his  power,  with  propriety,  to  obtain 
that  pension.  It  was  very  remarkable  ho 
should  hate  done  that,  for  in  sereral  letten 
which  were  published  in  the  blue-book  bo  ^ 
endorsed  the  words  of  Mr.  Greenwood  that 
the  charges  against  Mr.  Edaiands  were  o( 
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a  "fearfal  character;"  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  himself  used  the  words  ''com- 
pounding a  felony''  in  reference  to  Mr. 
Edmanda'  case.  Not  only  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, but  the  Gofemment,  must  ha?e 
known  all  about  the  retiring  pension  ;  for 
two  Members  of  the  Cabinet  —  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  the  Lord  President — were 
Members  of  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords  which  decided  pension  questions. 
It  was  a  singular  coincidence,  that  neither 
of  those  noble  Lords  attended  the  Commit- 
tee while  Mr.  Edmunds*  pension  was  under 
consideration,  yet  they  were  both  fully 
aware  of  what  had  taken  place.  Lord 
Bedesdale,  another  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, subsequently  stated  that  the  Com- 
mittee knew  nothing  about  the  charges 
against  Mr.  Edmunds  when  they  were 
deciding  on  his  claim.  The  Members  had 
heard  rumours  of  charges,  but  it  had  been 
stated  that  Mr.  Edmunds  had  paid  back, 
not  only  the  amount  in  which  he  had  been 
a  defaulter,  but  a  still  larger  sum  ;  and 
an  opinion  prcTailed  that  he  was  yery 
badly  treated,  inasmuch  as  he  had  been  got 
out  of  his  oflBce  in  the  House  of  Lords  for 
some  purpose  or  other.  Every  Member  of 
the  Committee  decided  on  the  question  in 
total  ignorance  of  the  criminality.  The 
two  Cabinet  Ministers  who  were  Members 
of  the  Committee  did  not  attend,  though 
they  had  been  regularly  summoned.  Of 
oourse  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  had  pro- 
mised to  do  all  he  could  with  proprietv  to 
obtain  the  pension,  knew  what  was  taking 
place  in  the  Committee ;  and  yet  the  pen- 
Bion  was  granted  in  the  dark,  the  Cabinet 
concealing  from  the  Committee  a  material 
fact  which  it  ought  to  hare  known.  But, 
in  addition  to  this,  did  not  the  fact  of  the 
granting  of  the  pension  come  to  the  know- 
lege  of  Lord  Gran?ille  the  next  day  ?  Did 
it  not  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  ?  [The  Chak- 
OBLLOB  of  the  Exohequbb:  How  did  I 
know  it  ?]  It  was  in  all  the  papers.  Erery 
one  knew  it.  He  would  be  out  of  order  in 
referring  in  detail  to  what  had  taken  place 
in  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  it  was  perfectly 
notorious  from  a  debate  which  had  taken 
place  there,  that  eyery  Member  of  the 
Uofemment  was  aware  of  the  fact  of  the 
pension  having  been  granted.  And  what 
did  the  Government  do  then  ?  Simply  no- 
thing. But  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  was  sub- 
aequently  appointed.  Unfortunately  for  the 
reputation  of  the  Government  there  were  too 
many  of  them  on  that  Committee,  for  they 
were  all  on  their  trial  as  well  as  the  Lord 


Chancellor ;  and  the  Committee  adopted  a 
Report  condemning  what  had  been  done, 
and  acting  on  that  Report,  the  House  of 
Lords,  without  the  slightest  hesitetion, 
withdrew  the  pension  that  had  been  so 
improperly  granted  to  Mr.  Edmunds.  The 
Cabinet  and  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
were  fully  conversant  with  what  was  teking 
place,  and  every  word  in  that  Report  which 
condemned  the  Lord  Chancellor  applied 
also  te  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
every  one  who  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  in  thinking  there  was 
laxity  of  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  calculated  te  throw  discredit 
on  the  administration  of  the  high  offices 
of  the  State,  must  feel  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  share  with  the 
Lord  Chancellor  that  serious  imputation. 
Throughout  every  step  of  the  Edmunds* 
case  the  Members  of  the  Cabinet  were 
aware  of  the  circumstances,  and  the  Attor- 
ney General  was  instructed  te  draw  the 
charges  against  Mr.  Edmunds.  He  was 
sorry  the  learned  Attorney  General  was 
not  in  his  place,  because  he  (Mr.  Hennessy) 
wished  te  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  what  the  learned  Attemey  General  said 
and  did  in  that  House  in  reference  te  the 
Question  put  to  him  a  short  time  since  in 
connection  with  the  Leeds  Bankruptoy 
Court  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Devonport 
(Mr.  Ferrand).  On  that  occasion  his  hon. 
Friend's  stetemente  were  met  with  ironical 
cheers,  in  consequence  of  their  having  been 
blown  te  pieces  by  the  answers  given  by 
the  Attemey  General.  But  what  were 
the  circurostences  ?  On  the  15th  of  May 
the  Member  for  Devonport  asked — 

"  Whether  Mr.  Wilde,  when  Registrar  at  Leeds, 
was  called  upon  by  one  of  the  Bankraptcy  otBcera 
to  resign  his  office ;  whether  Mr.  Welch  was  te 
make  way  for  Mr.  Richard  Bethell ;  and  whether 
Mr.  R.  Bethell's  appointment  was  made  out ;  and 
whether  he  attended  the  Bankruptcy  Court  at 
Leeds,  and  stated  to  officials  that  he  was  ap- 
pointeid  registrar  ?  " 

In  reply,  the  Attemey  General  said — 

"  Mr.  Wilde  was  not  called  upon  by  any  official 
to  resign.  As  to  the  alleged  arrangement  for  be- 
nefiting the  Hon.  Richard  Bethell,  the  answer  is 
that  no  such  arranfi[ement  was  ever  made  or  pro- 
posed, or  thought  of." 

Whereas,  in  the  blue-book  now  before  the 
House,  they  found  Mr.  Miller,  one  of  the 
chief  officials  of  the  Bankruptey  Court, 
writing  to  Mr.  Wilde,  saying,  •'  You  must 
resign  by  return  of  post.  So  much  for  the 
Attemey  General's  reply  te  the  first  ques- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend.  As  to  his  reply  to 
the  second  question,  surely  such  an  ar- 
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fan^emerfri  wat  tboDght  of  by  Mr.  Miller, 
|he  Chief  Registrar  ;  it  was  thotight  of  by 
Mr.  Sklrronr,  a  confidential  friend  of  tbe 
Lord  Oh«tnoe1tor*s  famifj,  and  a  most 
respeotabte  gentleman;  it  was  thought  of 
hj  erery  one  aronnd  the  Lord  Chancellor  ; 
It  was  eren  thought  of  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
eeHor  himself,  though  he  repented  him  of 
the  thought.  Notwithstanding  all  that,^ 
the  reply  of  the  Attorney  General  was  re- 
oeired  with  ironical  eheers  from  the  Oo- 
fernment,  directed  against  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Deronport ;  and,  not  satisfied  with 
bis  triumph,  the  Attorney  General  came 
down  to  the  House  the  next  evening  and 
made  this  statement — 

'^  With  regard  to  Mr.  Bethell,  whom  I  under- 
stand to  bftve  been  on  a  private  Tisit  to  Mr.  Welch, 
at  Leeds,  in  February  laH,  Mr.  Weleh  mjs  that 
Mr.  Bethell  did  not  attead  at  the  Leeds  Coart  of 
Bankruptoj  in  February  or  any  other  time,  and 
all  the  officials  to  whom  he  has  spoken  deny  that 
Mr.  Bethell  ever  said  he  was  appointed  registrar, 
or  that  they  ever  said  so  ;  and  they  add  that  they 
do  not  even  know  his  personal  appearance.  I 
Bwy  add  that  I  have  seen  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Bethell  himself  sabstantially  to  the  same  effect." 
Loud  eheers  from  theGovernssent  Benches 
of  oonrse  greeted  the  hon.  aiMi  learned 
Gentleman  for  having  thus  disposed  of  the 
Btatements  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Devon- 
port.  But  what  did  the  blue-book  say  i 
In  ike  evidence  of  Mr.  Carriss,  at  page 
118,  there  was  a  very  significant  oom- 
ibentary  en  the  replies  of  the  Attorney 
General.  Among  the  questions  and  an- 
swers in  Mr.  Carrisa'  ezaminatioD  were 
the  following  :-— 

''Do  you  remember  on  Friday,  the  34th  of 
February,  attending  the  Conrt  before  Mr.  Regis- 
trar Welch  ? — I  do.  Did  anything  take  place  be- 
tween you  and  Mr.  Welch  on  that  day,  with  re- 
ference to  himself  or  Mr.  Bethell,  and  if  so,  be 
kind  enough  to  state  what  it  was  f — Yes.  Mr. 
Welch  asked  me  on  that  day  if  I  had  any  objec- 
tion to  adjourn  business  which  was  standing  for 
the  following  week,  to  the  Friday  In  that  week, 
in  order  that  it  might  come  before  Mr.  Bethell, 
as  he  himself  was  going  to  London,  and  Mr. 
Bethell  was  to  have  the  appointment  of  regis- 
trar at  the  Bankruptcy  Court  at  Leeds.  Was  it 
mentioned  at  all  when  Mr.  Bethell  would  be  at 
Leeds,  or  when  he  would  take  the  business 
there?— Tes,  on  the  Friday  following  the  24th 
of  February,  which  would  be  the  9rd  of  March. 
Who  told  you  that  ?— Mr.  Welch  asked  me  if  I 
would  adjourn  the  busiaess  I  have  mentioned  till 
that  day,  in  order  that  it  might  come  before  Mr. 
Bethell.  Was  the  matter  taliped  of  in  Leeds  gene- 
rally ?— Tes,  certainly ;  and  I  saw  Mr.  Bethell 
in  court  that  day.  Did  Mr.  Welch  state  that  to 
you  as  a  pscUtve  certainty,  or  merely  as  a  pos- 
sibility f— I  did  not  understand  it  as  a  possibility; 
I  understood  that  although  Mr.  Welch  himself  did 
not  say  he  had  got  the  appointment  in  London, 
he  said  he  was  going  to  London,  but  I  understood 


H  as  certain  that  Kr.  BetheDkad  got  the  amoiitfc. 
at  LMds." 


The  House  weoM,  therefore,  remtriL  tkil 
it  was  on  the  srutherity  of  Mr.  Weleh  tad 
Mr.  Bethell,  in  swpport  of  his  swn  Btsts- 
ment,  that  the  Attorney  (General  so  Mj 
contradicted  the  hon.  Member  for  Devoid 
port.  Neither  did  Mr.  Welch  agree  witb 
the  Attorney  General ;  for,  m  page  85  of 
the  blue-book,  there  was  a  letter  frosi  Mr. 
Welch  to  Mr.  Miller,  m  which  he  said— 

"  My  dear  Sir,— I  take  the  liberty  to  write 
to  yoa  as  the  Lord  Chaaeellor's  minister  is 
these  matters.  I  have  been  expeeting  to  hm 
from  you  with  my  appointment  to  tlw  Londoa 
Court  in  ihe  Hon.  S.  Bethell's  place,  aod 
which  I  was  informed  on  this  day  week  thst 
the  Lord  Chancellor  hmi  thai  morning  bees  kind 
enough  to  transfer  to  me.  The  Hon.  Riehird 
Bethell  was  here  with  me  on  last  Friday  and 
Saturday,  and  he  toM  several  of  the  ChanoelWi 
having  appointed  me  to  London,  and  that  he 
himself  was  to  succeed  me  here." 

So  that,  in  fact,  every  word  stated  by  his 
hon.  Priend  the  Member  for  Devonport  wm 
true«  and  every  allegation  made  by  the 
Attorney  General  was  untrue.  But  it  did 
not  end  there.  On  the  18th  of  May  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devonport  asked  the  At- 
torney General — 

**  Whether  he  would  lay  upon  the  table  the 
letters  of  Mr.  Welch,  the  registrar,  which  he 
had  read  to  the  ¥touBe  on  Tuesday  last,  as  weQ 
acs  the  letters  of  the  Hon.  Riehard  Bethell  oob- 
firming  the  saow." 

What  was  the  reply  of  the  late  Attonwy 
General  ?— • 

"  I  decline  to  produce  them.  I  wholly  deeHoe, 
on  my  ows  responsibility,  to  produce  them.  Upas 
my  own  responsibiliCy  aad  good  fiuth  I  gafe  te 
the  House  the  information  I  bad  acquired  from 
what  I  considered  to  be  the  proper  quarter." 

Again  there  was  great  cheering;  but  sot 
it  turned  out  that  the  whole  of  the  mfior* 
matton  supplied  to  the  hon.  and  letrsed 
Gentleman  wasfalae.  He  (Mr.  Heaseisy) 
wouM  only  observe*  that  before  the  At- 
torney General  sa  iatly  eontradictad  i 
Member  of  that  House*  he  ought  to  ba 
mere  particular  about  kis  sources  ^  is- 
formatioii.  If  he  had  only  spoken  Is  Kr. 
Miller,  or  if  ke  bad  taken  the  slightest 
trouble  to  in^iiire,  he  mtgbt  hare  fossd 
that  tho  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devonport  was  true,  aad  th«t  his  own  sH^ 
gatbns  were  untrve.  Now,  it  appearsd 
that  Her  Majesty's  Geremmettt  were  foUj 
alive  to  the  iniquity  of  the  Edarands'  csm, 
and  yet  allowed  kim  to  resign  and  sobst' 
qnently  reeeive  a  pension.  It  appeared 
also,  that  the  Lord  Chanci^ior,  net  ^ 
made  Her  Majesty's    GoTemnMnt  Mj 
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aware  of  the  proeeedings  m  whieh  he 
aeted  with  great  wisdom,  bat  it  also  ap- 
peab^^  from  bis  owb  erideaoe,  that  be 
brmsMf  did  not  peruse  ike  eharges  agaiaet 
Mr.  Edmmids.  His  Lordship  stated,  that 
as  he  might  hare  to  ael  judicislly  when  the 
ease  came  before  him,  and  dismiss  him, 
lie  accordiaglj  avoided  looking  into  the 
ease;  he  handed  it  over  to  the  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  Crown,  and  the  oharges  were 
prepared  by  the  Attorney  General;  and, 
therefore,  it  appeared  to  hhn  (Mr.  Hen- 
neasy)  that  so  far  as  the  Lord  Ghancellor's 
personal  conduct  was  concerned  in  that 
case,  the  other  Uerabers  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  acted  qaite  as  badly  as  the 
Boble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack. 
Therefore,  under  the  circumstances,  he 
should  be  glad  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Kilmarnock's 
Amendment  came  before  the  House.  He 
should  rote  for  that  in  preference  to  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
l^or  t  ham  p  tonthire. 

Mb.  DENMAN  ssid,  that  since  he  had 
the  honour  of  a  seat  in  that  House  he  had 
Bever  risen  to  address  it  under  a  sense  of 
deeper  responsibility  or  with  deeper  pain ; 
because  he  considered  it  one  of  the  most 
important  questions  that  had  come  before 
the  House  during  his  time,  affecting  the 
obaraeter  not  only  of  the  Gorernment,  but 
of  public  men  generally.  The  question  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  bun.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt)  in  a  tone 
and  spirit  highly  creditable  to  him  and  be- 
coming its  great  importance.  At  the  same 
time  it  was  all  the  more  hicumbent  upon 
the  House  to  be  wary  lest,  owing  to  the 
very  moderation  of  the  tone  and  temper  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  they  should  be  led 
to  adopt  a  Resolution  that  might  inflict 
the  gravest  and  eruelest  injustice  upon  the 
person  against  whom  it  was  dhrected. 
There  was,  perhaps,  no  man  in  that  House 
who  personally  had  less  reason  to  rise 
aod  defend  Uie  Lord  Chancellor.  He 
had  scarcely  any  aequaintaace  with  him, 
except  that  arising  from  a  formal  in- 
troduction as  a  member  of  the  profession, 
and  the  only  occasion  on  which  his 
public  duty  bad  brought  him  into  dose 
relations  with  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
in  that  House  waa  once  when,  with  that 
baste  and  violence  of  manner  which  did 
net  render  him  a  popular  Member  of  that 
House>  the  noble  and  learned  Lord>  then 
Attorney  General,  told  him  that  a  certain 
claitt  which  be  (Mr.  Denman)' advocated, 
aad  upoA  which  he  con^lKled  the  House 


1102 

;oa|ght  to  appoint  a  (Tommittee,  oiigbt  not 
to  be  brought  forward  to  trovble  the  House 
aa  often  as  "  any  young  lawyer  "  could  be 
found  to  take  i*  up.  Now,  a  man  who  had 
been  struggling  fifteen  or  sixteen  years 
at  the  Bar  did  not  like  to  be  called  <*  any 
yotmg  lawyer  "  ;  but  that  was  his  eloseet 
ezperieneeof  tlu^  Lord  Chancellor.  When» 
however,  the  present  Resolution  was 
brought  ferwaro  he  considered  it  his 
bounden  duty,  and  that  el  all  who  were 
in  the  habit  of  examining  testimony,  to 
read  and  study  from  beginning  to  end 
the  evidence  on  which  this  charge  rested. 
The  other  night,  when  the  matter  was 
brought  forward  in  an  unfair  way,  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  stand  up  for  the  Com- 
mittee whose  Report  to  the  House  had  been 
prematurely  discussed.  That  Committee 
had  been  selected  in  the  fairest  manner  ; 
three  of  the  Members  sat  on  the  Opposition- 
side  of  the  House  and  two  on  the  Minis* 
terial  side,  aad  tliey  were  assisted  by  two 
Gentlemen  skilled  in  the  examinatioa  of 
evidence,  but  not  allowed  to  vote.  The  Re- 
port of  such  a  Committee  was  entitled  ta 
the  highest  respect.  The  question  waa  now 
brought  forward  again  in  another  shape — in 
a  shape  that  waa  objectionable  on  every 
ground.  It  was,  in  the  first  nlace,  very 
di€Beult,  if  not  impossible,  to  know  what 
the  Resolution  meant ;  and  in  the  next 
place  it  was  so  framed  as  by  its  apparent 
moderation  to  catch  as  many  votes  as  poa» 
sible,  and  yet  so  framed  as  if  it  were 
carried  against  the  Lord  ChanceHor  to  maka 
it  impossible  for  him  to  continue  to  occupy 
his  seat  on  the  Woolsack  for  a  single  hour. 
The  Government  met  the  Resolution  by 
another.  He  wished  they  had  met  it  by 
a  direct  negative.  He  would  rather  have^ 
so  met  il»  because  he  believed  it  to  bo 
unjust,  untrue,  and  brought  forward  in  an 
unfair  spirit,  with  the  objects  to  which  he 
had  alluded.  The  Resolution  contained 
three  heads.    The  first  was — 

•*  That  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Oesftmlt* 
tee  on  the  Lee<}8  Bankmptoy  Court  ditotoses  that 
a  great  fiu>iUty  exists  for  obtaiidDg  public  appoint* 
ments  by  corrupt  means:" 

Now,  he  aaeerted  fearlessly  that  the  result 
of  the  examination  before  the  Laeda 
Committee  showed  that  no  such  facility 
did  exist;  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  ap- 
pointments by  such  means.  Such  an  asser- 
tion was  unjust  to  the  holders  of  public 
offices,  to  the  Government,  and  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  as  far  as  anything  appeared  to 
the  contrary  in  the  Report  of  the  Leeds 
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Committee.     The  bon.  Member  for  Nortb- 
amptonsbire  (Mr.  Hunt)  cli»clwroed  a  de- 
sire to  atUok  any  one  bet  tbe  Lord  Cban- 
oellor ;  bat  tbe  Honse  saw  tbe  cloren  foot 
in  tbe  mild  and  moderate  sUtement  of  tbe 
bon.   Gentleman  ;   and  it  was  ttill  more 
plaiijly  displayed  bj  tbe  bon.  Member  for  tbe 
King's  County  (Mr.  Hennessy),  wbo  migbt 
be  called— more  fairly  tban  any  one  upon 
tbe  Benobes  opposite,  except  perbaps  tbe 
rigbt  bon.    Gentleman   tbe   Member    for 
Bucks — tbe  true    leader  of   tbe   Opposi- 
tion.     Tbat   bon.  Gentleman    bad    dur- 
bg    tbis    Session    made  more  speeebes, 
argued  more  points  in  debate,  was  oftener 
in  bis  place,  and    conducted  tbe  attack 
upon  tbe  Government  ten  times  more  fre- 
quently tban   tbe   rigbt  bon.  Gentleman 
himself.  And  now,  tbe  bon.  Gentleman  said 
tbat  tbe  efidence  upon  tbe  Bdmunds'case  af- 
fected not  only  tbe  Lord  Chancellor,  but  tbe 
head  of  the  GoYcmment,  tbe  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  the  Attorney  General. 
Well,  hut  if  that  were  tbe  case,  ought  not 
bon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  move  a  direct 
Tote   of  censure  upon  the  whole  of   the 
GoTcmment,  and   not  by  a  side-wind  to 
enable  the  real  leader  of   the  Opposition 
to  come  forward  and  make  a  corert  at- 
tack   upon    the  Government    at    large? 
The  bon.  Member  for   Northamptonshire 
laid  Tcry  little  stress  upon  the  Bdmunds' 
case ;  and  now  tbat  some  weeks  bad  elapsed 
since  the  Committee  on  that  case  had  re- 
ported, it  was  rather  too  late,  and,  indeed, 
unfair,  to  slip  into  a  Motion  brought  for- 
ward apropos  of  the  Leeds   Report  an 
allusion  to  the  Bdmunds'case,  contained  in 
a  hook  as  thick  as  the  Leeds  inquiry,  and 
which,  be  would  renture  to  say,  not  one 
bon.  Member  in  a  hundred  had  read  through. 
The  second  assertion  in  the  Resolution  was 
as  false  as  the  first.     It  was — 

**  That  such  eyidenoe  and  also  that  taken  before 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  in  the  case 
of  Leonard  Edmunds  shows  a  laxity  of  practice 
and  want  of  caution  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  in  sanctioning  the  grant  of  retiring 
pensions  to  public  officers  oyer  whose  heads  graye 
charffes  are  impending,  and  in  filling  up  the  ya- 
oancies  made  by  the  retirement  of  such  officers, 
whereby  great  encouragement  has  been  giyen  to 
corrupt  praotioes." 


He  would  admit  tbat  there  were  scraps  and 
glimpses  of  truth  about  this  part  of  the  Reso- 
lution. ["Hear!"]  Was  it  to  be  permitted 
that  the  House  sitting  as  a  Court  of  Jus- 
tice was  to  laugh  and  treat  such  matters  as 
trifles  ?  Ho  would  undertake  to  show  that 
in  this  case  there  was  made  against  the  Lord 
Chancellor  a  chnrgefar  in  excess  of  any  cen- 
Jdr.DmnHm 
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sure  be  migbt  have  deserved,  and  if  this 
House  were  to  accept  it  they  would  oTerrule 
the  Report  of  the  Committee.  [••  Hear !"] 
He  was  prepared  for  jeers,  for  be  knew  bow 
difficult  it  was  for  tbat  House  to  aet  judi- 
cially ;  but  be  trusted  there  were  men  on 
the  other  side  wbo  would  feel  tbemaelves 
bound  to  decide  in  a  spirit  of  jnstioe.  The 
second  part  of  tbe  Resolution  declared 
that  there  were — 

^  Laxity  of  practice  and  want  of  oaution  on  tibe 
part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  sanctiooiDg  tbe 
grant  of  retiring  pensions  to  public  officers  oyer 
whose  heads  graye  chsrges  are  impending,  and 
in  filling  up  the  yacancies  made  by  the  retirement 
of  such  officers,  whereby  great  encouragunent  has 
been  giyen  to  corrupt  practices." 
Now,  be  would  yenture  to  say  tbat  in  almost 
every  particular  that  second  charge  wsa 
false.     With  regard  to  the  Edmunds*  ease, 
that    might    he   very    soon    disposed  of. 
When    the   bon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire spoke  about  tbe  Edmunds*  ease, 
all    be   said    was    that    be    thought  tbe 
Lord  Chancellor  had  allowed  the  pension 
to  be  given  without  stating  tbe  facta,  and 
that  be  was  highly  reprehensible  for  so 
doing.   Now,  the  bon.  and  learned  Member 
for  the  Ring's  County  had  sought  to  couple 
with  the  Lord  Chancellor  the  names  of  other 
persons.    That  other  persons  took  tbe  same 
view  of  the  case  as  the  Lord  Chancellor 
was  a  ground  not  for  attack  on  them  but 
of  defence  for  him.    When  tbe  Lord  Chan- 
cellor was  supported  by  tbe  Attorney  Ge- 
neral and  by  a  learned  Judge  of  the  Coart 
of  Chancery,  whose  relations  with  tbe  Lord 
Chancellor  were  commonly  said  not  to  be 
of  a  very  friendly  nature,  when  tbe  Maater 
of    the   Rolls,  who   was  a  man    of    the 
highest  character,  took    a    view    of   tbe 
Edmunds'  case  substantially  tbe  aame  as 
the   Lord   Chancellor's,  this   showed   the 
injustice  of    the  attack  that   waa    made 
upon  the  noble  and  learned  Lord.      His 
hon.    and  learned    Friend     bad     picked 
out  a  letter  for  the  purpose  of   abowmg 
tbat  all  the  Members  of  the  Qovemment 
were  in  pari  delicto  with  tbe  Lord  Chan- 
cellor ;  and  that  was  a  sample  of  tbe  w^ 
in  which  men's  characters  migbt  be  blown 
away  in  a  matter  like  this,  in  which  hen. 
Gentlemen  could  not  be  expected  to  go 
over   all  the  documents  letter  by  letter. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  read  this  pas- 
sage :— ''  It  is  of  the  greatest  posaiUe 
consequence  that  they  should  he  got  at 
without  delay/'  and  he  commented  on  it  bj 
saying  that "  they"  meant  the  Government 
[Mr.   Hbkn^ssy:    No;  I  said  Lord  Pal- 
merstOD.  Read  on  I]  Thehon.  QeDtleiiiu 
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certainly  said  ''ibe  OoTeromeDt/'  because 
be  (Mr.  Denman)  iDterrupted  him  at  the 
time,  and  he  had  the  strongest  recollection 
of  it.    Now,  that  passage  was  contained  in 
a  letter  from  Mr.  Leman  to  Mr.  Brougham, 
and  the  passage  immediately  before  the 
one  which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
quoted  contained  the  following  words:  — 
"Lords  C.  and  K.  may  fery  probably  com- 
mit themselyes  to  an  immediate  and  unfa- 
Tourable  opinion,  thereby  effecting  irretriev- 
able ruin  ;     and  therefore  Mr.  Leman  says 
**  It  is  of  the  greatest  possible  consequence 
that  they  should  be  got  at  without  delay." 
So   that    it  was    Lords   Cranworth   and 
Kingsdown  that  were  to  be  got  at,  and 
yet  that  passage  had  been  read  by  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  show  that  the 
Government  were  in  pari  delicto  with  the 
Lord   Chancellor.     His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  also  the  boldness  to  cite  Mr. 
Welch,  whose  evidence  was  tainted  in  every 
possible  way,  to  show  that  he  had  lent  a 
thousand  pounds  to  a  relative  of  the  noble 
Lord     [Mr.  Hennesst:    I  said  it  ought 
to  be  inquired  into.]     It  was  competent 
for  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  move 
for  a  Committee  of  Inquiry  next  Session  if 
he  thought  so  ;  but  upon  such  a  base  sus- 
picion it  was  an  unworthy  thing  to  assume 
that  there  was  any  complicity  between  the 
Government  and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  if 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had   done  anything 
wrong.     But  it  was  idle  to  go  into  such 
arguments    as  these,   and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  merely  alluded  to  theiu 
in  the  capacity  which  he  had  lately  filled 
of  leader  of  the  Opposition.     Having  said 
quite  enough  about  that,  he  would  appeal 
to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  itself  on 
the  Edmunds'  case.     Nothing   could    be 
stronger  than  the  finding  of  that  Commit- 
tee acquitting  the  Lord  Chancellor.     Look- 
ing to  what  had  since  occurred  it  was  a 
misfortune  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  not 
taken  a  stem,  unpitying,  and  what  some 
might  call  a  cruel  view  of  that  case.     But, 
at  all  events,  in  accordance  with  the  opi- 
nions of  the  Master  of  the  Rolls,  of  Lord 
Cranworth,  and  Lord  Kingsdown,  and  of 
several  Members  of  the  Government,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  did  not  think  it  his  duty 
to  go  further  into  the  matter  of  the  Ed- 
monds' case.     They,  as  well  as  the  Com- 
mittee who  investigated  the  case,  felt  that 
they  had  got  rid  of  a  bad  public  servant, 
and  that  there  was  no  use  in  going  any 
farther  into  the  case  for  the  purpose  of 
raking  up  the  misconduct  of  an  unhappy 
public  servant  who»  in  consequence  of  his 


misdeeds,  had  lost  his  situation.     It  was 
not,  therefore,  necessary  for  that  House  to 
go  one  whit  beyond  the  finding  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Houbc  of  Lords.     They 
would  be  not  only  acting  wrongly,  but  dis« 
courteously  towards  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  if  they  were  now  to  overhaul 
the  decision  of  a  Committee  of  the  Upper 
House.     He  would  now  make  a  few  ob- 
servations on  the  Report  of  the  Leeds 
Committee,  and  he  apprehended  that  the 
Resolution  was  quite  as  false  with  regard 
to  that  as  to  the  Edmunds'  Committee. 
The  Resolution  stated   that  the  evidence 
"  shows  laxity  of  practice  and  want  of  cau- 
tion."    It  was  said  that  Mr.  Welch  ob- 
tained his  office  at  Leeds  by  corrupt  means, 
because  he  paid  a  sum  of  money  to  Mr. 
Bethell ;  but  the  evidence  proved  nothing 
of  the  kind.     Mr.  Welch  produced  testi- 
monials to  his  character  and  ability  such 
as  no  Judge  on   the  Bench  would  have 
hesitated  to  act  upon.     He  had  testimo- 
nials from  Mr.  Temple,  the  leader  of  the 
Northern  Circuit ;  from  Mr.  Edward  James, 
who  ranked  next ;  Mr.  Manisty,  who  had 
a  large  business  there ;   and  Mr.  Udall. 
These  were  four  gentlemen  whose  words 
would  be  taken  as  strictly  accurate.     He 
(Mr.  Denman)  had  seen  these  gentlemen 
since  ;  and,  of  course,  knowing  what  had 
since  happened,  one  and  all  of  them  re- 
gretted that  they  had  given   these  testi- 
monials, but  they  had  all  assured  him  that 
at  the  time  they  knew  enough  of  the  man 
to  know  that  what  they  said  of  him  was 
well  deserved.     To  say,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northamptonshire  had  said,  that 
those  were  testimonials  which  any  barrister 
on  any  circuit  would  get,  was  a  deliberate 
insult  to  the  leaders  of  every  circuit,  who 
would  give  no   such    testimonials   unless 
they  believed  what  they  said  to  be  true. 
Then  it  was  said  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
should  not  have  made  this  appointment, 
because  Mr.  Bethell  once  said  something  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Welch.    Now,  however  much 
a  father  might  disapprove  the  soampish- 
ness  of  his  son,  was  he,  when  a  man's 
name  was  mentioned  to  him  by  the  son, 
at  once  to  jump  to  the  uncharitable  con- 
clusion that  the  man  must  have  his  son 
deeply  in  his  books,  and  that  it  was  upon 
that  account  only  he  had  recommended  him 
for  the  situation  ?     But  that,  after  all,  was 
the  gravamen  of  the  charge  against  the 
Lord  Chancellor  as  regarded  the  appoint- 
ment of  Mr.  Welch.    Surely  in  this  respect 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  ample  justification 
for  his  conduct ;  and  if  he  was  to  be  judged 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1107        Litit  BmkrVfkiit 


{OOinCONS) 


fairly,  aod  sot  by  iDiiini«lioii^  A>aklt»  and 
infereiioee,  ha  was  aatitM  m>t  only  to 
an  acquittal  bat  am  h«ao«rable  ao^ittal 
at  the  haoia  of  tbii  Horn*.  The  neit 
point  to  wMeh  the  hoa.  Member  re- 
xerred  was  the  reaignatioa  of  Mr.  Wil4e. 
Now,  he  bad  looked  earefuHy  into  the 
paperf  on  this  tnbjeotf  aod  the  ef  ideoee  re- 
specting it  was  supplied  ni  what  he  mnst 
call  the  candid  statemsnt  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor himseH.  The  Lotd  Chancellor  ad- 
mitted that  he  felt  there  was  a  painfnl  in- 
ooDsistency  in  calling  apoa  a  man  to  show 
cause  why  he  should  not  be  dismissed,  and 
in  afterwards  letting  him  retire  open  a 
pension.  This  was  the  strongest  point 
against  the  Lord  Chancellor;  yet,  after 
all,  it  amounted  to  rery  little.  The  hon. 
Member  said,  Mr.  Hey's  certiBcate  was 
unsatisfactory.  Certainly,  if  the  surgeon's 
certificate  was  looked  at  upon  special  de- 
murrer with  a  very  critical  eye,  it  eeuld 
not  be  thought  satisfactory.  But  reading 
it  in  good  faith,  might  not  eren  an  acute 
man  be  deceived  by  it  ?  The  certificate 
as  to  the  failure  of  his  rision  was  dated 
"  28th  Joly,  1864/'  awi  went  on  to  say— 
'*  I  hereby  certify  that  I  bsTe  been  con- 
sulted by  Mr.  H.  S.  Wilde."  Surely  any 
person  reading  that  weald  understand  from 
It  that  he  (Mr.  Hey)  had  been  contalted  at 
that  time  by  Mr.  Wilde.  It  would  ne?er 
ha?e  ooeurred  to  him  (Mr.  Denman)  to  sup- 
pose that  this  medical  man  had  never  been 
consulted  except  a  long  time  before  by  Mr. 
Wilde.  It  was  true,  as  was  subsequently 
disclosed,  that  Mr.  Wilde  had  consulted 
him  as  far  bsck  as  August,  1863;  but  there 
was  nothing  in  the  certificate  to  show  that 
he  had  discontinved  consulting  htm  between 
that  period  and  July,  1864.  Now,  it  was 
stated  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  had 
bis  attention  called  to  that  certificate;  but 
that  assertion  rested  upon  the  testimony  of 
Mr.  Miller,  who  was  contradicted  over  and 
over  again  by  more  than  one  witness  as  well 
as  br  Mr.  Miller  himself.  Now,  he  appre- 
hended, if  they  were  calM  upon  to  decide  as 
to  which  of  the  parties  was  tellmg  the  truth, 
they  woald  naturally  take  those  witnesses 
against  whose  veracity  there  had  never 
been  any  impeachment.  Well,  then,  if 
they  were  to  act  upon  this  principle  in 
the  present  case,  they  must  believe  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  did  not  see  that  cer- 
tificate. It  was  said  that  the  emisaion  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  read  the  certificate 
waa  of  itself  a  very  grave  offence.  If  so, 
it  was  an  offence  committed  every  day  by 
the  fifteen  Judges  who  sat  on  the  other 


side  of  Weoteinttmr  Hall;  fsr  they  m, 
stantly  decided  motioos  fbonded  oo  di- 
davita  referring  to  documents  aooeied 
thereto,  and  drew  up  their  orders  witboot 
reading  the  aftlavita  er  documenti,  trvt- 
ing  to  the  acearacy  a«d  Isimess  of  soq&mL 
That  was  the  offence  for  whioh  tbs  \aA 
Chancellor  waa  charged  to-night  with  i 
high  misdenseanor.  In  Mr.  MilWi  po- 
sition it  would  have  been  his  dstj  to 
read  the  certificate,  and  state  whether 
it  was  regular;  it  would  not  necesasrilj  bo 
the  doty  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  rttd 
such  certificate  hims^f.  But  the  eortiil- 
cate  was  a  mere  scrap  in  the  case,  in  the 
presence  of  the  petition  and  affidavit  npoi 
which  the  Lord  Chancellor  acted.  ThoM 
were  drawn  up  most  improperly  by  Mr. 
Miller,  who  had  evidently  set  his  heirt 
upon  doing  the  thing  almost  by  s  tri^; 
and  this  was  just  tlie  maa  who  wosMW 
likely  to  place  the  documents  before  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  suofa  a  msnner  ti  ti 
prevent  him  from  exercising  his  JudgBeat 
upon  them.  The  petition  and  sffiihrit 
stated,  on  the  oath  of  Mr.  Wilde,  that  be 
was  afflicted  by  the  failure  of  his  sight, 
and  that  this  affliction  was  bow  io  serioii 
that  he  was  no  longer  able  satiefaetorilj 
to  diaoharge  the  duties  of  bis  office,  re- 
ference being  made  te  the  medicsl  eertii- 
oate  annexed.  What  was  the  Lord  Cbu- 
cellor  to  de  upon  suefa  evidence?  Tbe 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  there  was  oeo- 
tradictory  eTidence  upon  this  poiot,  lod 
called  attention  to  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Miller,  who  said  that  the  Lord  Chsneellor 
stated  he  was  of  opinton  that,  "  soopliof 
the  language  in  the  petition,  aod  tbe 
affidavit,  and  the  medical  certifieste  to|e> 
ther,  there  was  a  sufficient  case  to  enable 
him  to  make  the  order."  The  Lord  Ghai- 
cellor  did  not  contradict  this  ststeoieit 
point  blank.  His  Lordship's  sridesee 
upon  this  was—* 

"I  have  no  reeoUeetion  of  any  ttoh  tUq^ 
The  petition,  affidavit,  and  certificate  were  p<^ 

read  them 

prohahly 

gation,  a 

certificate  was  ui  eonfNrmity  with  it.' 

So    ought  the  Judges    in    Westmhii^ 

Hall  in  strictness  to  read  erery  doeosiBt 

before  making  their  orders ;  but  they  v«* 

not  in  the  practice  of  doing  so,  onlen  th? 

had  reaaoa  te  believe  that  sometbiDf  *» 

wrong.  They  almost  invariably  setsdsp* 

the  mfermation  of  counsel  or  the  offiean  « 

the  Court,  and  no  one  ever  thocgh** 

blaming  them  for  the.  oouM  wUtb  'i^ 
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ptei^fiied.  If  Xh%  Lord  OliMMellor^  noi  d»lj 
MtMnod  thai  the  mediemi  •ertifieate  was  m 
oenfemity  with  the  petition  and  allegation, 
bat  was  also,  as  was  very  probable,  in- 
formed  bj  Mr.  Miller  that  such  was  the 
oaM,  be  oottM  not  see  that — 

«  Snoh  laxity  and  want  of  oantion  were.  In  the 
epuHOD  of  this  Honse,  highly  reprehentibley  and 
oalouUted  to  throw  disoredic  on  tho  administra- 
tion of  the  high  officers  of  State." 

He  would  now  ask  the  House  if  there 
was  anything  reprehensible  in  the  mode 
adopted  by  the  Lord  Cliancellor  of  filling 
vp  the  Tacanoy  caused  by  the  retirement 
of  Mr.  Edmnnds  as  eharged  in  the  former 
part  of  the  Besolution.  Mr.^  Slingsby 
Bethell  who  was  appointed  to  the  post  was 
ibe  second  son  of  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
That  gentkraan  had  filled  the  office  of 
registrar  witb  the  highest  credit^  and  that 
laet  had  indeed  been  admitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire  himself. 
[Mr.  HmiT:  Hear,  hear!]  If  the 
House  laid  down  a  rule  forbitiding  sneh 
appointments,  they  would  establish  a 
rule  forbidding  a  practice  which  had 
always  existed,  and  whieh  would  be  con- 
trary to  the  known  aspirations  of  Lord 
Cbanoellore  appointed  by  either  side  of 
tbe  House  for  hundreds  of  years;  be- 
OMise  Lord  CbanceiUrs  had  always  looked 
forward  to  exercisinf  the  raluable  pa- 
tronage intrusted  to  them  for  the  bene- 
fit of  their  relations  and  friends,  if  those 
relatione  and  friends  were  qualified  to 
perform  the  «btiee  of  the  offices  to  whieh 
tbey  were  appointed.  The  duties  of  Mr. 
Bdflsunds'  office  were  not  rery  onerous. 
They  eoneisted  partly  in  reading  doeu- 
inents,  and  hebeliofod  the  hon.  Gentleman 

^  w^enld  acknowledge  the  dooumenta  were 
read  by  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell  as  well,  if  not 
better,   than   they  were  erer  read  in  the 

^  Bouse  of  Lords  or  any  other  place,  where 
duties  of  a  similar  nature  were  to  be  dis- 
ofaarged.     The  Besolution  proposed  by  the 

^  boD.  Member  for  Northamptonshire  was, 
however,  as  direct  a  censure  upon  the  ap- 
pointment  of  Mr.  Slingsby  Bethell  as  it 
waa  upon  that  of  Mr.  Welch.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  in  bis  speech  referred  to  the 
queetion  of  a  *'plot,*'  the  object  of  which 
was  to  place  Mr.  Richard  Bethell  in  the 
Leeds  Court ;  but  upon  that  part  of  the  case 
the  defence  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
tbe  Lord  Advoeate  had  been  complete.  It 
was  true  that,  aftar  a  aoleaMi  determina- 

(  tion  never  again  to  appoint  Mr.  Richard 
Bethell  to  any  employment  whatsoerer,  the 
Lord  Cbaaeellor  appeared  for  a  momant 


to  relcMit  t  bnt  bow  ?  Tbe  teriM^  wbieh 
^  suggested  night  be  regarded  as  absp- 
lutely  impoesible,  for  they  were  aoCbing 
short  of  an  entire  release  of  Mr.  Rich- 
ard Bethell  by  his  creditors.  They  heard 
tbat  that  gentleman's  debts  amowated  to 
£20,000,  and  they  heard  also  of  some 
attempt  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Skirrow  to 
procure  his  release ;  bat  there  was  not 
a  particle  of  eTideaee  in  the  Report  to 
show  that  Mr.  Skirrow  ever  eould  or  did 
come  to  tbe  Lord  Ghflaeellor  and,  after 
stating  that  all  matters  had  been  settled, 
ask  him  to  re»coasideT  the  question  of  an 
appointment  upon  these  grounda.  Beyond 
that  statement  abent  a  release,  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  positively  refused  to  give 
his  son  a  vacancy,  and  that  notwithstand* 
ing  the  fact  that  tbe  pain  and  sorrow  whieb 
he  naturally  felt  was  increased  by  the  re- 
presentations of  his  nearest  and  dearest 
frien4s,  who  told  him  that  his  conduct 
towards  his  son  was  unneceasarily  harsh. 
But  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton- 
shire attrfbuteid  the  final  decision  of  tbe 
Lord  Chancellor  npon  this  matter  to  an 
artiole  whidi  appeared  on  the  25 th  of  Feb- 
raary  in  a  newspaper,  although  be  did  not 
name  the  newspaper  to  which  he  referred. 
Bat  he  did  not,  in  fact,  alter  his  tone  be- 
tween those  dates,  for  he  always  said  the 
same  thing.  The  Lord  Chancellor  dis- 
covered, bWever,  between  the  22nd  and 
the  26th  of  February  tbat  his  son,  after  all 
his  promises,  had  been  again  gambling 
at  Paris — for  he  believed  it  was  no- 
thing worse— *  and,  on  aeeertaining  this 
fact,  his  Lordship  not  only  determined  te 
give  no  appointment  to  Mr.  Riohard  Bethell, 
bat  was  angry  with  Mr.  Skirrow  and  Mr. 
Miller  fov  saying  a  word  in  his  favour*  It 
should  be  remembered,  too,  that  from  May, 
1864,  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  absolutely 
refused  to  see  his  sea.  The  conditions 
imposed  by  the  Lord  Cbaneellor  wei^oy  as 
he  had  said,  neariy  impossible  ;  but,  snp- 
posing  for  a  moment  that  they  had  been 
effected,  weald  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  say 
that  the  Lord  Cbancelk>r  ought  to  have 
refused  his  son  an  appointment,  because 
he  had  cemponnded  witb  bis  creditors? 
His  ben.  Friend  might  be  right  in  his 
argument ;  but  it  woold  be  laying  down  a 
rule  ef  strict  morality  which  would  reflect 
upon  Members  even  of  tbat  House,  who  in 
former  daya  had  failed,  or  whose  youthful 
folKes  bad  dung  round  their  necks  like  the 
Old  Maa  of  tbe  3aa»  Snob  a  rule  would, 
to  Sindbad,  be  a  cruel  one  to  men  now  the 
oraauenta  of  the  party  in  wheae  faroor 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


nil         Zeedi  Banin^fUjf 


(COMHOKS) 


Cbir^— JZiMiMMm.        1112 


tbej  made  speeohet  and  recorded  their 
Tote.  It  woola,  in  faet,  be  regarding  a  man 
who  had  onoe  been  eneombered  with  debt 
as  a  rogoe  in  all  matters.  He  might 
remind  the  House  that  Mr.  Richard  Bethell 
had  discharged  the  dntiee  of  his  office  in 
an  efficient  manner.  On  that  ground  Mr. 
Miller  had  stated  in  his  OTidenee  that  there 
was  no  cause  for  his  dismissal.  Though 
he  had  nerer  met  Mr.  Richard  Bethel! 
more  than  once,  no  one  could  be  in  that 
gentleman's  society  without  perceiving  that 
there  was  no  want  of  ability  on  his  part  to 
preyent  him  from  performing  the  duties  of 
any  such  office  as  those  to  which  it  was  said 
that  he  was  to  be  appointed.  There  was 
one  circumstance  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  laid  stress  on,  and 
which  he  should  hardly  hare  thought  that 
any  one  would  haye  pointed  to  as  a  proof 
of  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  The  hon.  Member  contrasted 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  statement  that  he 
had  not  the  least  knowledge  that  Mr. 
Welch  had  lent  money  to  Mr.  Bethell  be- 
fore the  appointment  was  made,  with  the 
answer,  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
gaye  to  the  Question—**  If  your  Lordship 
had  been  aware  of  it,  would  the  appoint- 
ment haye  been  made?"  Well,  a  dis- 
honest man  would  haye  said,  "  Certainly 
not ;"  but,  as  the  case  had  not  arisen,  the 
Lord  Chaucellor  said,  "It  is  difficult  to  say 
what  I  should  haye  done,  but  I  think  I 
should  not  haye  appointed  him."  The  hon. 
Member  quoted  that  as  a  suspicious  matter 
against  the  Lord  Chancellor,  whereas  it 
was  eyident  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  wished  to  giye  a  scrupulous  answer, 
intimating  that  he  could  not  reply  to  a  hypo- 
thetical question.     The  last  Resolution — 

**  Thftt  such  laxity  and  want  of  oaution,  even 
in  the  absence  of  any  improper  motive,  are,  in 
the  opinion  of  this  Ilouse,  highly  reprehensible, 
and  oaloulated  to  throw  discredit  on  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  high  offices  of  the  State," 

was  undoubtedly  proposed  with  the  yiew  of 
forcing  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  resign,  if 
it  should  be  carried.  But  that  Resolution 
ought  to  be  read  in  connection  with  the 
particular  cases  mentioned  in  the  two  pre- 
ceding Resolutions,  and  being  so  read,  it 
was  an  unjust  and  unfair  Resolution.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  or  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  King's  County  could  have  pointed 
out  any  facts  proving  that  the  Lord  Chan> 
cellor  had  been  guilty  of  anything  like 
gross  misconduct,  he  would  haye  been  ready 
to  yote  for  the  Motion  ;  but  he  trusted  that 
the  House  would  not^  by  a  party  vote,  inaiat 
Mr.Dmmm 


upon  driving  from  offiee  an  illoBtrioot  Judge 
and  a  great  law  reformer  on  aeeonnt  id 
certain  errors  of  judgment,  only  finch  as 
many  others  had  committed. 

Mb.  E.  p.  BOUYBRIB  :  Sir,  I  have 
given  notice  of  an  Amendment  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire, 
which,  in  consequence  of  the  Lord  Adyoeate 
having  proposed  another  Amendment,  I 
am  now  precluded  from  moving  ;  bat  should 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire be  negatived — as  I  trust  it 
will  be — the  question  for  the  Hoose  to 
decide  will  be  what  words  should  be  substi- 
tuted, and  I  shall  then  propose  m  j  Resolo- 
tion.  Hon.  Gentlemen  who,  wi^  me,  are 
on  this  side  of  the  House  stand  in  a  dif- 
ferent position  from  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite.  They  cannot  be  expected 
to  place  any  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government;  but, as  forming  Her  Majesty's 
Opposition,  they  may  be  expected  to  be 
willing  to  express  want  of  confidence  'm 
them.  But  Gentlemen  on  this  aide  of  the 
House  cannot  be  included  in  the  same 
category,  and  I,  for  one,  during  the  whole 
of  this  Parliament  now  about  to  expire, 
have  placed  my  confidence  in  the  present 
Government,  and  haye  been  in  the  habit  of 
supporting  them  by  my  yotes  and  yoioe. 
I  must,  howeyer,  make  one  exception  in 
regard  to  my  confidence  in  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  must  distinctly  declare 
that  I  have  no  confidence  in  tiie  Lord 
Chancellor's  administration  of  his  high 
office.  Such,  I  think,  must  be  the  feeling 
of  eyerybody  reading  the  eyidence  taken 
by  the  Committee,  respecting  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court,  with  an  impartial  desire 
to  arrive  at  a  sound  conclusion.  I  put 
aside  all  question  of  corruption,  and  I  thmk 
the  Resolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire  objectionable  becmase— 
though  not  perhaps  explicitly — it  does  more 
or  less  mix  up  the  Lord  Chancellor  with 
the  corruption  which,  undoubtedly,  exists 
among  other  people.  Now,  the  Committee 
which  was  as  impartially  nominated  as  any 
Committee  could  be,  came  to  the  ooiieln- 
sion  that  no  imputation  of  personal  cor- 
ruption could  be  made  against  the  Lord 
Chancellor  with  respect  to  the  appointment 
of  Mr.  Welch.  I  concur  in  that  oonelnaioa, 
and  I  trust  the  House  will  also  conear  ia 
it.  I  must  admit  that  the  facta  as  origi- 
nally laid  before  the  House  looked  i^y 
enough,  and  were  calculated  to  cast  a  sas- 
picion  on  the  great  head  of  the  law  ;  bat 
the  examination  of  the  case  by  the  Com- 
mittee fairly  dispelled  (hose  impatatioiia ; 
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and  I  nndentand  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  himself  stated,  what- 
erer  inference  might  be  drawn  from  his 
Motion,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  impate  any 

fersonal  corruption  to  the  Lord  Chanoeilor. 
Mr.  Hunt:  Hear,  hear!]  There  were 
two  questions  which  the  Committee  had  to 
eonsider-^one,  the  imputation  of  corrup- 
tion ;  and  the  other,  whether  in  the  admi- 
nistration of  his  high  ofBce  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor paid  that  proper  regard  to  the  public 
interest  which  we  expect  to  be  shown  by 
a  high  officer  of  State ;  and  I  must  say 
that  the  Besolution  mixes  up  the  two 
questions,  and  does  not  call  on  the  House 
to  find  a  distinct  Terdiot  with  regard  to  each 
of  them.  In  my  judgment  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor must  be  honourably  acquitted  of 
any  personal  corruption ;  but  there  were 
corrupt  practices  under  him,  connected 
with  his  office  of  a  gross  and  yile  character, 
which  the  House  should  condemn;  and 
this  is  another  reason  why  I  object  to 
the  Resolution,  because  it  contains  no 
distmct  declaration  that  those  corrupt 
practices  ^were  going  on.  No  one  could 
read  the  evidence  and  compare  the  dates 
of  the  occurrences  without  arriying  at  the 
conclusion  that  there  was  a  corrupt  agree- 
ment between  parties  below  the  Lord 
Chancellor  with  respect  to  the  office  of 
registrar  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court  at 
Leeds.  There  is  a  misprint  in  the 
Report,  the  correction  of  which  makes 
the  case  stronger.  It  is  stated  in  the 
Report  that  on  the  16th  of  April,  1864, 
lir.  Welch  wrote  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
pressing  his  former  requests ;  whereas  it 
appears  from  the  eyidence  that  the  real 
date  of  the  letter  was  the  30th  of  April, 
and  the  date  of  the  check  for  £500,  preyed 
to  Lave  been  post-dated  a  few  days,  was 
the  6th  of  May.  Mr.  Welch  became  aware 
at  the  time  that  Mr.  Bethell  was  likely 
to  leaye  his  office.  Mr.  Bethell  fixed  that 
date  himself  as  a  fortnight  before  his  own 
resignation,  which  would  be  just  concur- 
rently with  the  giying  of  this  check — so 
that  the  evidence  of  a  corrupt  agreement 
is  as  strong  as  possible.  But  is  not,  I 
would  ask,  the  fact  of  such  corruption 
notorious?  Notoriety,  howeyer,  it  will 
be  said,  is  no  evidence ;  but,  then,  if  we 
are  at  all  to  listen  to  rumonrs  current 
throughout  society  in  London,  we  can 
have  no  doubt  that  this  is  not  a  solitary 
case.  And  what,  let  me  ask,  is  the  re- 
sult of  such  a  state  of  things  so  far  as 
the  public  is  concerned!  What  honest 
or  honourable  man  can»  under  such  oir- 


eumstanceSy  hare  reason  to  believe  that 
he  may  trust  to  his  own  character  and 
services  to  obtain  office,  and  who  will 
risk  office,  who  relies  upon  his  merits 
alone  to  ground  his  claim  ?  I  could  not 
help  being  reminded,  when  I  read  of  those 
things,  of  lines  applied  by  one  of  our  Eng- 
lish satirists  to  tmies  of  notorious  corrup- 
tion-— 

« <  When  men  like  these/  the  patriot  ones, 
'To  hoDoors  and  emplojments  rise, 
I  ask  no  fiivonr,  seek  no  place, 
From  iiieh,emplo7m«nt  is  disgraoe.' " 

I  am  not,  I  may  add,  at  this  point  about 
to  enter  into  any  special  pleading  about 
the  minutisB  of  evidence.  I  leaye  that  to 
those  Gentlemen  who  haye  got  a  brief  for 
the  defence,  and  who  may  be  prepared  to 
throw  doubt  and  suspicion  on  many  features 
of  the  case.  To  my  mind  the  main  allega- 
tion that  there  was  gross  corruption  con- 
nected with  these  offices  is  not  to  be  shaken, 
although  the  Lord  Chancellor  may  not 
haye  been  directly  cognisant  of  the  fact. 
Now,  when,  forsooth,  we  suppose  that  we 
are  purer  than  our  ancestors  a  new  mode 
of  obtaining  pensions  from  the  public  has 
been  discovered.  Bribe  a  Lord  Chancellor's 
son  or  brother  with  money  or  promises  of 
money;  thus  obtain  the  office  you  desire, 
then  rob  the  public,  or  wink  at  its  being 
robbed  by  others  ;  then  get  found  out  as 
party  to  this  malyersation  and  you  may 
apply  to  a  facile  Lord  Chancellor  for  a  retir- 
ing allowance,  and  in  that  way  you  may 
obtain  from  the  public  a  pension.  In  my 
opinion,  whatever  we  may  think  in  doors, 
these  things  going  on  round  the  Woolsack 
have  a  great  effect  on  the  public  mind. 
Men  are  shocked  to  find  that  transac- 
tions which  took  place  in  times  con- 
nected with  our  past  and  least  satisfac- 
tory annals  can  possibly  exist  in  our  own 
day.  Take  the  officers  of  the  Leeds  Court 
of  Bankruptcy — Messrs,  Wilde  and  Payne, 
We  now  know  that  they  did  not  perform 
their  duty,  and  that  the  money  which 
ought  to  have  gone  into  the  public  purse 
was  appropriate  by  the  officers  of  that 
court.  Accounts  were  certified  as  having 
been  examined  when  no  examination  took 
place,  and  as  haying  been  audited  when 
there  was  really  no  audit  at  all;  the  pro- 
ceedings of  those  officers  being  wound  up  bj 
their  Wrowio^  money  of  others  subordinate 
to  them  whom  it  was  their  busmess  to  super- 
intend. Now,  whatever  colour  anybody 
may  try  to  put  upon  the  matter,  these  were 
gross  malpracticet  descrying  of  the  eensuie 
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of  this  House.  Payno's  case,  to  which  tho 
Lord  Adyocate  referred,  was  fallj  as  bad 
as  that  of  Mr.  Wilde's,  He  was  guilty  of 
exactly  the  same  offence,  and  was  treated 
in  exactly  the  same  way.  After  haring 
been  called  apon  to  show  cause  why  he 
should  not  be  dismissed  from  his  office,  be- 
cause he  conld  not  adequately  account  for 
his  malpractices,  he  receires  a  mild  sug- 
gestion that  he  should  retire.  He  is  sum- 
moned before  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  say 
why  he  should  not  be  dismissed,  isnd  in 
the  next  moment  he  re««iVjM  a  sugges- 
tion that  it  is  expedient  he  should  retire 
—that  retirement  meaning  that  he  should 
receifo  a  pension  from  the  public.  Upon 
this  point  Mr.  Miller  was  rery  distinct.  He 
states,  that  in  case  of  those  officers  who 
had  given  no  satisfactory  account  what- 
ever as  to  why  they  had  permitted  the 
malpractices  to  which  I  have  referred  in 
respect  to  accounts  which  they  were  bound 
to  superintend  the  suggestion  of  a  retire- 
ment on  pensions  came  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  himself.  The  Lord  Chancellor, 
however,  does  not  appear  to  have  recollected 
this  circumstance.  I  do  not  wish  to  rest  this 
statement  merely  upon  my  own  assertion. 
In  onswer  to  a  question  put  by  Mr.  Bovitl 
the  Lord  Chancellor  said  that  this  most  have 
been  a  mistake  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Miller, 
and  that  he  could  hardly  have  understood 
what  he  said.  "  I  most  unquestionably," 
he  adds,  ''gave  Mr.  Miller  no  sort  of  au- 
thority to  say  anything  to  Mr.  Wilde  on 
the  subject  of  his  retirement."  Then  Mr. 
Miller  also  states  that  he  had  drawn, the 
attention  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the 
unsatisfactory  nature  of  the  certificate  with 
regard  to  Mr.  Wilde's  health  ;  but  upon 
that  point  also  the  Lord  Chancellor  says 
he  has  no  recollection.  Now,  I  would  here 
observe  that  I,  for  one,  have  no  confidence 
whatsoever  in  the  memory  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor.  Upon  this  point  I  do  not  come 
to  a  decision  solely  from  the  immediate 
inquiry  under  our  notice,  but  also  from 
what  occurred  in  the  Edmunds'  case  be- 
fore the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
It  was  important  for  that  Committee  to  as- 
certain whether  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Leman,  to  the  effect  that  he  had  an  inter- 
view with  the  Lord  Chancellor  on  or  about 
the  8th  of  November,  in  which  he  said  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  distinctly  told  him 
that  if  Mr.  Edmunds  wished  to  retire  on  a 
pension  he  would  have  no  objection,  was 
or  was  not  correct.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
hesitated  when  questioned  upon  the  point, 
and  said — 

Ur.  JE.  F.  B<mm0 


ever  sent  Ibr  Mr.  Lensa 


«<  I  de  not  believe  I 
except  on  the  4th  of  October." 

When  asked  whether  tho  interriew  bad 
not  taken  place  on  the  8th  of  KoyemW, 
his  answer  was — 

"Mr.  Leman's  memory  some  years  ago  was 
much  better  than  lately.  I  have  no  recoOeetioQ 
of  sending  for  Mr.  Leman  at  that  time,  ner  do  I 
think  I  did  so." 

Now,  the  Lord  Chancellor's  memory,  widi 
respect.to  this  interview,  appears  to  me  to 
have  been  extremely  treacheroaa,  for  Mr. 
Leman,  in  answer  to  a  subsequent  qneetioa 
which  was  put  to  him,  said — 

"  Having  seen  the  statement  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor this  morning,  I  looked  over  my  papen  and 
found  one  dated  the  Cth  of  November,  fiziog  a 
meeting  with  him  for  the  next  momJDg." 

I  contend,  therefore,  that  we  ought  to  pre- 
fer the  positive  statement  of  Mr.  Miller, 
confused  and  unsatisfactory  as  it  appears 
to  be,  to  one  which  rests  solely  oo  tiie 
recollection  of  the  Lord  Chancellor.  And 
I  maintain  that  in  this  instance  the  noUe 
and  learned  Lord  has  been  guilty  of  a 
dereliction  of  duty  in  giving  to  the  offieen 
in  question  a  retiring  pension  without  any 
inquiry  into  the  malfeasances  which  were 
brought  to  light.  If,  however,  this  was 
the  only  case  against  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  the  grant  of  these  retiring  pensions 
might  be  attributed  to  haste  ;  but  how  is 
it  possible  to  get  over  the  case  of  Mr. 
Edmunds  ?  Is  it  not  startling  to  think 
that  the  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  England, 
knowing  this  man  to  be  a  public  defaults 
of  the  very  worst  description,  and  that  he 
had  been  robbing  the  public  year  after 
year,  should  allow  him  to  come  before  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  present  a  petition  to 
that  august  body  for  a  pension,  and  say 
nothing  of  the  defalcations  and  delinquen- 
cies within  his  special  knowledge  of  this 
man.  I  am  not  led  away  by  party  spirit 
in  this  matter,  and  I  ask,  is  it  poasible  to 
say  that  the  country  can  have  con6denoe 
for  the  future  in  the  mode  in  whieh  the 
Lord  Chancellor  deals  with  these  matters? 
Can  we  feel  as  certain  as  we  sboold  do 
with  regard  to  many  members  of  that 
honourable  and  learned  profession  that  the 
same  circumstances  would  not  hap|MB 
again  with  that  noble  and  learned  Liard 
still  holding  that  great  post — supposiag 
this  House  to  be  willing  to  condone  these 
acts  ?  I  say  that  I  am  not  satisfied,  a^ 
I  could  not  feel  satisfied  that  at  aoj  time 
something  fresh  would  not  be  discovered 
which  would  shock  us  quite  as  mneh  as 
these  things  have  done.     Well,    what  is 
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the  meaning  of  the  Amendment  of  mj 
nght  hon.  Prfend  the  Lord  Advocate  ? 
Whj,  that  there  has  been  a  little  haste 
on  the  Lord  Chancellor's  part.  A  little 
haste !  I  say  there  was  something  worse 
than  haste  m  the  manner  in  which  he 
neglected  his  bounden  dntj  to  the  public. 
And  then,  forsooth,  the  Lord  Advocate 
suggests  that  a  change  is  required  in  the 
law.  I  say  that  the  law  itself  is  a  per- 
fectly right  and  good  law,  if  it  were  only 
properly  administered.  You  must  trust 
some  one  to  execute  these  high  functions, 
and  who  is  to  be  trusted  unless  it  is  the 
person  who  occupies  the  high  and  impor- 
tant post  of  Lord  Chancellor  t  What 
possible  check  can  you  have—  ^{f  custo- 
diet  ipeoB  ctutodes  —  if  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor cannot  be  trusted  properly  to  dis- 
charge this  pubHc  duty  ?  Sir,  1  will  not 
detain  the  House  at  this  late  hour  in  the 
evening,  but  I  say  that  this  is  a  question 
of  conndeoce  in  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
after  what  has  passed  I  beg  leave  to  affirm, 
for  myself,  that  I  have  no  confidence  in 
him.  I  doubt  whether  he  is  a  proper  per- 
son to  fill  these  high  offices.  His  ability 
none  of  iis  dispute.  Many  of  us  have  been 
witnesses  of  it  here,  and  we  shall  all  agree 
that  it  is  of  the  first  order.  But  what  is 
the  value  of  that  ability  unless  it  is  guided 
by  sound  discretion — and  is  possessed  by  a 
man  in  whom  we  can  place  confidence — a 
man  who  will  duly  discharge  those  grave 
duties  which  have  nothing  to  do  with  his 
political  functions,  but  which  are  commit- 
ted to  him  for  the  benefit  of  the  country? 
Mr.  hunt  :  Sir,  the  Lord  Advocate 
having  moved  an  Amendment,  I  believe  I 
am  entitled  to  make  an  observation.  I 
do  not  rise  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House  bv  going  again  into  matters  with 
which  I  fear  1  have  already  wearied  the 
House  too  much  ;  but  my  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  (Mr.  Bouverie)  having  intimated 
his  intention  of  moving  an  Amendment, 
of  the  terms  of  which  he  gave  notice  early 
in  the  evening,  in  case  my  Resolution 
should  be  negatived,  all  I  have  to  say  is 
that  his  Amendment  entirely  expresses  my 
own  views,  and  the  views  which  I  believe 
I  have  expressed  in  the  remarks  that  1 
made  at  the  opening  of  the  debate.  And 
as  I  understand  that  my  right  hon.  Friend 
opposite  and  certain  other  Members  think 
the  words  which  I  have  placed  on  the 
paper  do  not  with  sufficient  explicitness 
exonerate  the  Lord  Chancellor  from  the 
imputation  of  personal  corruption,  I  am 
Bure  the  House  will  feel  that  I  did  so  in 


my  speech.  If  there  is  any  ambiguity  in 
my  Resolution,  I  am  certainly  desirous  that 
there  should  be  none ;  and  I  am,  therefore^ 
perfectly  willing  to  atiow  my  Motion  to  be 
negatived  in  order  to  let  in  the  Motion  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kil* 
mamock,  which  I  shall  have  much  pleasure 
in  supporting. 

Mr.  HOWBS,  as  the  Ctiairman  of  the 
Pommittee,  rose  to  express  his  strong  ap- 
proval of  the  course  Just  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northamptonshire,  m  accept- 
ing the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Kilmarnock.  The 
announcement  which  that  hon.  Member 
makes  relieves  that  part  of  the  House  (the 
Opposition)  from  the  possibility  of  what 
might  be  a  serious  imputation — namely,  the 
possibility  of  its  being  supposed  that  that 
Motion  rested  upon  a  party  basis.  It 
relieved  himself  personally,  and  also  he 
believed  several  other  Members  of  the 
Committee,  from  some  difficulty ;  for  some 
of  them  could  not  have  agreed  to  the 
Motion  as  it  originally  stood.  The  Com- 
mittee were  absoluteW  unanimous  in  all 
their  resolutions  and  decisions — there  was 
no  one  point  on  whidi  they  differed,  set- 
ting aside  those  minute  shades  of  difference 
which  must  arise  when  almost  any  question 
has  to  be  considered  by  different  minds. 
He  would  only  make  one  reference  to  what 
took  place  last  week.  He  had  left  London, 
as  other  Members  of  the  Committee  had 
done,  feeling  certain  that  no  notice  what- 
ever could  be  taken  of  that  matter  until 
the  evidence  was  printed ;  and  he  regretted 
deeply  that  any  notice  of  it  whatever  had 
then  been  taken. 

VisoouHT  CRANBOURNB  begged  to 
call  his  hon.  Friend  to  order.  He  was 
referring  to  a  past  debate,  and  that  was 
the  more  unjust  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mallow  (Mr.  Longfield)  was  not  in  his 
place. 

Mr.  SPBAKBR  said,  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  made  a  reference  to  a  former  de- 
bate in  the  sense  of  animadverting  or  com- 
menting upon  it,  but  had  only  mentioned  it 
as  a  fact  that  had  taken  place. 

Mr.  HOWBS  could  assure  the  House 
that  he  was  not  going  to  make  any  fur- 
ther reference  to  that  former  debate  except 
to  express  regret  that  it  had  occurred. 
There  was  only  one  expression  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mallow  (Mr.  Longfield) 
on  that  occasion  to  which  he  wished  to 
allude. 

Mb.  speaker  intimated  to  the  hon. 
Member  that  that  would  be  irregular. 
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Mb.  HOWES  would  then  only  saj  that 
he  eordiallj  agreed  with  the  terms  of  the 
Motion  as  proposed  hj  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Kilmarnock^  who  expressed 
fully  the  sentiment  of  the  Committee.  But 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  Amendment 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate, 
because  it  simply  echoed  so  much  of  the 
Report  as  acquitted  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
and  took  no  notice  whaterer  of  that  part 
which  condemned  him.  The  part  of  the 
Report  which  condemned  him  was  that 
which  stated  that  the  grave  duty  was  im- 
posed upon  him  of  seeing  that  certain  facts 
were  ascertained,  that  the  person  on  whom 
that  duty  was  laid  was  no  less  a  person 
than  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  England,  that 
the  object  for  which  that  duty  was  im- 
posed was  the  public  good,  but  that  that 
auty  was  not  done.  It  seemed  to  him  that, 
having  said  so  much,  whether  they  used 
the  word  "  haste,"  or  *•  want  of  caution," 
or  ''  negligence,"  they  had  said  all  that 
was  needful,  and  that  the  same  High  Officer 
having  been  guilty  of  neglect  of  a  similar 
kind  iu  the  case  of  Mr.  Edmunds,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  that  some  notice  should 
be  taken  by  the  House  of  that  dereliction 
of  duty. 

Mr.  HUSSErTIVIAN  said,  that  as 
a  Member  of  the  Committee  he  unfor- 
tunately could  not  take  the  same  view  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  had  just  ex- 
pressed. The  Committee  were  entirely 
unanimous;  the  words  proposed  by  the 
Lord  Advocate  that  evening  were  copied 
from  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and  he 
felt  bound  to  support  there  the  very  words 
which  he  had  supported  upstairs.  A  good 
deal  more  was  implied  in  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock. 
He  thought  it  would  be  quite  impossible 
for  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  continue  to 
occupy  his  high  office  if  that  rig'ht  hon. 
Member's  Motion  were  carried.  Now,  that 
either  was  or  was  not  based  on  the  inves- 
tigation which  the  Committee  had  made. 
As  a  Member  of  that  Committee  he  could 
not  for  one  moment  say  that  the  evidence 
was  in  any  way  sufficient  to  cause  him  to 
give  a  vote  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  forcing  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  resign 
his  office.  He  said  distinctly  that  neither 
in  the  case  which  was  investigated  in  ano- 
ther place  nor  in  the  case  which  was  in- 
yestigated  by  their  own  Committee,  could 
he  conceive  that  the  evidence,  was  such 
as  to  warrant  the  House  in  adopting  such 
words  as  would  cause  the  Lord  Chancellor 
to  resign  his  office.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
Mr.  Speaker 


wish,  nor  did  he  feel  annous  to  adroeate 
the  cause  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  any 
shape  or  form.  Purely  judicial  functions 
had  devolved  upon  him  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee.  Those  functions  he  had  dis- 
charged to  the  best  of  his  ability,  and  with, 
he  believed,  strict  impartiality ;  and  the 
conclusion  to  which  he  now  came  was,  he 
thought,  equally  impartial.  In  the  evi- 
dence submitted  to  the  House  he  saw  no 
ground  for  forcing  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
quit  his  office,  and  it  was  his  determination 
to  support  the  words  of  the  Committee. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL:  Sir, 
the  position  in  which  we  find  oorselves 
placed  by  the  determination  jost  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire, appears  to  me,  I  confess,  some- 
what extraordinary,  and  is  perhaps  one 
that  is  not  rery  convenient.  [''  Hear  I  "] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I  admit,  can 
put  their  own  construction  on  mj  words, 
but  my  meaning  was  simply  this — ^that 
when  notice  is  given  of  a  Motion,  and  we 
have  an  opportunity  of  considering  its 
terms,  it  is  certainly  not  in  a  high  d^ree 
convenient  that  we  should  haye  suddenly 
substituted  for  it  another  which  is  not  upon 
the  notice  paper,  and  the  terms  of  which 
we  have  had  no  such  opportunity  of  consi- 
dering. But,  fortunately,  we  are  in  a 
great  measure  relieved  from  that  difficulty 
by  the  ten  our  of  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Bouverie), 
who,  whatever  may  be  the  terms  of  his 
Motion,  distinctly  says  that  he  tenders  it 
to  the  House  as  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
in  the  Lord  Chancellor,  with  the  express 
purpose  and  intention  of  driving  that  noble 
and  learned  Lord  from  office.  I  do  not 
wonder  that  under  these  circomstanees 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  should  so  willingly 
accept  it,  or  that  it  should  appear  to  them 
to  be  so  convenient  a  Motion.  Bat,  of 
course,  I  need  not  say  that  if  that  be  the 
case,  the  House  and  the  country  will  not 
be  misled  by  this  change  in  the  form  of 
the  Motion,  and  they  will  not  be  led  to 
think — whatever  any  hon.  Gentlemen  may 
say  who  in  this  House  are  no  longer  sabject 
to  those  judicial  obligations  and  sanetions 
to  which  they  are  subject  in  Committee — 
the  House  and  the  country  will  not,  I  say, 
be  led  to  think  that  this  is  the  mode  ia 
which  we  shall  be  likely  best  to  aupport 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  which  we 
have  appointed.  The  House  has  a  du^ 
on  this  occasion — a  very  grare  one — te 
discharge  to  its  Committee,  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  to  the  public     Well,  Sir, 
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I  cannot  accept,  even  from  so  Tory  honour- 
able a  source  as  that  of  the  Gliairman  of 
the  Committee — I  cannot  accept  even  from 
him,  sitting  in  this  House,  and  being, 
doubtless,  not  willing  to  separate  himself 
from  those  among  whom  he  sits— I  can- 
not accept  the  interpretation  he  has  put 
on  the  plain  language  of  the  Commit- 
tee, however  convenient  it  may  be  fur 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  What  is  the 
Amendment  submitted  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  ?  It  is 
expressly  an  affirmance  of  the  decision  of 
the  Committee,  in  the  very  terms  in  which 
the  Committee-have  expressed  it.  I  beg 
leave  once  more  to  read  it — 

"  That  this  Iloose  having  ooDsidered  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Oommittee  on  the  Leeds  Bank- 
ruptoy  Court,  and  the  evidence  taken  bj  it,  agrees 
with  the  Committee  in  the  opinion  that  the  facts 
which  are  established  acquit  the  Lord  Chancellor 
from  all  charge  in  the  matters  to  which  it  refers, 
ezoept  that  of  haste  and  want  of  oantion  in 
granting  a  pension  to  Mr.  Wilde ;  bat  this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  some  further  check  should  be 
placed  by  law  upon  the  grant  of  pensions  to  the 
holders  of  legal  ofiSces." 

What  are  the  words  of  the  Committee? 
Towards  the  conclusion  of  their  Eeport, 
Bumming  up,  they  say — and  it  is  consistent 
with  everything  said  before — 

'*  Thej  must  be  allowed  to  observe,  in  conclu- 
sion, that  while  the  £icts  which  they  believe  to  be 
established  bj  the  evidence,  acquit  the  Lord 
Chancellor  from  all  charge,  except  that  of  haste 
and  want  of  caution  in  granting  a  pension  to  Mr. 
WUde." 

Ib  there  a  Member  of  the  Committee  in 
this  House  who  will  rote  against  that? 
And  is  there  anything  in  the  Report  affect- 
ing the  Lord  Chancellor  different  from 
that  ?  The  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
tonshire says  the  pension  was  granted 
hastily  and  without  due  examination.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  show  the  wonderful 
acuteness  with  which  they  can  distinguish 
in  these  matters.  They  see  one  meaning 
in  the  words  "hastily  and  without  due 
examination,"  and  another  in  "  haste  and 
want  of  cantion ;  "  but  I  apprehend  the 
country  will  not  be  able  to  discover  any 
difference  between  the  two  forms  of  expres- 
sion. The  Committee  pronounce  their 
yerdict  in  terms  which  we  adopt  in  the 
Amendment  of  the  Lord  Advocate,  and  I 
take  these  words  and  ask  the  House  to 
express  their  assent  to  that  conclusion. 
And  I  take  the  liberty  of  adding  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  Lord  Advocate  is 
far  more  for  the  public  interest  than  that 
which  it  proposed  to  substitute  for  it ; 
because  the  public  interest  is  not  so 
YOL.  OLXXX.  [iBiBD  fiBBns.] 


much  to  express  an  opinion  on  the  con- 
duct of  this  or  that  person,  unless  indeed 
he  is  seriously  considered  to  be  a  delin* 
quent  against  whom  public  justice  de- 
mands severe  measnres  to  be  taken,  aa 
that  advantage  should  be  token  of  dis- 
closures made  on  this  as  on  other  occasions 
in  order  to  correct  defects  that  exist  in  the 
law,  and  that  errors  of  this  description 
should  not  be  committed  if  they  can  by 
any  means  be  avoided.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock  says 
there  is  no  fault  in  the  law — that  the  law 
is  perfectly  right,  and  that  the  Lord  Chan- 
c^lor  is  the  person  by  whom  these  pensions 
ought  to  be  granted.  The  Amendment  of 
the  Lord  Advocate  takes  issue  on  that 
point,  and  I  ask,  is  it  right  that  pensiona 
of  this  description  should  be  granted  by 
persons  not  ordinarily  conversant  with  the 
management  of  the  public  purse,  who 
ordinarily  have  in  view  only  professional 
and  legal  considerations?  or,  is  it  right 
that  this  class  of  pensions  like  all  others — 
those  of  the  civil  and  diplomatic  service, 
for  example  —  should  be  referred  to  the 
Treasury  and  be  under  the  entire  superin- 
tendence and  authority  of  the  Treasury  f 
I  own  I  should  have  thought,  but  for  what 
has  fallen  from  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Kilmarnock,  that  there  could 
not  have  been  two  opinions  on  that  point, and 
that  all  must  agree  that  the  present  ano- 
maly of  such  pensions  being  granted  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  other  judicial  officers 
ought  to  cease.  It  will  be  a  very  great 
benefit  to  the  public  and  a  relief  to  those 
intrusted  with  judicial  duties  that  such  re- 
sponsibility should  be  taken  from  them  and 
^iven  to  the  guardians  of  the  public  purse. 
The  Amendment  of  the  Lord  Advocate 
adopts  the  conclusion  and  verdict  of  the 
Committee,  and  recommends  an  altera- 
tion and  improvement  of  the  law,  for  the 
future,  providing  safeguards  against  the 
recurrence  of  any  haste  or  want  of  caution 
leading  to  similar  results.  But,  having 
said  so  much  with  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  public  and  the  affirmance  of  the  con- 
clusions of  the  Committee,  I  beg  leave  to 
make  some  observations  on  the  duty  which 
I  venture  to  think  the  House  owes  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  this  matter.  Is  it  or 
is  it  not  the  duty  of  the  House  to  consider 
whether,  if  the  findings  of  this  Report  are 
correct,  the  Lord  Chancellor  ought  to  be 
subject  to  such  censure  as  that  proposed 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  ?  What  were  the 
different  points  referred  to  the  Committee  t 
First,   the  eircumstances  eonneeted  with 
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the  resignation  of  Mr.  Wilde.  It  has  heen 
admitted  by  everj  one  who  has  spoken 
that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Wilde  in  his  office 
was  such  that  it  was  for  the  public  benefit 
he  should  not  continue  to  hold  it.  Those 
who  heard  the  candid  and  able  statement 
of  the  Lord  Adrocate  are  probably  also  of 
opinion  that  it  would  have  been  a  greater 
degree  of  severity  than  bad  been  meted 
out  in  any  similar  case,  if  Mr.  Wilde  had 
been  absolutely  dismissed  and  not  per- 
mitted to  retire  with  a  pension.  The  facts 
are  very  simple.  Mr.  Wilde  made  the 
usual  statement,  yerified  by  affidavit,  that 
there  was  sufficient  cause  from  the  faihire  •f 
his  sight  for  not  continuing  in  his  office,  the 
duties  of  which  for  thirteen  years  he  had 
discharged  in  a  manner  which  no  one  would 
dispassionately  say  required  dismissal,  al- 
though most  persons  would  beof  opinion  that 
he  had  discharged  them  in  an  inefficient 
manner.  He  verifies  his  petition  by  affidavit. 
No  one  can  call  in  question  the  sufficiency 
of  the  cause  as  stated  in  these  documents, 
and  but  for  circumstances  that  directed  so 
much  attention  to  this  case  it  would  not 
have  occurred  to  any  one  reading  the  cer- 
tificate that  it  was  in  any  way  different 
from  the  certificate  and  petition  of  any  other 
applicant  for  a  retiring  pension.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  himself  is  the  principal  cause  of 
the  censure  which  is  brought  against  him 
on  this  point,  because  he  admits  he  did  not 
give  the  certificate  that  particular  exami« 
nation  which  he  ought  to  have  done.  For 
the  rest  of  the  case  nobody  would  visit  him 
with  severe  censure,  because  the  statement 
of  the  petition  and  affidavit  would  naturally 
he  believed  by  every  one  reading  them. 
No  one  was  entitled  to  suppose  that  the 
certificate  was  not  honestly  given.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  says  he  did  not  parti- 
cularly advert  to  the  certificate.  The 
business  of  his  office  is  of  a  very  onerous 
and  overwhelming  kind.  I  cannot  for  a 
moment  believe  that  the  House  would  think 
there  was  a  sufficient  ground  for  the  vote 
of  want  of  confidence  in  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor so  as  to  drive  him  from  office  because 
he  gave  credit,  in  this  respect,  to  his 
subordinate  officer.  If  this  part  of  the 
case  stood  alone,  would  the  House  think  it 
worthy  of  this  censure  ?  I  cannot  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  this  would  be  looked 
upon  as  sufficient  ground,  if  it  were  not 
for  those  other  matters,  as  to  all  of  which 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  received  most 
complete  vindication  in  the  Report.  Is  it 
just,  in  a  case  where  matters  so  trivial  are 
mixed  up  with  matters  so  grave,  to  avail 
The  Attorney  General       m. 


yourselves  of  these  grave  mattere,  though, 
in  themselves  not  substantiated,  so  far  as  Uie 
Lord  Chancellor  is  concerned,  in  order  to 
give  the  more  trivial  matters  a  weight  which 
not  one  of  you  in  your  conscience  can  be- 
lieve attaches  to  it  ?  Is  that  reasonable — 
is  it  just — is  it  candid — is  it  worthy  of  the 
House  of  CiHnmons?  I  would  reqnest 
every  hon.  Gentleman  to  ask  himself  this 
question — Would  you  have  been  prepared 
to  concur  in  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence 
if  there  had  been  nothing  but  this,  that 
the  Lord  Chancel loi:,  in  granting  a  pension 
to  an  officer  whose  contiuance  in  office 
was  undesirable,  hut  whose  offences  were 
not  sufficient  to  warrant  his  dismissal, 
had  not  given  sufficient  attention  to  the 
form  of  an  affidavit?  That  I  do  not 
think  anybody  would  have  done.  But 
for  other  matters  as  to  which  by  your 
lips  you  profess  to  acquit  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, you  allow  yourselves  to  be  drawn 
into  Resolutions  on  this  paltry  ground, 
which  you  would  not  have  thought  of  under 
other  circumstances.  I  believe  in  your  eon- 
sciences  you  cannot  deny  that,  and  I  must 
say  that  I  heard  with  the  most  profonod 
astonishment  something  that  fell  from  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Bouverie).  Any- 
thing more  foreign  to  what  I  should  have 
thought  likely  to  receive  acceptance  in 
this  House  I  never  heard,  and  yet  it 
was  I'eceived  with  not  a  few  cheers 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  He 
said  **  no  doubt,  notoriety  is  not  evi- 
dence." But  he  went  on  to  say,  "  If 
we  are  to  listen  to  rumours  current  in 
society  there  can  be  no  doubt  this  is 
not  a  solitary  case."  Is  that  the  ground 
on  which  hon.  Members  are  going  to  vote 
to  night  ?  Then,  what  a  farce  it  was  to 
appoint  a  Committee  upstairs  to  examine 
into  evidence  upon  which  the  Committee 
acquits  the  Lora  Chancellor  of  everything. 
[••  Oh  !  "]  Why,  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
made  the  Motion  (Mr.  Hunt)  distinctly 
disclaimed  any  imputation  of  cormption 
Against  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  behind  me  (Mr.  Bouverie) 
did  the  same.  But  we  are  told  of  whis- 
pers and  rumours  out  of  doors,  of  matters 
of  notoriety  which  aro  no  evidence  at  all, 
and  we  are  therefore  to  take  it  for  granted 
that  this  is  not  a  solitary  case.  No  doubt 
there  are,  and  have  been,  rumours  out 
of  doors  which  have  imputed  corruption ; 
but  when  these  rumours  have  come  to 
be  judicially  examined  by  a  Committee 
they  have  been  utterly  dissipated.  And 
yet  you  fall  back  now  upon  other  rumours 
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— matters  of  Dotoriety  I  Is  that  tho  way 
juatioe  is  to  be  meted  out  to  persons  filling 
such  high  offices  as  that  of  Lord  Chancel- 
lor ?  I  apprehend  that  is  not  the  view 
which  the  House  at  large  will  take.  But 
I  wish  to  make  an  observation  upon  the 
Amendment  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  be- 
hind me  (Mr.  Bouverie),  which  I  was  as- 
tonished to  hear  was  to  be  supported  by 
Members  of  the  Committee.  He  thinks  it 
expedient  that  the  House  should  declare  by 
Its  vote  that  there  have  been  corrupt  prac- 
tices connected  with  officers  under  the  Lord 
Chancellor  which  the  House  should  oon- 
demn.  Now,  what  did  the  Committee  re- 
commend upon  this  subject  ?    They  said— 

**  The  statement  of  Mr.  Harding  is  irreconcil- 
able with  that  of  Mr.  Bethell  and  Mr.  Welch.  Mr. 
Harding's  statement,  if  true,  discloses  a  corrupt 


the  habit  of  selling  for  money  or  other 
corrupt  oonsidwations  the  patronage  which 
it  was  his  duty  to  administer.  But  what 
does  the  evidence  in  this  case  come  to  t 
That  a  spendthrift  son  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, who,  a  year  before  these  thinga 
happened,  had  mentioned  casually  to  %h% 
Lord  Chancellor  the  name  of  an  acquaint- 
ance as  a  person  he  recommended  for  a  par* 
ticular  office,  that  son  being  in  difficultieSy 
raising  money  wherever  he  could  get  it» 
accepted  an  advance  of  money  upon  the 
nnderstandbg  that  he  would  use  his  influ- 
ence to  procure  for  the  same  person  the 
same  office — he  being  at  that  time  in  such 
circumstances  as  makes  it  obvious  that 
he  never  afterwards  did  use,  and  never 
could  use,  any  influence  for  that  purpose. 
It  is  clear  that   these  are  circumstances 


bargain  between  the  three  parties  ;  if  false,  itisi-i  .  «i.jx  *.^ 
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these  oonolosions  would  be  established  hy  a  judi- 
cial investigation  of  the  foots  of  the  case ;  but,  as 
each  of  them  involves  the  liability  to  a  charge  of 
a  highly  penal  character,  your  Committee,  not 
having  the  opportunity  of  examining  witnesses 
upon  oath,  or  of  bringing  the  persons  inculpated 


ral  suspicion  upon  the  purity  of  the  public 
service — it  is  a  case  against  which  no  con- 
ceivable safeguard  can  be  raised,  but 
which  may,  most  properly,  be  left  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  ordinary  methods  of  law. 


to  a  formal  trial,  purposely  abstain  from  express-  |  Who  are  the  persons  besides  the  Lord 
ing  any  opinion  as  to  which  of  the  two  views  Chancellor  against  whom  the  ^arge  of 
above  mentioned  ought  to  be  adopted.   They  con-  i  corruption  is  made  f     Much  has  been  said 

^^^LL'zt:n^'zzT.^im^z^-^\^-^^l^-r,  bat; dp  not  f^d  t^t 

I  any  charge  of  corruption  is  made  against 


public  interest  that  the  case  should,  as  soon  as 
possible,  be  made  the  subject  of  legal  investiga- 
tion." 

What  did  the  Government  do  when  that 
Report  came  before  them  ?  They  deter- 
mined to  act  upon  the  Report.  They  con- 
sulted the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
whether  the  evidence  justified  the  institution 
of  legal  proceedings,  being  determined  to 
take  those  proceedings  unless  the  Law 
Officers  should  say  on  their  responsibility 


him  or  against  any  person  except  Mr. 
Welch  and  the  unfortunate  son  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  Any  candid  person 
reading  the  evidence  would  adopt  the 
conclusions  of  the  Committee.  Refe- 
rence to  the  case  of  Mr.  Edmunds  has 
been  made.  In  that  case,  1  must  say  that 
I  think  undoubtedly  the  Lord  Chancellor 
did  commit  an  error  in  not  taking  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  of  communicating 


that  there  was  not  sufficient  evidence  to ,  the  facts  relating  to  Mr.  Edmunds*  case 


warrant  them  in  taking  that  course.  But 
the  Committee  did  not  say  that,  while  this 
eonsaltation  was  proceeding,  it  was  neces- 
sary to  prejudge  and  pre*  determine  the 
case  by  a  Resolution  in  this  House.  If 
legal  proceedings  are  to  be  taken  I  would 
humbly  advise  the  House  to  adopt  the 
recommendation  of  the  Committee  ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  invites  the 
House  to  do  that  which  the  Committee 
refused  to  do,  and  to  declare  beforehand 
that  the  evidence  establishes  a  case  of  cor- 
rupt practices.  I  will  not  deny  that  a  case 
might  be  imagined  in  which  it  might  be 
expedient  for  the  House  to  take  that 
course — a  case  where  it  had  been  shown 
that,  behind  the  Lord  Chancellor  or  other 
high  officers  of  State,  there  were  persons 
with  frequent  access  to  him  who  were  in 


to  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords. 
But  if  that  was  so  grave  an  error  as  to 
justify  a  vote  of  want  of  confidence  in  order 
to  remove  the  Lord  Chancellor  from  his 
office,  the  time  has  gone  by  at  which  that 
course  might  have  been  expected  to  be 
taken.  It  is  some  months  ago  since 
that  was  discussed.  [Mr.  Hbknesst  :  It 
was  May  17.]  Well,  we  are  now  at  July  3. 
There  have  been  abundant  opportunities 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  propose  a  Motion 
on  that  subject.  Do  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite expect  it  to  be  believed  that  they 
really  intended  to  make  any  Motion  con- 
cemmg  the  Edmunds'  case,  when  they  have 
postponed  it  until  now  ?  [  An  hon.  Mbmbbr  : 
We  did  not  expect  a  second  edition  of  it.] 
Just  so.  If  this  second  case  had  not  come 
out  we  should  have  heard  nothing  of  any 
3  0  2 
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ioeh  Motion.  I  ask  that  each  of  these 
eases  shoald  he  fairlj  considered  upon  its 
own  merits;  and  if  it  is  clear  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  conld  have  had  no  corrupt  mo- 
tire  in  the  case  of  If  r.  Wilde,  although  he 
may  he  open  to  slight  reflection  for  haste 
and  want  of  caution,  yet  it  is  impossihle  to 
make  it  a  more  serious  matter  hy  importing 
the  case  of  Mr.  Edmunds  into  the  considera- 
tion of  the  case  of  Mr.  Wilde.  OF  the  other 
things  yon  profess  to  acquit  the  Lord  Chan- 
oellor,  hut  you  take  advantage  of  them  to 
assist  in  this  attack.  As  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  Edmunds,  the  House  will  rememher 
that  it  was  not  the  Lord  Chancellor  who 
granted  the  pension,  and  that  the  facts  re- 
lating to  that  case  were  matters  of  noto- 
riety long  hefore.  I  know  that  I  read  a 
^concise  account  of  the  general  facts  con- 
nected with  the  Edmunds'  case  in  a 
newspaper  in  the  autumn  of  last  year,  and 
they  were  notorious  to  most,  if  not  all,  of 
the  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords  who 
granted  that  pension.  Although  I  concur 
with  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords, 
that  it  was  an  error  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
not  to  officially  communicate  the  facts  to 
them,  yet  it  is  impossible  to  conoeiye  that 
many  Members  of  the  House  of  Lords  were 
not  as  cognizant  of  all  the  most  material 
facts  as  the  Lord  Chancellor  himself.  The 
Committee,  in  fact,  fell  into  the  same  error 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  did.  Will  the 
House  allow  me  to  ask  them  to  look  on  the 
other  side  of  the  ouestion  ?  Is  it  true  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  not  had  at  heart 
in  all  these  matters  the  public  interest? 
Who  was  it  that  set  the  Patent  Office  in- 
quiry on  foot  ?  Who  discovered  the  gross 
abuses  by  which  the  public  had  been  de- 
frauded ?  The  Lord  Chancellor.  I  beg  to 
remind  hon.  Gentlemen  that  those  abuses 
had  been  going  on  unsuspected  since  1832, 
under  two  Conservative  Governments,  as 
well  as  under  several  Liberal  Governments, 
and  it  was  reserved  for  the  present  Lord 
Chancellor  to  ferret  out  the  abuses,  to 
remove  the  offender,  and  to  recover  for 
the  public  a  very  considerable  sum  of 
money.  Nor  was  there  any  secrecy  in 
that  inquiry.  It  was  known  to  many  per- 
sons. The  Lord  Chancellor,  in  his  zeal 
for  the  public  survice,  did  inflict  upon  that 
individual  a  very  severe  punishment,  and 
only  did  not  interfere  to  prevent  him  from 
receiving  a  pension  upon  his  retirement 
from  a  different  office,  in  which  no  mis- 
conduct had  been  imputed  to  him,  be- 
cause he  did  not  wish  to  take  the  re- 
sponsibility of  deciding  upon  himself.  I 
The  Attorney  General 


agree  that  it  would  have  been  better  if 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  taken  that  n- 
sponsibility  upon  himself ;  but  those  who 
are  disposed  to  pass  a  fair  and  just— I 
will  not  say  a  generous^ udgment,  will 
consider  in  some  degree  the  great  serriee 
done  to  the  public  in  institutbg  these 
inquiries  and  exposing  those  abuses.  So 
it  has  heen  in  the  matters  connected  with 
bankruptcy.  We  know  that  the  Loi^ 
Chancellor  has  incurred  odinm  at  Leedi 
and  throughout  the  country  because,  on  its 
heing  represented  to  him  that  there  were 
gross  abuses  prevalent  among  the  locil 
officers,  he  insisted  on  searching  into  those 
matters  thoroughly ;  thus  he  oommnoi- 
cated  many  facts  (including  the  proceed- 
ings and  correspondence  in  the  psrticalar 
case  of  Mr.  Wilde),  to  the  Committee  whieh 
sat  to  consider  the  subject  of  bankruptej,  be 
corrected  many  abuses  and  punished,  il- 
ways  mercifully,  many  offenders.  Can  bdj 
one  say  of  his  patronage  generally  that 
it  has  been  marked  by  any  want  of  con- 
sideration for  the  puhlic  service  ?  Ecclesi- 
astical patronage  has  been  spoken  of ;  bat 
be  it  remembered  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
is  the  first  who,  for  what  he  considered 
the  public  benefit,  surrendered  about  300 
livings,  many  of  them  of  no  inconsider- 
able value.  And  what  as  to  his  jodiciil 
patronage  ?  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  Hunt)  jostiy 
said  that  it  would  be  a  most  serions  thing 
if  any  doubt  were  thrown  on  the  purity  of 
judicial  patronage.  But  has  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  advising  the  Crown  as  to  the 
higher  judicial  patronage,  done  nothing 
to  entitle  him  to  the  acknowledgments 
even  of  the  other  side  of  the  House! 
Has  he  not  recommended  men  to  sit 
on  the  hench  without  regard  to  psrtj 
considerations  f  Was  not  the  last  Judge 
who  now  does  honour  to  the  bench 
token  from  the  ranks  of  the  opposite 
side  ?  Not  for  want  of  good  men  here, 
in  and  out  of  Pariiament,  well  qnw- 
fiod  to  fill  that  office  ;  but  because  the 
Lord  Chancellor  desired  to  take  the  m 
who,  all  things  considered,  was  the  most 
qualified  and  the  best  fitted  for  the  office. 
The  other  night  it  was  suggested  that  tf 
the  Cffice  of  Chief  Judge  in  Bankmptej 
had  been  estabKshed  by  Parliament  the 
Lord  Chancellor  might  have  made  some 
unworthy  appointment;  hut  it  was  not  long 
after  the  passing  of  the  Bankruptej  Act 
that  Pariiament  passed  a  law  concerning 
the  transfer  of  land,  and  under  ^^•^  t! 
an  office  of  some  yaloe  was  created,  acbie' 
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registrarship  with  not  inconsiderable  salary 
and  not  inconsiderable  responsibility.  Did 
the  Lord  Chancellor  consider  to  whom  he 
could  gire  that  office  on  grounds  of  personal 
or  private  favour  ?  No  ;  he  selected  for 
that  office  another  gentleman  who  had 
borne  a  distinguished  part  on  the  other  side 
— the  ^brother  of  the  late  Sir  William 
FoUett — whose  appointment  has  given  uni- 
yersal  satisfaction.  But  has  his  desire  to 
consult  the  public  good  in  the  administra- 
tion of  his  patronage  been  confined  to 
offices  of  this  high  degree  ?  I  venture  to 
say  that  all  who  have  observed  the  manner 
in  which  the  County  Court  Judgeships 
have  been  bestowed  will  agree  in  bearing 
testimony  to  the  anxious  desire  the)  Lord 
Chancellor  has  shown  to  bestow  them  for 
qualification  and  merit,  without  regard  to 
personal  or  party  considerations.  And  I 
nave  been  informed  from  many  quarters 
that  if  the  House  could  know  how  these  Re- 
gistrarships  in  Bankruptcy  have  generally 
■  been  bestowed,  they  would  see  no  reason 
to  believe  that  they  have  been  an  exception 
to  the  regard  for  the  public  benefit  whiah 
had  characterized  his  administration.  These 
are  matters  which  the  House  ought  to  con- 
sider before  it  agrees  in  a  vote  of  this 
kind.  If  this  is  all  that  can  be  brought 
against  the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  having 
severely  punished  Mr.  Edmunds  he  did  not 
like  that  his  own  hand  should  strike  the 
final  blow  ;  that,  when  he  had  determined 
that  Mr.  Wilde  ought,  on  public  grounds, 
to  retire,  he  did  his  duty  in  examining  the 
claim  of  that  individual  to  a  pension,  in  too 
cursory  and  perfunctory  a  manner — looking 
to  the  shining  merits  of  this  great  person, 
looking  to  his  eminent  and  long  public  ser- 
yices,  and  to  the  total  failure  of  the  attempt 
which  has  been  made  to  bring  against  him 
charges  of  a  graver  complexion  and  charac- 
ter, will  not  the  House  say — 
"  Non  ego  pauois 
Offendar  maoulis,  qiias  ant  incaria  iUdit, 
Ant  humana  parilm  oavit  natara/' 

and  refuse  to  concur  in  this  unworthy  Mo- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend  ? 

Mb.  E.  C.  EQERTON  said,  he  had  in* 
tended  to  remain  perfectly  silent  in  this 
debate  until  he  heard  the  speech  which 
had  just  been  delivered  by  the  Attorney 
General.  He  sat  on  the  Committee  to 
which  had  been  referred  the  disclosures 
connected  with  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court,  and  which,  unanimously  absolving 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  any  corrupt  mo- 
tives, imputed  to  him  want  of  caution  in 
granting  retiring  allowances.     But  when 


the  House  was  asked  to  whitewash  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord — when  they  were 
asked  to  put  him  on  as  high  a  pedestal  as 
any  of  the  great  men  who  had  ever  sat  on 
the  Woolsack,  they  were  bound  to  take 
k  wider  range  and  consider  what  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  done  in  other  cases.  He 
had  not  had  the  good  fortune  to  hear  the 
beginning  of  this  debate ;  but  when  he 
read,  being  in  the  country,  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North* 
amptonshire,  he  felt  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  say  «'No"  to  it.  He  felt  that, 
though  he  had  been  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  acquitted  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor of  any  corrupt  motives,  yet,  looking  at 
the  different  circumstances  connected  with 
the  Edmunds'  case,  looking  at  the  circum- 
stances which,  as  the  Attorney  General 
said,  were  matters  of  notoriety  through- 
out the  length  and  breadth  of  the  land,  he 
believed  the  House,  exercising  the  highest 
judicial  functions,  was  bound  to  see  that 
the  great  Officers  of  State  were  perfectly 
free  from  all  suspicion.  It  was  for  that 
reason  that  he  was  sorry  to  hear  the  vaunt- 
ing speech  of  the  Attorney  General.  It 
would  have  been  far  better  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  left  the  matter 
where  it  remained  with  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  which  acquitted  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  corrupt  motives,  but  imputed  to 
him  a  want  of  caution,  which,  in  his  posi- 
tion, was  a  grave  matter.  Speaking  as  one 
who  had  never  shown  any  great  activity 
in  political  matters,  and  who  had  no  strong 
political  bias,  and  was  sorry  to  do  any- 
thing to  injure  any  public  man,  he  did  not 
see  how  he  could  refuse  his  assent  to  the 
Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Kil- 
marnock. 

Mb.  HENLEY :  I  am  one  of  those  who 
were  unable  to  vote  for  the  Motion  of  mj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  county  of 
Northampton,  because  I  thought  the  lan- 
guage was  so  obscure  that  it  might  possibly 
leave  the  sting  of  corruption  which  my  hon. 
Friend  did  not  intend.  But  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  has 
laid  down  such  strange  propositions  that  I 
cannot  help  commenting  upon  them.  The 
Motion  before  the  House  took  into  con- 
sideration the  whole  conduct  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor ;  but  the  Amendment  of  the 
Lord  Advocate  altogether  passed  by  what 
took  place  elsewhere,  and  confined  itself 
to  the  narrow  ground  of  what  passed  be- 
fore the  Leeds  Bankruptcy  Committee.  1 1 
is  hardly  likely  that  the  House  would  so 
narrow  the  question.    But  the  Attorney 
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General  argued  in  the  ttrongesi  and  in  the 
most  ezctt^  manner  that  it  was  not  reason- 
shle  that  this  House  shonld  take  into  con- 
aideratfon  two  sets  of  oiroomstances  ana- 
logons  in  their  character  and  ocounring  in 
tlM  same  Session,  heoanse  their  disclosure 
4id   not  take  place  within  two  or  three 
■lonthB  of  each  other.    [An  hon.  Mbmbbr  : 
Six  weeks.]    This  is  a  position  so  eitra- 
ordinarj  that  I  cannot  help  commenting 
upon  it.     Of  a  single  transaction  it  might 
be  said  that  it  would   not  occur  again  ; 
but  when  two  transactions  like  these  come 
together  it  would  hardly  he  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  pass   them  hj  without  at- 
taching blame  where  it  was  due.     Now 
that  is  what  the  Kesolntton  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Kilmarnock  does.     But 
it  goes  one  step  further,  and  it  says  that 
no  man  can  continue  in  these  sort  of  trans- 
actions without  giTtng  rise  to  all  sorts  of 
riblic  scandals.     That  is  the  reason  why 
shall  cordially  support  the  Resolution  of 
my   right  hon.   Friend    the    Member  for 
Kilmarnock.     It  separates  all  charges  of 
corruption  from  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
it  says— what  I  belie?e  is  the  truth* that 
Ms  laxity  gives  rise  to  improper  transac- 
tions.    Mr.  Welch  distinctly   states   that 
he  had  lent  money  to  many  persons  to  get 
their  good  offices,  and  that  he  had  lent 
iS500  on  this  very  occasion.     It  is,  there- 
fbre,   impossible  to  say  that  there  have 
not  been  corrupt  practices.     I  do  not  be- 
Uefe  that  the  money  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  appointment,  but  there  is  no  doubt 
that  money  was  gtTen   that  it  might  he 
done.     Though  I  am  the  last  person  to 
wish  to  pTVSS  heavily  on  any  pubKc  man, 
I  must  say  that  when  two  matters  of  this 
sort  are  brought  forward — one  in  the  other 
House  so  strong  that  they  deprive  a  gen- 
tleman of  a  pension  they  had  previously 
toted   him,  because  they  thought   it   had 
been  obtained  by  the  withholding  of  infor- 
mation which  ought  to  have  been  laid  be- 
fore them;  the  other  a  case  in  which  our 
own  Committee  has  reported  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  showed  great  want  of  caution — 
we  should  not  he  doing  our  duty  if  we  did 
not  say  that  such  a  course  of  action  was 
worthy  of  reprehension.     Whether  that 
wiU«have  such  an  effect  upon  the  Lord 
Chancellor  as  to  make  him  dislike  remain- 
ing where  he  is  is  not  our  business.     But 
we  should  he  going  from  our  duty  if  we 
did  not  express  our  opinion  npon  transac- 
tions brought  before  us. 

COLOHBL  DOUGLAS  PENNANT,  as  a 

Member  of  the  Committee,  wished  to  say 

Mr.  BmUy  I 


a  few  words  in  reference  to  what  bsd  fallen 
from  the  Attorney  General.  The  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  taunted  the  Meo- 
bers  of  the  Commtttee  with  giving  their 
TOtes  this  evening  for  party  purposes.  In 
answer  to  that  charge  he  could  only  nj 
that  the  first  moment  he  saw  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  forJ^orth- 
amptonshire  in  writing  he  went  to  bin 
and  told  him  that  the  first  paragraph  of  it 
contained  an  assertion  which  was  not  bone 
out  by  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Con* 
mittee.  That  assertion  conveyed  the  im- 
pression that  facilities  existed  for  obtsiDing 
public  employments  by  corrupt  means,  of 
which  there  was  not  evidence  before  the 
Committee.  Therefore  it  was  not  ra  fait 
power  to  TOte  for  the  Mo^n  which  his 
hon.  Friend  brought  forward.  That,  he 
thought,  settled,  as  far  as  he  was  eoneen- 
ed,  the  charge  of  voting  from  party  mo- 
tives. The  Amendment  of  the  right  bos. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kilnaamoek 
ayoided  Uiat  point  and  met  the  justice  of 
the  case,  and  therefore  he  shonld  gire  it 
his  support 

Question,  •*  That  the  words  proposed  to 
be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added.  ' 

Mb.  B.  p.  BOUVERIB  said,  that  be 
proposed  to  negative  the  admission  of  these 
words,  and  afterwards  to  move  the  iDse^ 
tion  of  those  of  which  he  had  i;^i?en  notice. 

Viscount  PALMERSTON:  Sir,  the 
course  wliich  has  been  taken  with  regvd 
to  the  original  Motion  places  this  matter  ia 
an  altogether  new  position.  The  Motioii 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Hiratj 
clearly  implied  a  charge  of  corruptiw 
against  the  Lord  Chancellor.  [**No,do!" 
and  «*  Hear,  hear  I  "J  That  is  my  opraioJ, 
and  it  is  the  opinion  of  many  others.  That 
was  a  Tory  grave  charge,  and  one  which 
it  was  absolntely  necessary  to  resist  at 
the  first  opportunity  that  presented  itself. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  has  abandooed  that 
charge ;  and  it  appears  to  me  to  he  the 
unanimous  conviction  of  the  House  that 
no  charge  can  justly  be  brought  against 
the  Lord  Chancellor  upon  the  ground  of 
corruption  in  the  administration  of  his  high 
office.  We  have  now,  however,  before  us 
two  Amendments,  both  of  which  hate  been 
brooght  before  ns  for  the  first  thne  in  the 
course  of  this  evening — one,  that  of  oy 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  fbr  Kilma'- 
nock,  which  ho  read  to  the  House  in  ^ 
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course  of  his  speech »  bat  which  I  appre- 
hend a  great  number  of  the  Members  of 
this  HoQse  have  had  no  opportunity  of 
weighing  in  their  minds.  Now»  under  these 
circumstances,  it  appears  to  me  that,  as 
this  is  a  grave  question — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kilmarnock 
stating  that  the  object  which  he  has  in 
yiew  is  to  call  upon  the  House  to  declare 
that  it  has  no  confidence  in  the  Chancellor, 
and  that  is,  no  doubt,  a  matter  of  very 
considerable  importance  as  regards  an 
officer  in  his  high  position,  and  a  Member 
of  the  Government — it  seems  to  me  that 
the  House  is  not  at  the  present  moment  in 
a  condition — the  Government  is  not  in  a 
condition—to  determine  in  what  way  they 
will  deal  with  that  Motion.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  takes,  as  it  appears  to  me,  a  tery 
narrow  view  of  the  grounds  upon  which 
public  confidence  ought  or  ought  not  to  be 
reposed  in  a  public  officer.  He  is  of  opi- 
nion that  in  eonsequence  of  the  particular 
way  in  which  certain  pensions  have  been 
granted  he  cannot  place  confidence  in  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  has  described 
how  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  disposed  of 
patronage  much  more  extensive  and  much 
more  important  in  a  manner  highly  deserv- 
ing the  confidence  the  country.  The  House 
ahould  also  recollect  the  great  improvement 
in  every  branch  of  the  law  which  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  has  introduced,  and  which, 
whatever  may  be  the  opinion  of  this  House 
with  regard  to  his  tenure  of  office,  will, 
I  venture  to  say,  render  his  name  illus- 
trious among  those  of  the  great  reformers 
of  the  law  of  this  country.  It  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  enumerate  the  various  improve- 
ments of  which  he  has  been  the  author. 
The  consolidation  of  the  Statute  Law,  by 
which  it  has  been  reduced  from  forty- 
four  volumes  to  ten,  the  practical  abolition 
of  imprisonment  for  debt,  and  many  other 
improvements  affecting  every  class  of  the 
community.  My  lK>n.  and  teamed  Friead 
was  therefore  entitled  to  say  that',  what- 
ever may  be  the  opinion  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  as  to  the  necessity  for  withdrawing 
confidence  from  the  Chancellor  in  oonse- 
oaence  of  the  grant  of  these  pensions,  the 
cusposal  of  his  great  patronage  and  the 
manner  in  which  the  Lord  Chancellor  has 
performed  his  great  and  important  duties, 
as  the  head  of  the  law,  do  entitle  him  to  the 
confidence  of  this  House  and  of  the  conn- 
try.  As  I  said  before,  we  are  now,  I  think, 
embarking  upon  a  new  discussion,  quite 
differaatfrom  that  which  was  suggested  by 


the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire, and  I  should  therefore  pro- 
pose that  this  debate  should  be  adjourned 
until  to-morrow  [loud  eries  of  ••  Oh,  oh  !  **  • 
and  **  Divide !  "  and  cheers],  in  order  that 
we  may  be  enabled  well  to  consider  the 
Motion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  the 
grounds  upon  which  he  has  recommended  it 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
( Viscount  Pahnertion.) 

Mr.  DISRAELI :  I  cannot  help  think- 
iog  that  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
is  one  which  the  House  will  not  find  it 
convetiient  to  adopt.  Tlie  subject  has  been 
discussed  very  amply  to-night,  and  with 
reference  to  the  objection  that  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  in 
print,  I  cannot  forget  that  the  Amendment 
of  the  Government  has  also  not  been  printed; 
but,  even  under  that  disadvantage,  we  were 
prepared  to  give  it  a  due  and  fair  con- 
sideration. I  also  think  that,  considering 
the  position  in  which  the  House  is  now 
placed,  there  is  an  air  of  mockery  in  pro- 
posing to  adjourn  the  debate.  It  appears 
to  me  that  this  is  a  question  upon  which 
the  House  ought  at  once  to  pronounce  a 
decision.  The  House  has  been  unusually 
well  attended  throughout  a  lengthened  de- 
bate, and  it  is  in  my  opinion  quite  qualified 
to  come  to  a  decision  at  once.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  the  noble  Lord  will  re-con- 
sider his  proposition,  and  will  allow  us  to 
pronounce  an  opinion  upon  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If, 
however,  he  persists  in  his  strange  pro- 
posal to  adjourn  the  debate — whether  to 
the  next  Parliament  or  not  we  are  not  in- 
formed— I  shall,  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances, consider  it  my  daty,  however 
generally  unwilling  to  resist  such  a  pro- 
posal from  a  Minister,  to  oppose  the  adop- 
tion of  that  course.  [Cries  of  "  Divide, 
divide  !  "] 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  suggested  that  the  object 
of  my  noble  Friend  in  moving  th^  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  was  to  avoid  a  dedskm 
upon  this  question,  and  he  professed  ig- 
norance whether  the  noble  Lord  did  not 
intend  to  adjourn  the  discussion  until  next 
Parliament.  My  noble  Friend,  in  making 
the  Motion,  said  distinctly  that  all  he 
wished  for  was  an  adjournment  until  to- 
morrow, in  order  to  give  the  House  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  KUmarnock,  which  very  few  Members 
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OTen  heard  read.  If  the  Hoase  should 
agree  to  the  adjoumment,  mj  oohle  Friend 
will  to-morrow  state,  on  the  part  of  the 
OoTemment,  the  course  which  thej  intend 
to  pursue.    ["  Diride,  difide !  "] 

Question  put: — The  House  divided: — 
Ajes  163 ;  Noesl  77:  Majority  14. 

Viscount  PALMBRSTON:  1  merely 
wbh  to  state  to  the  House  that  we  are 
anxious  not  to  giro  them  more  trouble 
than  is  necessary,  and  that,  therefore,  we 
will  accept  the  decision  upon  the  question 
of  adjoumment  as  an  expression  of  the 
feeling  of  the  House  upon  the  original 
question  before  it.  We  shall,  therefore, 
not  trouble  the  House  to  diricle  again  on 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Kilmarnock. 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added, "— (  The  Lord  iidvoooltf,)— put,  and 
negatived. 

Another  Amendment  proposed, 

To  add,  afUr  the  flrrtword  "That/'  in  the 
erifinal  Question,  the  words  '*  this  Hooee,  haring 
eontidered  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Leeds  Bankmptoj  Court,  and  the  Eyidenoe  taken 
before  them,  are  of  opinion,  that,  while  the  Eri- 
denoe  disolosee  the  ezistenoe  of  oorrupt  practioes, 
with  referenee  to  the  appointment  ot  Patrick 
Robert  Welch  to  the  oiBoe  of  Registrar  of  the 
Leeds  Bankruptoj  Court,  thej  are  satisfied  that 
no  imputation  oan  fiiirly  be  made  against  the  Lord 
Chanoellor,  with  regard  to  this  appointment ;  and 
that  such  eridenoe,  and  also  that  taken  before  a 
Committee  of  the  Lords  to  inquire  into  the  cir- 
eumstances  connected  with  the  resignation  of  Mr. 
Edmunds  of  the  oiBces  held  hj  him,  and  laid  be- 
fore this  House,  show  a  laxity  of  practice  and  a 
want  of  caution  with  regard  to  the  public  inte- 
rests, on  the  part  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  sanc- 
tioning the  ^[rant  of  Retiring  Pensions  to  Public 
Ofiksers  against  whom  grare  charges  were  pend- 
ing, which,  in  the  opinion  of  tUs  House,  are 
oalculated  to  discredit  the  administration  of  his 
great  office."— <ifr.  Edward  PleydeU  Bmtverie,) 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put  and 
agreed  to. 

Eesolved,  That  this  House,  baring  oonsidered 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Leeds  Bank- 
ruptcy Court,  and  the  Evidence  taken  before  them, 
are  of  opinion,  that,  while  the  Evidence  discloses 
the  existence  of  corrupt  practices,  with  reference 
to  the  appointment  of  Patrick  Robert  Welch  to 
the  office  of  Registrar  of  the  Leeds  Bankruptcy 
Court,  they  are  satisfied  that  no  imputation  can 
Uirlj  be  made  against  the  Lord  Chancellor  with 
regard  to  this  appointment ;  and  that  such  Evi- 
dence, and  also  that  Uken  before  a  Committee  of 
Sir  0$orge  Qreg 
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the  Lords  to  inquire  into  the  cireomstanoM  oos* 
neoted  with  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Edmonds  of 
the  oflk>es  held  bj  him,  and  laid  before  this  Home, 
show  a  laxity  of  practice  and  a  want  of  oaotioi 
with  regard  to  the  public  interests,  on  the  part  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  in  sanctioning  the  gnat  of 
Retiring  Pensions  to  Public  Ofllcers  agabst  whoa 
grave  charges  were  pending,  which,  in  the  opinioii 
of  this  House,  are  calculated  to  discredit  the 
administration  of  his  great  office. 


ATES. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
Andover,  Viscount 
Angerstein,  W. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Athlumney,  Lord 
Ayrton,  A.  S. 
Aytoun,  R.  S, 
Baines,  E. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Baring,  rt.hn.  Sir  F.T. 
Baring,  T.  G. 
Beamish,  F.  B. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Berkeley,hn.Col.F.W.F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C.  P.  F. 
Biddulph,  Colonel  M. 
Bloncowe,  J.  6. 
Bouverie,  hon.  P.  P. 
Brassey,  T. 
Bruce,  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  H.  A. 
Buller,  Sir  A.  W. 
Bury,  Viscount 
Butler,  C.  S. 
Buxton,  C. 
Caird,  J. 
Calthorpe,  hon.  F.  H. 

W.G. 
Cardwell,  rt.hon.  E. 
Castlerosse,  Viscount 
Cavendish,  Lord  G. 
Cheetham,  J. 
Childers,  H.  C.  E. 
Churchill,  Lord  A.  S. 
Clive,  G. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Collier,  Sir  R.  P. 
Cow  per,  rt.  hon.  W.  F. 
Crawford,  R.  W. 
Crossley,  Sir  F. 
Davey,  R. 
Davie,  Sir  H.  R.  F 
D^vie,  Colonel  F. 
Denman,  hon.  G. 
Dodson,  J.  G. 
Doulton,  F. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 
Dundas,  F. 

Dundas,  rt.  hon.  SirD. 
Dunkellin,  Lord 
Enfield,  Viscount 
Ewart,  W. 
Fermoy,  Lord 
FitswiUiam,  hn.C.W.W. 
Foley,  U.  W. 
Forster,  C. 
Foster,  W.  0. 
Porteecue,  hon.  D.  F. 
Forteeooe,  rt.hon.  C. 


Gibson,  rt.  hon.  T.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Glyn,  G.  C. 
Glyn,  G.  G. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  F.  H. 
Goschen,  G.J. 
Gower,  G.  W.  G.  L 
Gregory,  W,  H. 
Grenfell,  C.  P. 
GrenfeU,  H.  R. 
Grey,  rt  hon.  Sir  G. 
Groevenor,  Lord  R. 
Gumey,  S. 
Hadfield,  G. 
Dandley,J. 
Hankey.T. 
Hartington,lfirq[an(if 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Ha7ter.rt.hn.  Sir  W.G. 
Henderson,  J. 
Hodgkinson,  G. 
Hodgson,  K.  D. 
Holland,  E. 
Horsman,  rt.  boo.  E. 
Howard,  Lord  E. 
Ligham,  R. 
Jervoise,  Sir  J.  G. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
King,  hon.  P.J.  L 
Eingsoote,  Colonel 
Kinnaird,  hon.  A.  F. 
KnatohbuU-HageaeB, 

E. 
Lawrence,  J.  G. 
Lawson,  W. 
Layard,  A.  H. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lewis,  H. 
Looke,  J. 
Lysley,  W.  J. 
Mackinnon,W.A(I^) 
Maokinnon,W.A.(Kr) 
M'Mahon.  P. 
Maijoribankfl,  D.  C. 
Marshall,  W. 
Matheson,  A. 
Merry,  J. 
MUU,J.R. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Monorieff,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Monsell,  rt.  hon.  W.  • 
Moore,  C. 
Morris,  W. 
Neate,  C. 
Packe,  Colonel 
Padmore,  R. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Paget,  Lord  C. 
-  Palmer,  Sir  R. 
Palmers  ton,  rmnn^ 
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Peel,  ii.hon.  Sir  R, 
rinnej,  ColoDel 
Ponsonby,  hon.  A. 
Portinan,hon.W.H.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  J.  J. 
Price,  R.  G. 
Proby,  Lord 
Ramsden,  Sir  J.  W. 
Robartes,  T.  J.  A 
Robertson,  H. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rothschild, Baron  M.  de 
Russell,  Sir  W. 
St.  Aubyn,  J. 
Salomons,  Mr.  Aid. 
Scott,  Sir  W. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  H.  D. 
Seymour,  A. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  J.  B. 
Smith,  M.  T. 
Stacpoole,  W. 
Stuart,  Colonel  0. 


Tite,W. 

Tracy,  hon.  C.  R.  D.  H. 
Trelawny,  Sir  J.  S. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Vernon,  H.F, 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian.  H.H. 
Vyner,  R.  A. 
WaldegraTc-  LeBlie,bnG 
Watkin,  E.  W. 
Weguelin,  T.  M. 
Western,  S. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Wiokham,  H.  W. 
Winnington,  Sir  T.  E. 
Wood,  rt  hon.  Sir  0. 
Woods,  H. 
Wrightson,  W.  B. 
WyviU,  M. 

TBLLBBS. 

Brand,  hon.  H.  B.  W. 
White,  Colonel 


NOES. 


Adderley,  ri.  hon.  0.  B. 
Adeane,  H.  J.      « 
Archdall,  Captain  M. 
Baring,  T. 
Barrow,  W.  H. 
Barttelot,  Colonel 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Bathurst,  A.  A. 
Bathurst,  Colonel  H. 
Bentinok,  G.  C. 
Benyon,  R. 
Beresford,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Beresford,  D.  W.  Pack- 
Booth,  Sir  R.  G. 
Bouverie,  rt.  hon.  £.  P. 
Bovill,  W. 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bremridge,  R. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Butler-Johnttone,  H.A. 
Cairns,  Sir  H.  M*C. 
Cart  Wright,  Colonel 
Clifford,  Colonel 
Cli»e,  Capt.  hon.  G.  W. 
Collins,  T. 
Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H.  L. 
Coortenay,  Lord 
Cranbonrne,  Viscount 
Cubitt,  G. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dawson,  R.  P. 
Dering,  Sir  E.  C. 
Dick,  F. 

Disraeli,  rt  hon.  B. 
Da  Cane,  C. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Du  Pr6,  C.  G. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
EgerWn^hon.  A.  F. 


Egerton,  E.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Elphinstone,  Sir  J.  D. 
Fane,  Colonel  J.  W. 
Farquhar,  Sir  M. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Floyer,J. 

Forester,  rt.  hon.  Gen. 
Franklyn,  G.  W. 
Gard,  R.  S. 
Gilpin,  Col 
Graham,  Lord  W. 
Greeuall,  G. 
Greene,  J. 
Gray,  Lt.- Colonel 
Grey  de  Wilton,  Visct. 
Griffith,  C.  D. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hardy,  G. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hartopp,  E.  B. 
Haryey,  R.  B. 
Henley,  rt.  hon.  J.  W. 
Hennessy,  J.  P. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hesketh,  Sir  T.  G. 
Heygate,  Sir  F.  W. 
Holford,  R.  S. 
Hood,  Sir  A.  A. 
Hopwood,  J.  T. 
Howes,  E. 
Humberston,  P.  S. 
Humphery,W.H. 
Ingestre,  Viscount 
Jolllffo,rt.hn.SirW.G.H. 
JoUiffe,  H.  H. 
Jones,  D. 

Kerrison.  Sir  E.  C. 
Knatchbull,W.  F. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knox,  Colonel 
Knox,  hon.  Minor  S. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Leeke,  SirH. 
Legh,  Mijor  C« 


Legh,  W.  J. 
Lennox,  Lord  G.  G. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Lennox,  C.  S.  B.  H.  K. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  G. 
Lowther,hon.  Colonel 
Lowther,  Captain 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon,  hon.  F. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Malins,  R. 

Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Miles,  Sir  W. 
Miller,  T.  J. 
MUls,  A. 
Mitford,W.  T. 
Montagu,  Lord  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G. 
Morgan,  0. 
Morgan,  hon.  Major 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Murray,  W. 
Nicol,  W. 
Noel,  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel 
North,  F. 

Northcote,  SirS.H. 
0'Ferrall,rt.hon.R.M. 
O'Neill,  E. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Palk.  Sir  L. 
Papillon,  P.  O. 
Parker.  Major  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  General 
Peel,  J. 

PennanCbon.  Colonel 
Percy,  Earl 
Peto,  Sir  S.  M. 
Pevensey,  Viscount 
Phillips,  G.  L. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Pugh,  D. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 


Rolt,  J. 
Rose,  W.  A 
Rowley,  hon.  R.  T. 
Scholedeld,  W. 
ScUter-Booth.  G. 
Selwyn.  C.  J. 
Smith,  A.  (Herts) 
Smith,  A.  (Truro) 
Somerset,  Colonel 
SUnhope.  J.  B. 
Stanhope.  Lord 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stirling,  W. 
Stuart,  Lt.-Colonel  W. 
Sturt,  H.  G. 
Sturt,  Lieut.-Col.  N. 
Surtees,  H.  E. 
Sykes,  Colonel  W.  H. 
Thynne.  Lord  E. 
Thynne,  Lord  H. 
Tollemache.  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Trefiisis,  hon.  0.  H.  R. 
Treherne.  M. 
TreTor.  Lord  A.  E.  Hill- 
Trollope.  rt.  hon.  Sir  J. 
Turner,  C. 
Vance,  J. 
Vansittart,  W. 
Vemer,  E.  W. 
Vyse,  Colonel  H. 
Walker,  J.R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S.  H. 
Walsh,  Sir  J. 
Watlington,  J.  W.  P. 
Whitmore,  U. 
Williams,  Colonel 
Wyndham,  hon.  H. 
Wyndham.hon.  P. 
Wynn,  C.  W,  W. 

TXLLlRfl. 

Hunt,  G.  W. 
PauU,  H. 


Hooae  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelve  o  clock. 


HOUSE  OP   LORDS, 
Timday^  July  A,  1865. 


MINUTES.]— SiLiCT  CoMMiTTSB  — 8rd  Report 
— On  Office  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments 
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Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  (No  2)* 
(383);  Penaltiet  Law  Amendment*  (348). 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


11S6      Pmmn  io  Mir.  WiiMhw^ 


MbMk^  in  Lmaey. 


1140 


PENSION  TO  1IR.WINSL0W,  LATE 

MASTER  IN  LUNACY. 

mtSOMAL  EXFLANATIOK. 

LoBD  CHELMSFORD  :  My  Lords,  I 
wish  to  claim  indulgence  for  a  few  minutes 
on  a  matter  personal  to  myself.  I  regret 
to  find  this  morning,  in  a  report  of  some- 
thing which  occurred  elsewhere  last  night, 
in  answer  to  a  question  put  on  the  suhject 
of  Mr.  Winslow's  pension,  that  my  name 
was  introduced,  and  it  is  in  connection  with 
this  that  I  desire  now  to  offer  an  expla- 
nation.    The  report  is  as  follows  :— 

•«  Me.  WiNfcLOW's  PlKSION. 

<' Major  Kmox  asked  Ae  Attorney  General 
whether  it  was  true  that  a  pension  had  heen 

g -anted  hy  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  Mr.  Winslow, 
te  one  of  the  Masters  in  Lunaey  f  and,  if  so, 
the  amount  of  such  pension,  the  grounds  upon 
which  it  was  granted,  and  whether  it  was  refused 
by  a  former  Chancellor  ? 

"  The  Attobnbt  Gk»bal  :  The  pension  granted 
by  the  present  I^rd  Chancellor  to  Mr.  Winslow 
is  one  of  £1,000  a  year,  by  an  order  made  upon 
the  8rd  of  February  1868.  The  grounds  upon 
which  it  was  granted  were  these  :— Mr.  Winslow 
served  for  nearly  thirty  years,  thirteen  of  which 
were  in  the  office  of  Commissioner  of  Lunacy,  and 
seventeen  more  as  Master  in  Lunacy.  On  the 
4th  of  February,  1869,  he  presented  a  petition  to 
Lord  Chancellor  Chelmsford,  stating,  that  he  was 
labouring  under  serious  permanent  infirmities. 
That  petition  was  supported  by  unexceptional 
certificates  from  two  physicians  and  one  surgeon. 
Mr,  Winslow  was  obliged  to  resign  his  office 
owing  to  the  presure  of  pecuniary  difficulties. 
Before  Lord  Chancellor  Chelmsford  had  taken 
that  petition  into  consideration  be  left  office  with- 
out making  any  order.  Therefore,  according  to 
the  information  I  have  received,  it  is  not  true, 
as  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  any  former 
Lord  OhanceUor  ever  refused  this  pension.  Un- 
der the  cireumstanoes  I  have  stated  there  was  a 
delay  of  rather  more  than  two  years  before  the 
petition  was  presented  to  the  present  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, and  it  was  then  supported  by  hiffh  testi- 
monials, urging  the  propriety  of  Mr.  Winslow's 
claims,  from  Lord  Lyndhurst,  Lord  Brougham, 
Lord  Justice  Knight  Bruce,  Vice  Chancellor 
Stuart,  the  Lord  Chief  Baron,  Mr.  Montague 
Smith,  Mr.  Bovill,  Mr.  Malins,  and  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Holroyd.  Lord  Chelmsford  also  wrote  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Commissioner  Holroyd,  saying,  that 
it  would  give  him  great  pleasure  to  see  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  had  taken  a  fiivoorable  view  of 
Mr.  Winslow's  petition,  and  that  he  believed  it 
would  be  gratifying  to  the  whole  profession. 
•  With  these  papers  before  him  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor, with  the  concurrence  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 

Crown,  and  after  deliberate  consideration,  granted 
a  pension,  not  at  the  maximum  of  £1,200  a  year, 

but  at  £1,000,  or  £200  less." 

I  need  not  tell  your  Lordships  that  it  is 
with  regret  I  enter  into  this  suhject*  at 
what  I  will  call  a  most  painful  moment, 
hut  it  is  neceaaary  for  the  vindication  of 


tLOEDS) 

mj  own  conduct  that  I  should  do  so,  and 
I  trust  your  Lordships  will  listen  to  me 
for  a  few  moments   with   patience.      It 
is  quite  true  that  Mr.  Winslow,  formerly 
one  of  the  Masters  in  Lunacy,  was,  as  the 
Attorrfey  General  states,  in  pecuniary  diffi- 
culties.    He  was  afraid  of  coming  to  his 
office,  and  absented  himself  for  a  consider- 
able tine ;  and  I  also  heard  that  be  bad 
borrowed  a  considerable  sum   of    money 
from  the  keeper  of  a  lunatic  asylum.^   I 
thought  this  highly  unbecoming  and  im- 
proper in  a  person  who  stood  in  the  efaa- 
racter  of  visitor  of  houses  of  that  descrip- 
tion, and  I  therefore  desired  my  principAi 
Secretary  to  write  to  him  calling  his  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  he  had  been  absent  for 
a  considerable  time  without  leave  and  must 
retom  to  hfs  duties,  and  also  requesting 
an  explanation  of  the  circumstance  to  which 
I  have  already  alluded.     A  very  short  time 
after  that  letter  was  sent,  Mr.  Winslow 
came  to  my  room — I  am  happy  to  state 
that  both  then  and  on  a  sabsequent  oeea- 
sion  my  Secretary  was  present  —  and  he 
stated    that,   having    served   a  consider- 
able time,  he  was  most  anxious  to  resign 
his  office,  and  hoped  I  would  reeomme»d 
him  for  a  pension.     I  told  him  that,  how- 
ever painful  it  might  be  to  refuse  such  a 
request,   it  was  quite  impossible  for  me, 
under  the  circumstancesi  to  give  any  sndi 
recommendation.  Mr.  Winslow  went  away ; 
but  he  came  back  again  in  about  a  week 
— the   exact    number  of   days   does   not 
signify — but  he   then  said   that    he   was 
prepared  to  resign  his  office,    provided  I 
would  recommend  him  to  a  penuon.    I 
told  him  then  most  distinctly,  as   I  had 
told  him  before,  "Mr.  Winslow,    under- 
stand this  ;  if  you  resign,  you  do  as  yon 
please,   but  it  must  be  with  the  perfeet 
understanding  that  I  cannot,  and  will  not, 
recommend  you  to  a  pension."     About  a 
week  after   that  my   principal   Secretary 
told  me  that  he  had  received  a   petition 
from  Mr.  Winslow,  desiring  to  resign  his 
office  on  the  ground  of  ill-health,  and  send- 
ing a  certificate  to  that  effect.     Without 
looking  at  the  petition  I  told  ny  Secretary 
that  this  was  clearly  an  afterthoncht,  ^at 
Mr.   Winslow  had  never  contemplated  re- 
signing on  the  ground  of  ill-health,  that 
therefore  I  could  not  look  either  at  the 
petition  or  the  certificate,  and  I  desired 
them  to  be  returned.  They  were  returned ; 
and  Mr.  Winslow  resigned  his  office  wi^ 
out  further   communication  and   without 
having  been  recommended  for  a  pensioii. 
Some  time  afterwards— I  forget  wiMlher 
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in  the  time  of  Lord  Chancellor  Campbell 
or  of  the  present  Chancellor— Mr.  Wins- 
low  wrote  several  letters  entreating  me  to 
certify  that  he  had  retired  on  the  ground 
of  ill-health  ;  hut  I  positively  tefused  to 
do  so,  saying  that  in  making  any  snch 
declaration  I  should  he  stating  what  was 
untrue,  and  therefore  I  conld  not  yield  to 
the  application.  Among  others  who  com- 
municated with  me  on  the  subject  was  my 
yery  old  friend  Mr.  Commissioner  Holroyd. 
Unfortunately  the  letters  which  Mr.  Wins- 
low  wrote  to  me  I  no  longer  possess. 
About  a  year  and  a  half  ago  I  thonght 
there  could  be  no  further  occasion  for  them, 
and  I  threw  them  into  the  waste-paper 
basket ;  and  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of 
keeping  copies  of  my  own  letters.  It  is 
possible,  however,  that  Mr.  Commissioner 
Ilolroyd  may  have  the  letter  which  I  wrote 
to  him  about  the  same  time  on  the  same 
Bubject.  Mr.  Winslow  subsequently  wrote 
to  me  a  very  earnest  petition,  begging  that 
I  would  do  anythmg  I  could  to  help  him 
to  get  a  pensiout  upon  which  I  wrote  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Commissioner  Holroyd,  and 
to  the  best  of  my  recollection  what  I  said 
was  that  I  should  be  very  glad  if  the 
Chancellor  could  see  any  reason  for  grant- 
ing him  a  pension.  I  certainly  did  not 
say  that  such  a  step  would  be  gratifying  to 
the  whole  profession,  because  I  knew  that 
the  profession  were  very  little  acquainted 
with  Mr.  Winslow,  who  had  been  out  of 
their  ranks  for  thirty  years.  I  hope  Mr. 
Bolroyd  has  my  letter,  for  I  believe  that 
if  it  can  be  produced  it  will  establish  the 
accuracy  of  my  statement.  I  am  not  now 
complaining  that  this  pension  has  been 
granted,  and  I  was,  I  confess,  very  glad 
to  know,  considering  the  utter  ruin  which 
might  otherwise  fall  on  Mr.  Winslow  and 
his  family,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
<deettied  it  to  be  consistent  with  his  duty  to 
grant  him  a  pension.  I  am  not  at  all 
disposed  to  quarrel  with  that  course  being 
pursued,  and  I  am  simply  now  desirous  of 
explaining  my  own  position  in  the  matter. 
I  have  been  the  more  aniious  to  do  this, 
because  the  office  in  question  is  that  to 
which,  on  the  occurrence  of  the  vacancy, 
I  appointed  my  own  son-in-law,  a  gentle- 
man of  the  highest  character,  and  a  man 
whom  I  conscientiously  believe  to  have 
been  perfectly  competent  to  the  perform- 
ance of  the  duties  of  the  office.  I  have 
been  blamed  for  withdrawing  that  appoint- 
ment, inasmuch  the  doing  so  seemed  like 
admitting — but  which  I  never  can  admit — 
that  I  made  a  wrong  appointment.    I  do 


not  now  want  to  enter  into  the  p&inful 
pressnre  which  was  put  upon  me  on  that 
occasion,  or  to  speak  of  the  determination 
of  my  son-in-law  not  to  hold  an  appoint* 
ment  on  which  there  could  be  the  slightest 
reflection.  I  am  only  anxious  to  vindicate 
the  course  I  pursued.  I  have  no  wish  to 
impute  blame  in  the  matter  to  anybody, 
while  I  am  desirous  that  everything  con- 
nected with  the  granting  of  the  pension 
to  Mr.  Winslow  should,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  be  fully  understood  by  the 
public,  so  that  they  might  see  that  I  did 
not  only  not  encourage  any  expectation 
that  he  would  receive  a  pension,  but  that  I 
in  evefy  possible  way  discouraged  the  idea. 

Earl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I  do 
not  rise  to  make  any  comments  on  the 
statement  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord. 
He  spoke  of  a  letter  which  he  wrote  to 
Mr.  Commissioner  Holroyd.  I  would  simply 
ask  the  permission  of  the  House  to  read 
the  totter,  of  which  a  copy  has  been 
placed  in  my  hand  since  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  began  speaking.  It  is  as 
follows : — 

"July26, 18e2. 

"My  dear  Holroyd,— It  would  gire  me  very 
great  pleaBure  to  bear  that  the  Chancellor  had 
taken  a  &vourable  view  of  Mr.  Winslow's  caso, 
and  had  recommended  him  ibr  a  pension.  I  was 
yery  much  distressed  when  the  position  of  his  af- 
feirs  compelled  him  to  resign  his  office,  and  I  was 
anxious  to  do  eyery thing  in  my  power,  consistently 
with  my  duty,  to  prevent  the  unfortunate  neces- 
sity. After  so  many  years'  faithful  service  it 
seems  bard  that  be  should  lose  the  retiring  pen- 
sion whicb  many  who  have  served  less  and  not 
more  zealously  should  now  be  enjoying.  I  am 
sure  that  the  acknowledgment  of  Mr.  Wintlow's 
claim  would  be  gratifying  to  the  whole  profes- 
sion." 

RESIGNATION  OF  THE  LORD 
CHANCELLOR. 

Easl  GRANVILLE :  I  now  risei  my 
Lords,  for  another  purpose.  Yonr  Lord- 
ships are  aware,  not  only  from  public  ru- 
mour, but  officially  from  the  proceedings 
of  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  which 
are  communicated  to  as,  of  the  Resolution 
with  respect  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  which 
was  adopted  last  night  in  that  House.  It 
would  be  not  only  irregular  but  improper 
on  my  part  to  make  any  comment  on  that 
Resolntion.  I  deem  it,  howe?er,  to  be 
my  duty  to  inform  your  Lordships  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  requested  Lord  Pal- 
merston  this  morning  to  tender  to  Her 
Majesty  his  resignation  of  the  Great 
Seal  ;  and  that  Lord  Palraerston  has 
acted  upon  that  request.    It  may  be  in^ 
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terestiDg  to  your  Lordships  to  know  that 
the  Lord  ChaDcellor  hM  frequently  during 
the  last  fiye  months  requested  Lord  Pal- 
merston  to  aocept  bis  resignation  of  his 
office.  He  stated  that,  though  the  charges 
against  him  were  unjust,  it  might  be  in- 
jurious to  the  Government  and  to  the  pro- 
fession of  which  he  was  head  that  he  should 
eontinue  to  hold  office  with  any  suspicion 
of  improper  proceedings  resting  upon  him. 
Lord  Palmerston  on  those  occasions  in- 
duced him  to  withdraw  his  resignation, 
Lord  Palmerston  being  of  opinion,  in  which 
I  concurred,  that  the  Lord  Chancellor 
should  wait  for  the  fullest  Parliamentary 
iuTestigation  into  his  conduct.  And  now, 
after  the  fullest  Parliamentary  investiga- 
tion that  could  possibly  take  place,  I  am 
happy  to  state  the  Resolution  passed  last 
night  in  the  House  of  Commons  entirely 
con6rms  the  Report  of  the  Committee  of 
your  Lordships'  House  and  that  of  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that 
no  imputation  of  a  corrupt  or  unworthy 
nature  rests  on  the  Lord  Chancellor.  In 
consequence,  however,  of  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed by  the  House  of  Commons,  Jjord 
Palmerston  has  thought  it  right  to  tender 
to  Her  Majesty  the  advice  that  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord's  resignation  should  be 
accepted.  It  would,  I  may  add,  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  public  service  that  the 
Lord  Chancellor  should  retain  the  Seals 
until  after  the  prorogation  of  Parliament. 

UNITED    STATES— CLOSE    OF    THE 
CIVIL  WAR. 

Eabl  RUSSELL,  having  laid  on  the 
table  further  correspondence  with  respect 
to  the  war  in  America,  took  occasion  to 
read  the  following  extract  from  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Seward  to  Sir  Frederic  Bruce, 
dated  June  19,  1865:— 

*<  NotwithstandiDg,  however,  the  exoeptiont 
and  reservations  which  have  been  made  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  which  have  been 
herein  considered,  the  undersigned  accepts  with 
pleasure  the  declaration  by  which  Her  Migesty's 
uovemment  have  withdrawn  their  former  conces- 
sion of  a  belligerent  character  to  the  insurgents, 
and  this  Government  farther  freely  admits  that 
■the  normal  relation  between  the  two  countries 
being  practically  restored  to  the  condition  in 
which  they  stood  before  the  civil  war,  the  right 
to  search  British  vessels  has  come  to  an  end  by 
an  arrangement  satisfiMtory  in  every  material 
respect  between  the  two  nations." 

PENALTIES  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(no.  248.)      REPORT. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order).  * 

JSarl  QramiOe 


Lord  DENMAN  moved  the  omiaaioii  of 
all  the  words  in  the  4th  Clause  except, 
**  For  any  penalty  not  exceeding  £5  two 
months;"  also,  that  in  6(h  Clause  the 
words  ^'nofc  exceeding  £5"  should  be 
inserted. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDBRLEY 
intimated  that  ho  did  not  hear  the  proposed 
Amendments  of  Lord  Denman. 

After  a  few  words  from  Lord  Chelio- 

PORD, 

Lord  REDESDALE  said,  that  he  re- 
tained the  ohjectioo  to  the  Bill  which  he 
stated  on  a  previous  occasion,  that  it  would 
take  away  all  discretion  from  the  magis- 
trates. The  measure  had,  in  hia  opinion, 
never  been  properly  considered. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY 
considered  the  Bill  to  he  a  proper  and 
necessary  measure. 

Amendment  made. 

Standing  Orders  No.  37  and  38  m»- 
iidered  and  dispenssd  with. 

Then  it  was  mooei,  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  3\— (Xord  Stanley  of  Alderley,) 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  as  neither 
of  his  Amendments  were  attended  to  be 
felt  compelled  to  divide  the  House  against 
the  Bill. 

An  Amendment  mo^ed^  to  leare  out 
(<*  now/')  and  insert  (*'  this  Day  Three 
Months.")— (iord  Denman,) 

On  Question,  That  ''  now  *'  stand  part 
of  the  Motion?  their  Lordships  divvdeai — 
Contents  22  ;  Not-Contents  14 :  Majority 
8: — Resolved  in  i\iQ  Affi/rmative  :  Bill  read 
3*  accordingly,  with  the  Amendments»  and 
passed^  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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IMPRISONMENT  OF  BRITISH 

SUBJECTS  IN  ABYSSINIA. 

OBSBBTATIONS. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD,  in  ming  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  Papers 
lelating  to  the  Imprisonment  of  British 
Subjects  in  Abyssinia,  presented  by  com- 
mand of  Her  Majesty,  said,  that  a  discus- 
sion had  taken  place  elsewhere,  in  which 
great  injustice  had  been  done  to  Consul 
Cameron.  In  that  debate  circumstances 
were  so  jumbled  together,  facts  were  so 
misplaced,  and  such  a  mist  was  cast  over 
all  these  transactions,  that  it  was  impos- 
sible to  obtain  a  clear  view  of  the  circum- 
stances ;  and  that  had  been  done  for  the 
purpose  of  exculpating  the  Foreign  Office 
from  the  blame  which  attached  to  them, 
and  of  loading  Captain  Cameron  with  the 
obloquy,  if  he  might  so  call  it,  of  having 
been  the  author  of  his  own  sufferings.  Mr. 
Layard  stated  that  Captain  Cameron  was 
appointed  Consul  at  Massowah,  a  small 
town  on  the  Red  Sea,  and  that  he  was 
directed  most  positiyely  to  refrain  from  in- 
terfering in  any  way  whatcTer  in  the  in- 
ternal affairs  of  the  country,  to  refrain 
from  mixing  himself  up  with  intrigues, 
or  attaching  himself  to  any  party  in  the 
country.  He  was  merely  to  go  to  the 
King  to  deliyer  presents  and  then  to  re- 
turn to  Massowah,  and  there  promote  by 
every  means  in  his  power  the  trade  of  Eng- 
land with  Abyssinia.  The  real  fact  was 
that  he  was  accredited  Consul  in  Abys- 
sinia, as  Mr.  Plowden  had  been  before  him, 
and  this  was  clearly  established  by  the 
terms  of  the  Treaty  of  1849.  On  the 
24th  of  July,  I860,  Captain  Cameron  was 
gazetted  in  terms  which  proved  that  he 
was  to  act  as  Consul  in  Abyssinia.  This 
had  a  most  important  bearing  upon  the 
case,  because  it  was  laid  to  the  charge  of 
Captain  Cameron  that  he  had  no  right  at 
all  to  remain  in  Abyssinia  after  delivering 
the  letters  and  presents  with  which  he  was 
charged,  but  should  have  returned  at  once 
to  Massowah.  Now,  among  other  papers 
laid  upon  the  table,  were  the  instructions 
of  Captain  Cameron,  and  those  instructions 
would  satisfy  their  Lordships  that  he  was 
not  sent  to  Abyssinia  merely  to  deliver 
presents,  but  was  to  remain  there  as  Con- 
sul. The  instructions  sent  him  on  the  2nd 
of  February,  1861,  were  as  follows : — 

"Your  first  duty  on  arriviDg  in  Massowah, 
which  yon  will  oonnder  as  the  heiS-quarter  of  your 
consulate,  will  be  to  make  yourself  acquainted 
with  the  general  state  of  political  afGEurs  in  Abys- 
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sinia.  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  so  imper* 
feotly  informed  m  regard  to  what  may  have  hap- 
pened in  that  country  aioce  the  death  of  your 
predecessor  that  I  am  unable  to  lay  down  any 
very  precise  rules  for  the  guidance  of  your  con- 
duct. The  civil  war  which  prevailed  at  that  time 
may  have  been  brought  to  a  conclusion  decidedly 
fiivourable  to  one  or  other  of  the  contending  par* 
ties,  or  it  may  still  prevail  with  the  alternate  suc- 
cess of  either.  It  seems  to  Her  Blajesty's  Govern- 
ment undesirable  that  you  should  avow  yourself 
the  partisan  of  either  of  the  contending  parties 
if  the  contest  is  still  going  on.  Whatever  interest 
Her  Majesty's  Government  may  haye  in  Abyssinia 
can  best  be  advanced  by  the  tranquillity  of  the 
country;  but  if  the  British  agent  becomes  the 
partisan  of  one  side,  the  rivalry  of  European  in- 
terests, which,  however  disavowed  by  the  Govern- 
ments of  Europe,  is  almost  invariably  found  to 
exist  on  the  part  of  their  agents  in  such  countries 
as  Abyssinia,  will  stimulate  foreign  agents  to  de- 
clare a  partisanship  for  the  other,  and  thus  a  civil 
contest  will  be  promoted  and  encouraged,  which 
would  otherwise  die  out  of  itself,  or  very  shortly 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion  by  the  decided  prepon- 
derance of  a  victorious  party.  The  principles, 
therefore,  on  which  you  should  act  are-^absti- 
nence  from  any  course  of  proceeding  by  which  a 
preference  for  either  party  should  be  imputable  to 
you ;  abstinence  from  all  intrigues  to  set  up  an 
exclusive  British  influence  in  Abyssinia ;  and, 
lastly,  the  promotion  of  amicable  arrangements 
between  the  rival  candidates  for  power.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  aware  that  religious  rivalry 
has  contributed  its  share  to  promote  dissension  in 
Abyssinia,  but  such  rivalry  should  receive  no 
countenance  from  a  British  agent,  on  the  con- 
trary, his  study  should  be  to  extend  as  fiu*  as  pos- 
sible general  toleration  of  all  Obristian  sects,  as 
being  most  consistent  with  the  doctrines  of  Obris- 
tianity  and  with  sound  policy.  The  British  Go- 
vernment claim  no  authority  to  set  up  or  advocate 
in  a  foreign  country  one  sect  of  Christianity  in  pre- 
ference to  another;  all  that  they  would  urge  upon 
the  rulers  of  any  such  country  is  to  show  equal  &- 
your  and  toleration  to  the  professors  of  all  Chris- 
tian sects.  But,  although  it  is  not  desirable  that 
you  should  engage  in  a  contest  with  the  agent  of 
any  other  Power  for  superiority  of  influence,  or  that 
you  should  openly  exhibit  suspicion  or  jealousy  of 
his  proceedings,  or  of  the  influence  which  he  may 
be  supposed  to  have  acquired,  it  will  be  your 
duty  closely  to  watch  any  proceedings  which 
may  tend  to  alter  the  state  of  possession  either 
on    the   sea-coast  or    in    the    interior    of  tho 


country,  and  you  will  keep  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment at  home,  and  Her  Mi^esty's  Governor 
General  of  India,  fully  informed  of  all  matters  of 
interest  which  may  come  under  your  observation, 
sending  your  despatches  under  flying  seal  in  the 
one  case  through  Her  Mi^ty's  agent  and  Consul 
General  in  Egypt,  and  in  the  other  through  the  po- 
litical agent  at  Aden.  In  addition  to  matters  of 
a  political  or  commercial  nature,  you  will  pay 
particular  attention  to  any  traffic  in  slaves  wMch 
may  be  carried  on  within  your  district,  and  report 
fully  upon  the  same ;  and  you  will  further  avail 
yourself  of  any  suitable  opportunity  to  impress 
upon  any  native  rulers  who  may  directly  or  in- 
dureotly  encourage  or  permit  such  a  trafik),  the 
abhorrence  in  which  it  is  held  by  the  British  Go- 
vernment, and  the  dislike  with  which  any  parties 
who  may  have  reoonrse  to  it  are  likely  to  be  re- 
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fRrded  in  Uus  coantj7."-*[Algr88iiiia  Ptpert  (1) 
p,  1.]  I 

Hov  wonld  it  have  been  posfiible  for  Cap- ' 
tain  Cameron  to  have  acted  up  to  those 
instructions  if  he  had  been  constantly  re- 
sident at  Mattowahy  which  was  400  miles 
from  Oondar,  the  capital  of  Abjssinta  ? 
Captain  Cameron  had  also  seen  all  the 
official  correspondence  of  his  predecessor, 
Mr.  Plowden,  who  had  been  continuallj 
in  Abjasinia,  and  had  absolutely  received 
an  allowance  during  the  kst  twelve  years 
of  his  life  for  travelling  expenses  in  that 
country.  Captain  Cameron,  therefore,  na- 
turally thought  he  was  to  follow  in  the 
footsteps  of  his  predecessor,  and,  acting 
under  his  instructions,  remained  in  Abys- 
sinia. Captain  Cameron  having  arrived  in 
that  country  in  April,  1862,  was  unable 
to  deliver  the  letters  and  presents  to  the 
King  until  October  of  that  year,  and  he 
was  then  received  in  the  most  flattering 
manner.  The  King  continued  on  amicable 
terms  with  him  until  March,  1863,  when 
something  occurred  which  induced  the  King 
to  alter  his  conduct  towards  him.  Now, 
Mr.  Layard  said — 

'*  The  Consul  presented  Earl  Russell's  letter, 
together  with  the  presents,  to  the  King,  and  at 
first  was  well  received,  but  presently  got  a  strong 
bint  to  leave  the  country.  They  began  bj  cut- 
ting his  provisions  short ;  and  the  King,  who  at 
first  had  sent  his  provisions  from  his  own  house, 
gradually  diminished  the  supply  until  he  was 
nearly  starved.  He  was  surrounded  by  spies,  and 
every  effort  was  made  to  induce  him  to  leave 
Gondar,  which,  according  to  his  instructions,  he 
ought  to  have  done  inunediately  on  delivering  his 
presents." 

There  must  be  some  confusion  in  dates  in 
that  statement,  because  it  would  appear 
from  it  that  the  King  had  endeavoured  to 
force  Captain  Cameron  away  immediately 
on  his  arrival ;  whereas  there  was  the 
strongest  possible  proof  that  down  to  the 
month  of  April,  1863,  the  King  was  on 
the  best  possible  terms  with  him.  It  hap* 
pened  that  when  Captain  Cameron  arrived 
in  Abyssinia  the  King  had  for  a  consider- 
able time  entertained  a  strong  desire  that 
an  embassy  should  be  sent  from  this  coun- 
try in  pursuance  of  the  Treaty  of  1849. 
Captain  Cameron,  in  reference  to  that 
matter,  said — 

"I  wrote  immediately  (to  the  King),  stathig 
that  I  was  deputed  to  present  him  with  certain 
fp£iM  and  a  letter  of  ^troduotion ;  also  to  discuss 
with  him  regarding  the  future  ;  that,  when  Mr. 
Plowden  was  killed,  there  were  two  points  under 
diiousdon — 1,'  a  treaty ;  3,  the  sending  an  em- 
batty  tp  England.  I  offsred  to  take  these  up 
where  M«.  Plowden  had  left  them." 

Lord  Chelmsford 


Mr.  Layard  says — 

"  Now,  that  was  altogether  eontrary  to  the  in- 
structions he  had  received.  So  &r  wae  Consal 
Cameron  from  being  instructed  to  propose  an  em- 
bassy to  England  from  the  Kine,  that  he  was 
distinctly  told  that  Her  Majesty^s  Govemment 
would  not  entertaia  the  idea  of  a  miasion  unlets 
he  gave  up  all  idea  of  conquering  the  Turks  and 
invading  Turkish  territory.  So  that  Cental 
Cameron  was  not  justified  in  making  such  a  pro- 
posal to  the  King." 

If  such  instructions  were  ever  giren  to 
Captain  Cameron,  why  had  they  not  been 
laid  upon  the  table?  But  the  idea  that 
such  instructions  had  been  given  was  no- 
founded.  The  Emperor,  in  reply  to  Cap- 
tain Cameron's  letter,  sent  an  autograph 
letter  to  this  country,  which  was  delivered 
to  Captain  Cameron  for  the  purpose  of  its 
being  forwarded  to  England.  What  did 
Mr.  Layard  say f  "I  have  reason  to 
think "  (the  hon.  Gentleman  ncTer  gave 
any  reason  why  he  thought)  "  that  this 
letter  was  entirely  got  up  by  Captain 
Cameron,  who  wished  to  come  to  this 
country  with  an  embassy.'*  Now,  there 
were  circumstances  showing  that  this  letter 
had  been  prepared  long  before  Captain 
Cameron  arrived  in  Abyssinia.  The  letter 
was  received  in  the  Foreign  Office  on  the 
12th  of  February,  1863.  The  despatch 
from  Captain  Cameron  which  accompanied 
it  was  not  published  in  the  papers  on  the 
subject,  but  there  was  a  reference  to  a 
despatch  from  Consul  Cameron  of  the  31st 
of  October,  and  no  doubt  this  waa  the  de- 
spatch which  had  come  with  the  King's 
letter.  On  the  2nd  of  April,  nearly  two 
months  after  the  receipt  of  the  letter,  a 
communication  was  sent  from  the  Foreign 
Office  to  Consul  Cameron,  and  yet  there 
was  not  in  that  communication  the  slightest 
intimation  that  such  a  letter  had  been  re* 
ceived.  If  the  letter  was  meant  as  an 
inducement  to  this  country  to  engage 
in  a  war  which  the  King  had  entered 
into  against  the  Turks,  why  could  not  the 
Government  have  ascertained,  in  a  space 
of  two  months,  what  would  be  the  proper 
answer  to  give  to  it  ?  The  letter  was  an- 
swered in  May,  1864,  fifteen  months  after 
it  had  been  received.  It  would  appear, 
however,  that  Mr.  Layard  was  of  opinion 
it  never  ought  to  have  been  answered,  for 
he  said — 


"  A  great  deal  has  been  said  as  to  no 
having  been  sent  to  the  letter  fi*om  the  Ring.  I 
will  ask  any  Impartial  person — knowing  that  thai 
letter  originated  after  a  diatinct  ondemtandigg 
with  the  King  that  fiber  Majesty's  GovannMt 
would  not  receive  a  mission  until  he  had  giveo 
up  alii  doa  of  ooaqnest.npon  Turkey ■  "after  ra* 
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jooting  a  treftty  which  authorized  him  to  send  a 
mission  to  Europe — whether  anj  person  would 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  answer  that  letter 
at  all.  I  can  only  saj  that  eTon  now,  after  what 
has  passed,  if  the  letter  were  put  into  my  hands 
I  should  say  it  did  not  require  an  answer.  The 
first  letter  of  the  King  had  heen  answered,  and 
we  did  not  wish  that  Consul  Cameron  should 
oome  home  on  a  mission.  Having  no  wish  to 
answer  that  letter,  we  sent  it  to  the  India  Office 
to  know  whether  they  wished  to  answer  it.  Not 
a  hit  of  it.  They  did  not  think  it  necessary  that 
a  mission  should  be  sent  to  this  country,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  get  us  to  go  to  war  with 
Turkey." 

He  should  like  to  know  when  it  had  heen 
formally  commuDicated  to  the  King  that 
we  would  not  go  to  war  with  Turkey. 
When  had  a  treaty  been  negotiated  which 
authorized  him  to  send  a  mission  to  Europe  ? 
He  should  like  to  know  when  an  unaer- 
Btanding  had  been  come  to  with  the  King 
that  a  mission  from  him  would  not  be  re- 
oeiTod  by  Her  Majesty's  Government  till 
he  had  given  no  all  idea  of  conquest  upon 
Turkey.  He  did  not  find  any  suggestion 
to  that  effect  in  the  papers  before  their 
Lordships.  He  must  say  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, Mr.  Layard's  speech  was  not  be- 
coming the  importance  of  the  occasion,  or 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  official  position.  Did 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Russell)  agree  with 
him,  and  say  that  even  now,  after  what 
had  passed,  if  the  letter  were  put  into  his 
bands,  he  should  say  it  did  not  require  an 
answer  ?  The  unfortunate  captives  had 
now  been  in  prison  for  a  period  of  about 
twenty  months ;  but  Mr.  Layard  threw 
the  blame  of  the  Consul's  captivity  on 
Consul  Cameron  himself.     He  said^> 

"  In  this  case  Consul  Cameron  had  exeeeded 
his  instructions  ;  he  might  hare  left  the  country, 
but  be  mixed  himself  up  with  its  affairs,  and  at 
this  moment  it  is  impossible  to  say  why  he  is 
imprisoned ;  but  any  one  who  reads  the  papers 
that  haTO  been  kid  upon  the  table  will  see  that 
DO  one  is  to  blame  for  what  has  happened  but 
himself.'' 

The  fact  was  that  the  King  had  been 
greatly  mistaken  by  some  publications  of 
Mr.  Stern,  and  other  circumstances  ;  but 
he  contended  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
misery  and  mischief  endured  by  the  onp- 
tiyes  had  been  brought  about  in  conse- 
quence of  the  King's  letter  not  haying 
been  answered.  They  had  one  of  the  cap- 
tiyea*  writing,  **  No  hope  of  a  release  till 
a  ciyil  answer  has  been  sent ;"  and  what 
did  Sir  William  Coghlan  say  ?— 

<*  There  aro  probably  seyeral  causes  for  his 
altered  demeanour  towards  Captain  Cameron,  the 
British  Consul ;  one  only  need  now  be  specified, 
but  that  is  believed  to  be  the  chief  of  them:  it 


is  the  long  delay  in  replying  to  the  letter  which 
he  addressed  to  Her  Majesty  in  December,  1862, 
or  January,  1868.  It  is  understood  that  his  dig- 
nity is  grievously  wounded  by  the  silenoe,  which 
he  acoeptf  as  an  affiront ;  and  this  sense  of  injury, 
coupled  with  other  circumstances,  has  led  to  the 
deplorable  state  of  a&irs  now  existing  at  Gondar." 

He  thought,  therefore,  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  the  neglect  to  answer  the  letter 
was  tho  principal  cause  of  the  mischief. 
He  had  always  maintained  that  when  this 
unfortunate  fate  had  fallen  upon  these  un- 
happy people  it  was  the  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty s  Government  to  send  oat  at  the 
earliest  period  a  mission,  headed  by  an 
Englishman,  with  suitable  presents  to  tho 
Emperor  of  Abyssinia,  in  order  to  procure 
their  release.  That  opinion  he  still  main- 
tained. Unfortunately,  Mr.  Bassam  was 
appointed  to  this  delicate  mission.  Mr. 
I^yard  had  stated  that  Mr.  Rassam  had 
been  misunderstood  and  vituperated.  Cer- 
tainly, however,  Mr.  Rassam  had  never 
been  vituperated  by  him.  What  he  (Lord 
Chelmsford)  had  stated  on  a  former  occa- 
sion was — 

'*  That  Mr.  Rassam  bad.been  of  great  assistance 
to  Mr.  Layard  in  his  <»perations  at  Nineveh.  He 
was  the  assistant  to  tne  Political  Resident  at 
Aden,  and  no  doubt  a  man  of  great  ability,  and 
one  who  might  well  have  been  intrusted  with  any 
other  mission  than  this  ;  but  the  fact  of  his  being 
an  Asiatic,  and  not  an  European,  was  entirely 
against  any  hope  of  success." 

That  opinion  he  still  entertained,  and  he 
thought  that  his  belief  was  warranted  by 
the  result.  Mr.  Rassam  arrived  at  Mas- 
sowah  ;  and  though  the  Emperor  knew 
that  he  had  in  his  possession  a  letter  ad- 
dressed to  himself,  he  had  refused  him  an 
audience.  He  had  mentioned  on  a  former 
occasion  that  the  Emperor  sent  two  Abys- 
sinians  to  see  what  sort  of  a  mission  was 
sent  with  Mr.  Rassam.  Mr.  Layard,  al- 
luding to  this  subject,  said — 

^  It  was  said  that  the  Emperor  was  displeased 
at  the  smallness  of  Mr.  Rassam's  mission.  But 
the  mission  did  not  consist  of  Mr.  Rassam  alone  ; 
he  was  accompanied  by  a  medical  man  and  other 
gentlemen,  and  had  with  him  a  small  vessel  of 
war.  So  fiir  from  the  Emperor  having  been  dis- 
pleased by  the  smallness  of  the  mission,  I  have 
reason  to  believe  that  he  was  frightened  by  the 
vessel  of  war." 

This  course  was  a  most  extraordinary  one 
to  pursue.  The  noble  Earl  upon  a  former 
occasion  advised  them  not  to  resort  to  any 
threats  or  menaces^  because  if  that  were 
done  they  might  be  sure  that  the  Em- 
pror  of  Abyssinia,  instead  of  surrendering 
his  prisoners^  would  wreak  his  anger  upon 
his  unhappy  captivei.  Now,  however,  the 
Under    Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
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Affairs  stated  that  he  had  reason  to  belieye 
that  the  Emperor  had  been  frightened  by 
the  small  yessel  of  war.  He  had  already 
shown  that  several  persons  of  experience 
and  knowledge  of  the  conntrj  had  offered 
to  undertake  the  dangerous  task  of  visiting 
Abyssinia,  and  that  these  offers  had  been 
made  by  gentlemen  who  entertained  san- 
guine prospects  of  success.  Among  others 
he  muht  mention  the  names  of  Dr.  Beke 
and  Sir  William  Coghlan,  the  latter  of 
whom  was  a  general  officer.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State,  however,  objected  to 
a  mission  of  this  description,  because  if  the 
Emperor  were  to  seixe  these  gentlemen 
and  put  them  to  death  the  Government 
would  be  responsible,  and  the  Government 
shrunk  from  that  responsibility.  But,  if 
there  were  persons  generous  enough  to 
expose  their  lives  for  the  sake  of  their 
fellow-creatures,  he  could  not  see  why  their 
offers  should  not  be  accepted.  He  was 
not  aware  what  course  haa  been  pursued 
by  the  Government  since  Mr.  Rassam  had 
been  unable  to  deliver  this  letter  to  the 
Emperor.  He  stated  on  a  former  occa- 
sion that,  notwithstanding  that  the  noble 
Earl  said  that  it  would  not  do  to  send 
presents  to  a  semi-barbarous  Sovereign, 
because  it  would  lead  to  a  belief  on  his 
part  that  presents  were  to  be  procured  by 
ill-using  foreigners,  he  understood  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  sent  out  500  stand  of 
arms  as  a  present  to  the  Emperor.  There- 
fore everything  that  ought  to  have  been 
done  originally  that  was  not  done  had 
since  been  done.  He  repeated  that  it  was 
an  insult  not  to  answer  the  letter  of  the 
King  of  Abyssinia  for  fifteen  months,  and 
the  only  reparation  was  by  sending  a  mis- 
sion, and  thus  endeavouring  to  release  the 
captives.  It  was  a  reproach  to  England 
to  allow  these  persons  to  languish  in  prison 
without  using  our  utmost  endeavours,  and 
those  pointed  out  by  proper  and  expe- 
rienced persons,  to  endeavour  at  least, 
though  fate,  to  relieve  them  from  that 
misery  which  was  mainly  attributable  to 
the  noble  Earl's  conduct  in  this  affair. 

Earl  RUSSELL :  My  Lords,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  has  to-night,  as  on  a 
former  occasion,  shown  himself  to  be  en- 
tirely regardless  of  the  safety  of  Consul 
Cameron  and  the  other  persons  imprisoned 
by  the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia,  in  his  solici- 
tude, that  the  blame  on  this  subject  should 
be  attributed  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Others  who  are  also  not  friendly 
to  the  present  Government,  and  who  are 
much  more  intimately  itbquainted  with  the 
Lord  Chelmsford  ' 


facts  of  the  case  and  the  character  of  the 
ruler  of  Abyssinia,  have  neTertheloM  ab- 
stained from  pursuing  the  coarse  adopted 
by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  feeling 
convinced  that  the  case  is  one  which  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Government  of  the 
day,  and  that  they  ought  to  be  left  at  foil 
liberty  to  issue  such  directions  as  thej 
may  deem  expedient  under  the  peealiar 
circumstances  of  the  case.  The  noble  tod 
learned  Lord  must  be  perfectly  aware  thit 
his  reason  for  not  disclosing  on  a  fonoer 
occasion  all  the  information  Her  Majestj'i 
Government  possessed  upon  this  m&tter 
was  an  anxiety  to  avoid  taking  any  steps 
that  might  possibly  provoke  greater  per- 
secution or  cruelty  towards  British  subjects 
in  Abyssinia.  It  was  obvious,  howerer, 
from  the  facts  already  made  known  thst 
Consul  Cameron  had  not  executed  the  in- 
structions which  he  had  received  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  noble  and 
le&rned  Lord  had  said  that  an  entirely  nev 
policy  had  been  adopted  towards  Abys- 
sinia. [Lord  Chelmsford  dissented.]  I 
understood  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  to 
say  so  ;  but,  however,  I  will  show  him  what 
has  been  done  by  my  predecessor,  Lord 
Clarendon.  In  1849,  the  then  ruler  of 
Abyssinia — Ras  Ali — made  a  treaty  with 
this  country,  and  it  was  part  of  that  treaty 
that  a  mission  should  be  sent  from  Abys- 
sinia to  this  country.  But  in  November  27, 
1855,  Lord  Clarendon  wrote  to  say  that, 
though  the  establishment  of  friendly  rela- 
tions between  the  two  countries  would  be 
of  great  advantage  to  both,  and,  though 
the  Queen  would  have  much  pleasure  in 
receifing  a  mission  from  the  Emperor,  yet 
it  was  solely  on  the  condition  that  His  Ma- 
jesty should  give  a  distinct  assurance  that  he 
renounced  all  idea  of  conquest  in  Egypt  and 
at  Massowah.  The  noble  and  learned  Loid 
says  that  there  is  no  proof  that  the  Effl* 

?eror  received  that  despatch;  but,  as  ^. 
lowden  received  that  despatch  in  1856, 
and  he  lived  there  until  1860,  there  if 
every  reason  to  believe  that  it  was  commo* 
nicated  to  the  Emperor.  Ras  Ali,  how- 
ever, was  overthrown  by  the  present  King 
of  Abyssinia.  Dr.  Beke,  whom  the  ooble 
and  learned  Lord  represented  as  beiog 
exceedingly  well  acquainted  with  the 
affairs  of  Abyssinia,  says  of  the  P^^ 
ruler,  to  whom  Ras  Ali  bad  given  one « 
his  daughters  to  wife — 

"With  great  talents  and  energy,  imbitioa, 
oombined  with  hypocrisy,  treachery,  and  •» 
cruelty,  is  a  prominent  feature  of  hit  oharaettff 
and  ho  was  not  long  in  revolting  against  his  b«D*' 
&otor  and  &ther-in-law." 
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This  is  the  opinion  of  the  gentleman 
whom  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  is 
anxious  that  I  should  send  out  to  inter* 
cede  for  the  captiyes,  and  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  he  is  perfectly  willing  to  go. 
Now,  we  know  perfectly  well  that  Mr. 
Stem,  a  missionary,  wrote  books  in  this 
country  in  which  he  gaye  a  similar  ac- 
count of  the  King  of  Abyssinia,  and  be 
took  two  of  those  books  to  Abyssinia. 
His  serrants  were  cruelly  tortured,  and 
he  was  afterwards  imprisoned,  owing  very 
much  to  the  information  given  to  the 
King  that  he  had  written  these  books. 
And  yet  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
recommended  that  I  should  accept  the 
generous  and  courageous  offer  of  Dr. 
Beke,  and  send  out  a  man  who  is  al- 
most certain  to  be  imprisoned  by  the 
King,  as  the  fact  of  these  books  being 
published  is  certain  to  be  made  known 
to  the  King  by  the  enemies  of  this 
country.  Consul  Plowden,  in  one  of  his 
journeys,  was  taken  prisoner  by  one  of 
the  parties  in  rebellion,  but  he  was 
ransomed,  and  died  soon  afterwards.  We 
were  at  first  under  the  impression  that 
the  ransom  had  been  paid  by  the  King, 
but  we  learned  afterwards  that  it  was 
paid  by  his  relatives,  who  had  raised  the 
sum  necessary.  When  Captain  Cameron, 
who  had  filled  the  office  of  Vice  Consul, 
was  appointed  Consul,  I  sent  him  the 
following  instructions — 

**It  seems  to  Her  Mi^jetty's  OoTemment  un- 
desirable that  yoQ  should  avoir  jonrself  the 
partisan  of  either  of  the  eontending  parties  if 
the  oontestis  still  going  on.  WbateTer  interest 
Her  Majesty's  Government  may  have  in  Abys- 
sinia  oan  best  be  advanoed  by  the  tranquillity  of 
the  country ;  but  if  the  British  agent  becomes 
the  partisan  of  one  side,  the  rivalry  of  European 
interests,  which,  however  disavowed  by  the 
Governments  of  Europe,  is  almost  invariably 
fi>und  to  exist  on  the  part  of  their  agents  in 
such  oountries  as  Abyssinia,  will  stimulate  foreign 
agents  to  declare  a  partisanship  for  the  other,  and 
thus  a  civil  contest  will  be  promoted  and  encour- 
aged, which  would  otherwise  die  out  of  itself,  or 
very  shortly  be  brought  to  a  conclusion  by  the 
decided  preponderance  of  a  victorious  party."— 
[p.  1.] 

Whether  the  policy  were  bad  or  good, 
these  instructions,  I  should  think,  were  at 
least  clear  and  intelligible.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  moved  for  a  copy  of  the 
King's  letter  to  the  Queen,  which  is  now 
before  year  Lordships.  Be  it  remarked 
that  Lord  Clarendon  had  told  Consul 
Plowdeu  that  the  Government  would  not 
sanction  any  proceeding  by  the  King  of 
Abyssinia  against  Egypt  and  the  Turks. 
In  that  letter  the  Bang  says — 

TOL.  CLXXX.      [iHDtD  8IBIB8.] 


"  My  fiithers  the  Emperors  having  forgotten  our 
Creator,  He  handed  over  their  kingdom  to  the 
Gallas  and  Turks.  But  God  created  me,  lifted 
me  out  of  the  dust,  and  restored  this  empire  to 
my  rule.  He  endowed  me  with  power,  and  en- 
bled  me  to  stand  in  the  plaoe  of  my  fathers.  By 
his  power  I  drove  away  the  Gallas.  But  for  the 
Tuns  I  have  told  them  to  leave  the  land  of  my 
ancestors.  They  reftise.  I  am  now  going  to 
wresUe  with  them."-{p.  3.] 

That  is,  he  meant  to  go  to  war.  He  then 
goes' on— 

**  Mr.  Plowden,  and  my  late  Grand  Chamber- 
lain, the  Englishman  Bell, used  to  tell  me  that  there 
is  a  great  Christian  Queen,  who  loves  all  Chris- 
tians. When  they  said  to  me  this,  <  We  are  able 
to  make  you  known  to  her,  and  to  establish  friend- 
ship between  you,'  then  in  those  times  I  was  very 
glad.  I  gave  them  my  love,  thinking  that  I  had 
found  your  Majesty's  goodwill.  All  men  are  sub- 
ject to  death,  and  my  enemies,  thinking  to  injurs 
me,  killed  these  my  friends.  But  by  the  power 
of  God  I  have  exterminated  those  enemies,  not 
leaving  one  aUve,  though  they  were  of  mv  own 
family,  that  I  may  get,  by  the  power  of  God,  your 
friendship."H!P-  9] 

Now  these  persons — some  say  to  the  num* 
ber  of  300,  some  800,  and  some  1,500— 
were  massacred  in  cold  blood  after  they 
had  been  defeated  in  battle  and  sarren- 
dered  to  the  Ring.  Now,  was  Her  Majesty 
to  be  advised  that  the  putting  to  death  of 
persons  in  this  manner  was  the  way  in 
which  to  gain  Her  Majesty's  friendship  ? 
It  was  impossible  for  ns  to  take  any 
such  coorse.  I  cannot  imagine  that  the 
simple  delay  of  a  letter  would,  without 
other  causes,  account  for  the  King's  anger. 
Dr.  Beke,  speaking  of  the  o£Fence  supposed 
to  have  been  occasioned  by  this  delay, 
says— 

« If  it  is  meant  that  this  was  the  first  cause 
of  offence,  the  correctness  of  such  an  opinion  may 
be  questioned.  It  is  true  that  many  months  had 
elapsed,  but  the  reply  to  the  letter  sent  at  the 
same  time  to  the  Emperor  Napoleon  had  only  just 
arrived  ;  and  had  there  been  no  other  cause  of 
dissatis&ction,  Theodore  would  not  have  been  so 
unreasonable  as  not  to  have  accepted  the  excuse 
which  the  British  Consul  might  easily  and  most 
reasonably  have  offered  for  the  delay — namely, 
that  while  the  letter  to  the  Emperor  of  the 
French  had  been  conveyed  immediately  and  di- 
rectly ih>m  Massowab  to  Egypt,  the  one  to  the 
Queen  of  England  had  to  lie  at  Massowab  till  an 
opportunity  presented  itself  of  forwarding  it  by 
the  roundabout  way  of  Aden." 

But  we  all  know  that  the  Abyssinians  are 
most  arbitrary  in  their  notions  of  govern- 
ment ;  there  is,  therefore,  no  saying  upon 
what  slight  ground  they  may  have  taken 
offence,  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
plainly  cannot  be  responsible  for  causes 
which  may  induce  the  Government  of  that 
country  to  imprison  a  British  Consul.  But 
what  we  do  know  and  what  wo  are  quite 
2  P 
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certain  of  18  that  Consul  Cameron,  haying 
had  Bpecial  direotions  not  to  interfere  in  the 
riTalriet  of  parties  in  that  country,  did  go 
to  Gondar,  and  did  interfere  in  K)cal  affairs. 
He  says  himself  that  he  saved  many 
lives  there.  But  he  did  this  by  making 
himself  a  partisan,  thereby  disobeying  the 
orders  he  had  receiyed.  We  did  what  we 
eottsidered  best  under  the  circumstances. 
Consul  Cameron  himself  points  out  that 
Mr.  Eassam  was  a  person  of  great  import- 
ance in  the  place  from  whiok  he  cane» 
neit  in  position  to  the  Goremor,  and  there- 
fore likely  to  be  acceptable  to  the  King  of 
Abyssinia. 

LoxD  CHELMSFORD  :  May  I  ask  the 
noble  Earl  where  the  statement  that  he  is 
new  making  is  to  be  found  ? 

EabI  RUSSELL:  If  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  wishes  for  detailed  informa- 
tion as  to  all  the  sources  of  information 
possessed  by  the  Foreign  Office  as  to  the 
character,  position*  and  qualifications  of 
the  messengers  whom  they  think  proper  to 
employ,  the  inquiry,  I  am  afraid,  will  be  a 
wide  one. 

Lord  CHELMSFORD  :  I  only  aak  for 
information  in  the  particular  case. 

Earl  RUSSELL:  The  information 
that  we  received  satisfied  us  that  the 
position  of  Mr.  Rassam  was  what  I  have 
already  stated.  My  impreision  is  that  the 
refusal  to  receive  the  Queen's  letter — if 
there  was  an  actual  refusal — was  owing, 
not  to  its  detention,  the  cause  to  whi^ 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  refers  it,  but 
to  other  circumstances,  one  of  these  being 
that  the  King  was  unable  to  guarantee  the 
safety  of  the  persons  conveying  the  letter, 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  country  about 
Mas^owah  being  occupied  by  fbrces  in  in- 
surrection against  his  authority.  That 
would  have  been  a  very  natural  reason 
why  he  shonkl  have  dechned  to  guarantee 
the  safety  of  the  bearer.  Another  expla- 
nation, and  the  one  we  are  inclined  to 
adopt,  is  that  he  may  have  wished  to  get 
a  large  British  force  into  his  power  in  order 
that  he  might  threaten  to  put  them  to 
death  in  case  the  Queen  did  not  comply 
with  his  wish  to  take  part  in  operations 
directed  against  Turkey.  To  carry  on  that 
war  was  avowed  originally  to  have  been 
his  object ;  it  was  so  stated  in  his  own 
letter.  And  what  would  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  anxious  to  lay  blame  on 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  have  said  if 
we  had  actually  sent  a  large  mission  to  the 
King  of  Abyssinia,  if  the  members  of  that 
misstOn  had  been  imprisoned,  and  if,  in  an 


unwholesome  country,  we  had  been  obliged 
to  undertake  warlike  measures  with  a  view 
to  accomplish  their  release  ?  How  power- 
fal  would  then  have  been  the  declamations 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  as  in  the 
case  last  year  of  the  Ashantees.  I  trust 
that  a  better  and  safer  way  of  establishing 
relations  with  the  King  of  Abyssinia  has 
been  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. Sir  William  Coghlan,  whom  I  con- 
sulted as  to  the  course  which  he  thought 
best  under  the  circumstances,  replied  ^at 
the  wisest  course  to  pursue  was  to  wait 
for  further  advices.  The  probability  was 
that  either  King  Theodore  or  his  enemies 
would  be  completely  defeated,  and  in  either 
event  negotiations  might  be  entered  upon 
more  advantageously  than  they  could  be 
now.  As  regards  the  presents,  for  the 
same  reason,  we  have  pursued  a  eantions 
policy.  If,  without  any  ransom  being  re- 
quired, we  hear  that  the  captives  hare 
been  set  free,  we  shall  doubtless  think  it 
right  to  make  the  King  some  suitable  ac- 
knowledgment. We  are  not,  at  all  events, 
going  to  undertake  a  war  on  behalf  of  the 
King  of  Abyssinia,  nor  on  behalf  of  a 
Consul  who  did  not  follow  his  instmctions. 
The  matter  is  one,  no  doubt,  of  consider- 
able difficulty,  nor  am  I  at  all  sarprised 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  should 
have  taken  it  up,  seeing  how  repeatedly  he 
and  his  Friends  have  made  attacks  on  the 
Government  for  the  policy  which  they  have 
pursued  in  reference  to  other  eoantries. 
Noble  Lords  opposite,  for  instance,  have 
repeatedly  expressed  a  wish  that  Italy 
should  not  be  united  ;  yet  that  object  has 
been  in  a  great  degree  accomplished  with 
the  approval  of  the  Government,  while  we 
had  the  happiness,  despite  the  machina- 
tions of  interested  parties*  to  see  the  een- 
test  in  America  brought  to  a  close  withevt 
breaking  our  neutrality.  I  have  now  stated 
the  course  which  the  Government  have 
deemed  it  to  be  their  duty  to  pursue  in 
the  present  instance,  and  I  think  Captaia 
Cameron  will  be  restored  to  this  coantry. 

Lord  HOUGHTON  said,  that  he  was 
personally  acquainted  with  Consul  Ca- 
meron, and  expressed  his  admiration  of 
the  energy  of  his  character  as  well  as  his 
regret  that  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just 
spoken  had  not  deemed  it  right  to  aoeept 
the  proposal  of  Dr.  Beke,  who  was  a  man 
of  courage,  sound  judgment,  and  practical 
^ood  sense.  His  noble  Friend  had,  he 
tnought,  shown  too  much  consideration  for 
the  dangers  which  Dr.  Beke  would  incur, 
inasmuch  he  was  perfiectly  capable  of  duly 
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estimatiDg  himself  the  nature  of  the  perils 
to  which  he  would  be  exposed.  For  his 
own  part,  he  attached  great  ?alue  to  the 
exertions  of  so  experienced  a  traveller,  and 
be  knew  no  other  mode  in  which  Consul 
Cameron  was  likely  to  be  better  served. 
It  was,  of  course,  possible  that  something 
might  be  done  by  means  of  mediation  with 
the  Egyptian  Govemmeot ;  but  how  to  do 
so  without  implicating  ourselves  involved 
important  questions  of  foreign  policy-- for 
we  could  not  take  an  active  part  in  the 
controversy  on  one  side  or  the  other.  Con- 
sul Cameron  bad  probably  interfered  with 
the  best  possible  intentions,  but  then  there 
was  no  doubt  that  he  had  acted  in  distinct 
contravention  of  his  noble  Friend's  instruc- 
tions. He  trusted,  however,  that  the  noble 
Earl  would  not  refuse  to  entertain  further 
the  proposed  interference  of  Dr.  Beke  in 
the  matter,  for  he  was  a  person  whom,  he 
believed,  might  safely  be  intrusted  with 
the  confidential  mission  which  he  sought. 

Thb  Eabl  of  MALMESBURY  said, 
he  would  not  follow  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  Italy, 
whither  he  could  only  have  wandered  as 
being  the  shortest  cut  out  of  Abyssinia  ; 
but  he  would  endeavour  to  impress  upon 
him  that  it  was  most  important  to  the  in- 
terest and  honour  of  this  country  that  these 
captives  should  be  released.  The  mode  in 
which  that  object  was  most  likely  to  be 
effected  was  by  communicating  with  the 
Emperor  of  Abyssinia ;  but  then  there 
must  be  a  medium  of  communication,  and 
he  would  urge  on  the  noble  Earl  the  expe^ 
diency  of  employing  Dr.  Beke  as  the  me- 
dium. He  had  known  Dr.  Beke  for  twenty 
years,  and  he  could  state  that,  he  was  a 
most  intelligent  man,  while  he  possessed 
the  further  advantage  of  being  on  excel- 
lent terms  with  the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia. 
The  noble  Earl,  however,  seemed  to  think 
that  he  would  be  incurring  a  grave  respon- 
sibility in  acceding  to  the  proposal  which 
he  mentioned,  because  of  the  danger  to 
which  Dr.  Beke  would  be  exposed;  but 
when  Dr.  Beke  was  prepared  to  take  all 
the  responsibility  on  himself,  the  noble 
Earl  would,  he  thought,  by  giving  way  to 
those  considerations  of  delicacy  to  which 
he  referred,  be  doing  his  duty  neither  to 
the  captives  nor  to  his  country.  Dr.  Beke 
had  placed  in  his  hands  a  paper,  in  which 
he  stated  that  he  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  he  should  be  able  to  obtain  the  libe- 
ration of  the  captives,  as  well  as  to  con- 
vince the  Emperor  of  Abyssinia  of  the 
wisdom  of  cultivating  the  arts  of  peace 


in  preference  to  those  of  war,  and  develop* 
ing  the  immense  resouroes  of  his  domi- 
nion. The  noble  Earl,  therefore,  had,  he 
thought,  no  more  right  to  refaae  to  aid 
Dr.  Beke  in  embarking  on  so  noble  a  mis- 
sion than  a  commanding  officer  would  have 
to  prevent  a  brave  soldier  from  leading  a 
forlorn  hope.  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  oontended,  to  protect  Briti^ 
subjects  abroad  by  the  arm  of  England, 
and  we  bad  no  right  to  employ  men  in  such 
plaoes  that  that  arm  could  not  reach  them. 
He  hoped,  under  those  circumstances,  that 
the  noble  Earl  would  earnestly  direct  his 
attention  during  the  leisure  time  which  he 
was  about  to  enjoy  to  the  liberation  of  the 
men  in  question. 

CASE  OF  CATHERINE  GAUGHAN. 
QUESTION. 

The  MARQUEaa  or  WBSTMEATH 
said,  be  had  called  attrition  to  this  ease 
twice  already.  The  eircumstanoes  were 
briefly  these  : — A  young  g^rl,  under  twenty 
years  of  age,  determin^l  to  cease  to  be  a 
Roman  Catholic,  because,  as  she  stated, 
she  had  read  the  Bible.  Having  been 
urged  by  the  priests  and  her  friends  in  vain 
to  change  her  resolution,  she  was  at  last 
subjected  to  the  violenoe  of  a  mob,  who 
dragged  her  over  the  rugged,  stones  by  the 
hair.  The  sub-inspector  of  the  district 
and  three  other  polioemen  were  sppealed  to 
for  the  protection  of  the  girl,  but  they  re- 
fused to  interfere,  and  the  girl  was  put  into 
duress,  from  which  she  was  released  only 
by  the  interference  of  the  Protestant  mi- 
nister, who  stated  in  a  letter  that  if  he  had 
not  released  her  she  would  have  been  con- 
veyed that  night  to  a  convent.  Their 
Lordships  might  connect  this  case  with 
that  of  Mary  Ryan,  who,  by  the  connivance 
of  the  Home  Secretary,  had  been  spirited 
away  to  a  foreign  country.  Now,  he  de- 
sired to  inquire  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, it  being  true  that  sub-inspector 
Mark  Burke  of  the  Irish  Constabulary 
having  been  convicted  before  a  Bench  of 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  in  the  month  of 
February  last  of  a  gross  neglect  of  his 
duty,  and  in  violation  of  his  oath,  in  a 
remarkable  case  of  cruelty  and  oppres- 
sion inflicted  on  a  poor  female  named 
Catherine  Gaughan,  and  his  misconduct 
having  been  laid  before  the  Irish  Adminis- 
tration for  judgment  thereon,  and  the 
Inspector  General  of  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, having  in  his  turn  condemned  the 
said  Mark  Burke,  alleging  against  him 
2  P  2 
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t)iat  he  had  not  offered  a  word  in  his  de- 
fence, indicating,  he  added,  that  the  ac- 
onsed  knew  how  oensurahle  his  conduct 
had  heen,  how  it  is,  and  at  whose  sugges- 
tion and  influence  it  is,  that  the  said  Mark 
Burke  is  retained  in  his  pay  and  allow- 
ances and  in  the  puhlic  Ser?ice  ? 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  that  the  case 
had  already  heen  twice  answered.  He 
would  only  say,  in  reply  to  the  Question 
that  the  suh-inspeotor  had  been  condemned 
for  the  offence  to  pay  a  fine  of  £2  and  to  be 
remoTed  from  Sligo  to  Donegal  at  his  own 
expense.  Haying  fallen  ill  in  Sligo,  he 
sent  in  his  papers  and  thereby  tendered  his 
resignation.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
sub-inspector  took  an  oath  to  preserTo 
Her  Majesty's  peace,  but  he  had  not 
yiolated  his  oath,  as  the  noble  Marquess 
had  alleged,  but  had  been  gnilty  of  a  breach 
of  duty,  for  which  he  had  been  punished. 
The  sub- inspector  had  been  forty-one 
years  in  the  senrice,  and  his  superintendent 
certified  that  up  to  the  time  of  the  sum- 
mons in  this  case  he  had  exhibited  the 
utmost  fidelity  and  zeal  in  the  discharge 
of  his  duties.  All  the  details  of  his  case 
had  been  sent  to  the  Treasury  with  a  yiew 
to  granting  him  a  pension  for  his  yery 
long  serf  ices. 

Thb  Maequess  op  WESTME ATH  said, 
that  his  charge  against  the  sub-inspector 
was  that,  having  sworn  to  presenre  the 
peace,  he  refused  to  soil  his  fingers  in  doing 
so.  He  ^ould  ask,  Was  it  not  wrong  to 
give  a  pension  to  a  public  senrant  who  had 
so  misconducted  himself  ? 

THE  INDIAN  ARMY. 
QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  rose  to  ask. 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  that  the  Royal 
Commissioners  reeently  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  certain  matters  connected  with 
the  Indian  Army  should  be  empowered  to 
indicate  the  nature  of  the  alterations 
which  in  their  opinion  would  be  desirable 
and  practicable  in  the  existing  system? 
Ho  said,  he  found  that  some  Royal  Com- 
inissions  had  been  permitted,  without  dis- 
tinct instructions,  to  suggest  remedies  for 
eyils  which  they  might  haye  noticed  in  the 
course  of  their  inquiries.  For  instance,  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Local  Charges  on 
Shipping  which  sat  iu  1863,  without  re- 
ceiving any  instruction  to  that  effect,  in- 
dicated the  alterations  which  they  thought 
desirable.  It  would  be  yery  much  for  the 
public  advantage  if  the  Royal  Commission 
The  Mdrquesi  of  Westmeath 


in  this  case  would  haye  permission  to  fol- 
low the  same  course. 

Lord  DUFFERIN  said,  that  it  wu 
not  intended  that  the  Commission  shoold 
indicate  the  nature  of  the  alterationi 
which  they  might  think  it  desirable  and 
practical  to  introduce  into  the  exiitiog 
system.  Their  duty  would  be  confined  to 
ascertaining  whether  the  regnlatioos  u 
now  framed  carried  out  the  intentions  of 
the  preyious  Commission. 

THE    CHURCH   IN   IRELAND -THE 
TWENTY-NINTH  CANON  OF  1603. 
QUSSnON. 

The  Arohbishop  of  DUBLIN  ssked 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council,  Her 
Majesty  having  graciously  issued  Her  Li- 
cence permitting  the  Conyocation  of  Cid- 
terbury  to  amend  or  repeal  the  T went j- 
ninth  Canon  of  the  Canons  of  1603,  ind 
that  body  haying,  in  obedience  thereto, 
prepared  a  new  Canon  giying  penniseion 
to  parents  to  become  sponiors  for  their 
children,  Whether  it  is  the  iotention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Govern  men  t  to  recommeiHl 
Her  Majesty  to  grant  to  the  prelates  aod 
clergy  of  the  Church  in  Ireland  the  like 
opportunity  of  amending  or  repeaJing  the 
Sixteenth  Canon  of  1634v  which  is  identioal 
with  the  Twenty-ninth  English  Canon? 
The  most  rey.  Prelate  said  that  he  did  not 
for  a  moment  imagine  that  the  Gorem- 
ment,  by  denying  to  the  prelates  and  elergy 
of  the  Church  of  Ireland  opportunitiei  of 
considering  this  and  other  matters  which 
they  had  permitted  to  the  ConTOcation  of 
the  Proyince  of  Canterbury,  intended  to 
cast  any  slight  upon  the  Church  in  that 
country;  but  if  a  similar  course  were  par- 
sued  in  future  the  Church  in  Ireland  migbt 
come  to  occupy  a  position  altogether  dif- 
ferent from,  and  inferior  or  subordinate  to, 
that  of  the  sister  branch  of  the  Church  in 
England. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  was  understood 
to  say  that  the  Goyemment  had  no  inten- 
tion of  rofifing  the  action  of  Confocs- 
tion  in  Ireland,  in  order  that  it  might 
consider  the  Canon  referred  to  by  the  mort 
rey.  Prelate,  and  that  they  were  not  at 
present  adfised  how  that  body  ought  to 
be  constituted,  or  what  its  powers  might 
be. 

The  Earl  op  SHAFTESBURY 
thought  that  whateyer  prifileges  were 
allowed  to  the  Church  in  England  onght 
to  be  shared  by  the  Church  in  IrelanJ 
which  was  an  integral  part  of  the  B«l«h- 
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lishment.  He  was  not  anxiooa  for  the  re- 
yival  of  CoDvocation  in  Ireland  ;  but  if 
certain  privileges  were  conceded  to  the 
provinces  of  Canterbury  and  York  they 
ongbt  to  be  extended  to  those  of  Dublin 
and  Armagh.  It  was  desirable  that  their 
Lordships  should  learn  from  the  highest 
authority  what  really  were  the  powers  of 
Convocation.  The  question  was,  how  the 
province  of  Canterbury,  even  under  licence 
of  the  Queen,  had  any  power  to  impose  or 
amend  Canons,  except  in  concurrence  with 
the  Irish  branch  of  the  Establishment.  He 
had  been  told  by  great  legal  authorities 
that  by  the  Act  of  Union  the  Church  in 
Ireland  and  the  Church  in  England  were 
closely  united;  that  they  were  at  this  mo- 
ment one  and  indivisble  ;  that  whatever 
powers  were  conferred  upon  the  province 
of  Canterbury  must  be  given  to  the  other 
provinces  ;  and  that  if  powers  were  given 
exclusively  to  the  province  of  Canterbury, 
whatever  was  done  under  them  was  of  no 
more  value  than  if  it  had  passed  in  one  of 
the  vestries  of  the  metropolis.  He  thought 
that  before  they  went  any  further,  and  be- 
fore the  Convocation  of  the  Province  of 
Canterbury  was  allowed  to  hold  successive 
sittings,  their  Lordships  and  the  country 
ought  to  have  some  clear  legal  statement 
as  to  what  were  the  real  powers  of  Convo- 
cation. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
luesday,  July  4,  1865. 

MINUTES.]— PuBUO  'BmM^Thvrd  Reading^- 
Naval  Discipline  Act  Amendment*  TLonifl 
[254] ;  Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment  * 
\L(yrdi\  [251] ;  Rochdale  Vicarage*  [Lards'] 
[253],  and  passed, 

STANDING  ORDERS. 

Standing  Orders  Nob.  82  and  40  read. 

Mb.  MILNER  GIBSON  moved  that 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, No.  82  and  No.  40,  be  repealed,  and 
the  following  be  substitnted : — 

Resolved,  That,  in  oases  where  the  work  shall 
be  situate  on  tidal  lands  within  the  ordinary 


t|»ing  tides,  a  Copy  of  the  plans  and  sections 
shall,  on  or  before  the  SOth  day  of  November,  be 
deposited  at  the  Offioe  of  the  Marine  Department, 
Board  of  Trade,  marked  •*  Tidal  Watebs,"  and 
on  such  plans  all  tidal  waters  shall  be  coloured 
blue,  and  if  the  plans  include  any  bridge  across 
tidal  waters,  the  dimensions,  as  regards  span  and 
headway  of  the  nearest  bridges,  if  any,  above  and 
below  the  proposed  new  bridge,  shall  be  marked 
thereon.— rifr.  Milner  Gibson.) 

Resolved,  That,  on  or  before  the  2drd  day  of 
December,  a  printed  Copy  of  every  Railway  and 
Canal  Bill,  and  of  every  Bill  for  incorporating  or 
giving  powers  to  any  company,  shall  be  deposited 
at  the  office  of  the  Board  of  Trade  ;  a  printed 
Copy  of  every  Bill  relating  to  any  Dock,  Harbour, 
Navigation,  Pier,  or  Port,  shall  be  deposited  at 
the  office  of  the  Marine  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  ;  and  a  printed  Copy  of  every  Bill  relat- 
ing to  Turnpike  Roads,  at  the  office  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department.— (ifr. 
Miiner  Oibson,) 

Ordered,  That  the  said  KesolatioDS  be 
Standing  Orders  of  this  House. 

Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of 
this  House  be  printed. 


ITALY— CAPTURE   OF  BRITISH 

SUBJECTS  BY  BRIGANDS.— QUESTION. 

Mk.  darby  GKIFFITH  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, Whether,  without  imprudence,  he 
is  able  to  giye  the  House  any  further 
account  of  the  probability  of  obtaining  the 
liberation  of  the  English  gentleman  who 
has  fallen  into  the  hands  of  Italian  bri- 
gands? 

Mb.  LAYAED,  in  reply,  said,  he  had  to 
state  that  intelligence  had  been  received 
on  the  29th  of  last  month  of  Mr.  Moens ; 
his  friends  were  in  communication  with 
him,  and  he  hoped  Mr.  Moens  would  soon 
be  out  of  the  hands  of  the  brigands. 


PORTS  OP  NORTH  AND  SOUTH 
SHIELDS.— QUESTION. 

Sib  MATTHEW  RIDLEY  said,  in  the 
absence  of  his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Percy) 
he  would  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  the  Treasury  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  tihe  Corre- 
spondence between  the  Board  of  Customs 
in  London  and  the  Reports  of  the  Collector 
of  the  Tyne  relating  to  the  severance  of 
the  Ports  of  North  and  South  Shields  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QTJER  replied,  that  from  the  nature  of 
the  case  there  could  be  no  objection  to 
produce  the  Correspondence.  He  did 
not  know  if  it  was  yet  complete;  but 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


1163 


^Privaie  Bmin$$t 


ICOIOCQNS) 


0fih$8m9um. 


1164 


wben  it  wai  oomplete  it  would  be  pro- 
dnoed. 

EESIONATtON  OF  THK  LORD 
CHANCELLOR. 

T18COTOT  PALMEESTOST:  Sir,— it  is 
right  I  should  inform  the  Hoasa  that 
the  Chancellor,  in  deference  to  the  rote 
of  this  Honse  last  night,  and  the  ex- 
pression of  opinion  which  that  Tote 
unplied,  has  deemed  it  his  duty,  through 
me,  to  tender  to  Her  Uinesty  the  re- 
signation of  his  office ;  which  accordingly 
I  have  done.  I  think  it,  at  the  same  time, 
due  to  the  Chancellor  to  state  that  as  early 
as  the  beginning  of  the  Sessiou^of  the 
year  I  may  say^the  Chancellor,  stung  in 
his  feelings  by  the  various  attacks  which 
were  mi^e  upon  him  from  different 
quarters,  often  pressed  upon  me  that  his 
resignation  should  be  conveyed  to  Her 
Majesty.  I,  upon  public  and  upon  private 
and  personal  grounds,  declined  to  be  the 
channel  of  conveying  the  resignation  to 
Her  Majesty;  apd  I  urged  upon  the 
Chancellor  to  remain  in  his  post,  for  this 
reasou'^^that  if  he  had  resigned  in  conse- 
quence of  these  various-^some  of  them 
anonymous— attacks,  he  would  thereby  be 
considered  as  in  some  sort  admitting  the 
various  charges  which  had  been  made,  and 
even  other  charges  which  never  had  been 
made.  I,  on  the  other  hand,  represented 
to  him  that  if  he  remained  at  his  post 
there  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  Parliamen- 
iaiT  inquiry  into  the  matters  alleged; 
and,  knowing  and  beUeving  his  motives 
to  be  perfectly  pure  and  incorrupt,  I 
believed  that  out  of  that  inquiry  would 
result,  as  has  resulted,  an  entire  acquit- 
tal of  the  Chancellor  of  any  corrupt 
motive.  It  will  be  necessary  that  he 
should  continue  to  hold  the  Great  Seal 
until  Friday  morning,  in  order  that  he 
may  go  through  the  prooeedings  and 
ceremonials  in  connection  with  the  proro- 
gation and  dissolution  of  Parliament; 
but  on  Friday  he  will  resign  the  seals 
into  the  hands  of  Her  Migesty. 

WEDNESDAY  SITTINGS. 

Sm  GEORGE  GREY  moved,  that  The 
Standing  Order,  requiring  the  House  to 
meet  on  Wednesday  at  Twelve,  be  sus- 
pended. As  there  was  no  business  for 
to-morrow,  he  proposed  that  the  House 
should  meet  pro  ybrnul  at  four  o'clock,  in 
order  to  hear  the  Royal  Assent  giren  by 
Commission  to  eereral  Bills. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


PfilVATE  BUSINESS  OP  THE  SESSION. 

YisooTTirr  PALMERSTON:  I  am  rare 
this  House  would  be  unwilling  to  dote 
the  Session  without  recording  its  sense  of 
the  seal  and  assiduity  with  which  maoy 
Members  have  performed  duties  totally  in- 
dependent of  the  Public  BusiseM,  and 
confined  to  the  transaction  of  that  Private 
Business  which  necessarily  falls  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  House.  The  eaorifioe 
of  the  time  of  Members  which  is  required, 
the  immense  labour  they  have  to  give, 
and  the  inconvenience  and  sometimee  in- 
jury to  health  which  is  threatened  by  the 
attendance  of  thoee  who  are  actively  en- 
gaged in  this  portion  of  the  business  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  are  things  very  little 
understood  by  the  public  at  large;  bnt, 
nevertheless,  those  who  perform  these 
duties  are  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  the 
House  and  the  acknowledgment  of  the 
country.  Thero  is  one  Gentleman  in  {mu^ 
ticular  to  whom  our  thanks  are  doe— I 
mean  the  hon.  Member  for  Walsall  (Mr. 
Charles  Forster)— who  has  devoted  all  his 
time,  in  a  Session  which  I  believe  has  heen 
more  productive  of  Private  Business  than 
almost  any  other  of  this  Parliament,  to 
the  discharge  of  these  duties.  There  is, 
also,  a  body  recently  established  which  has 
likewise  performed  the  arduous  and  re- 
sponsible duties  which  devolved  upon  than 
to  the  entire  satisfttction  of  those  concerned 
— I  mean  the  Beferees,  who  were  appointed 
under  this  year's  arrangement.  I  am  not 
proposing  any  Vote  to  those  Gentlemen, 
but  I  think  it  right  to  state  what  I  believe 
to  be  the  feeling  of  the  House ;  and  if  any 
other  hon.  Member  shares  in  thoee  opi- 
nions I  am  sure  it  will  be  gratifying  to  the 
persons  referred  to  that  an  admowledg- 
ment  of  their  services  should  proceed 
from  others  besides  myself. 

Mb.  DISRAELI :  Sir,  there  is  no  sub- 
ject  on  which  there  will  be  a  more  unani- 
mous feeling  on  the  part  of  Memben  of 
this  House  than  the  appreciation  of  the 
valuable  and  important  services  rendered 
by  those  who  conduct  the  Private  Business 
of  this  House.  And  if  there  is  any  one 
point  on  which  I  differ  from  the  noble 
Lord,  it  is  only  so  far  as  to  say  that  there 
is  now  in  the  public  mind  a  more  doe  esti- 
mate of  the  great  labours  of  those  Commit- 
tees which  do  the  work  and  oondtct  the 
Private  Business  which  comes  before  this 
House  tiian  there  was  some  years  ago, 
when  it  was  thought  that  the  Hoose  of 
Commons  met  only  tox  the  purpose  of 
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great  debateB,  and  the  public  were  not 
aware  how  much  the  business  of  the  coun- 
try depended  upon  the  assiduity  of  Mem- 
bers who  deal  with  the  Private  Business 
of  the  House.  I  think,  therefore,  that 
the  Gentlemen  who  devote  themselves  to 
the  Private  Business  of  the  House  are  en- 
titled to  our  thanks;  and  I  quite  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  the  manner  in 
which  the  duties,  both  arduous  and  novel, 
of  the  Referees  have  been  performed  en- 
title them  to  the  thanks  of  the  House  and 
the  gratitude  of  the  country. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Standing  Order  as  to  Sittings  of  the 
House  on  Wednesdays  read,  and  suspended 
for  To-morrow. — (Sir  George  Grey,) 

RAILWAY  ACCIDENTS— THOMAS 
SWETER  AND  OTHERS. 

PAPERS   MOVED   POB. 

Sib  LAWRENCE  PALK,  in  calling 
the  attention  of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  to  the  verdict  of  the  jury  at  the 
inquest  on  the  bodies  of  Thomas  Sweter, 
George  Kent,  and  William  Anderton,  and 
to  move  for  Papers  relating  thereto,  said 
he  could  not  admit  the  proposition  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that 
it  was  very  unwise  for  the  Legislature  to 
interfere  with  the  management  of  rail- 
ways, and  that  it  was  very  much  better 
to  leave  the  public  to  the  remedy  which 
the  law  put  into  their  hands.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  of  opinion  that  the 
heavy  damages  which  the  railways  would 
have  to  pay  would  be  sufficient  to  protect 
the  public.  In  that  proposition  he  could 
not  agree.  On  the  contrary,  that  remedy 
would  only  add  to  the  disease,  for  the  con- 
stant imposition  of  heavy  penalties  might 
render  the  company  less  able  to  support 
such  a  number  of  servants  and  to  main- 
tain such  care  as  might  be  required  to 
prevent  those  accidents.  In  the  case  to 
which  he  now  called  attention  he  had  the 
report  of  Captain  Tyler,  who  stated  that 
the  accident  happened  chiefly  from  one 
of  the  engines  being  unfit  to  draw  a  train 
at  the  speed  at  which  it  was  then  going. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman tiiat  it  would  be  extremely  unwise 
and  injudicious  for  Government  to  inter- 
fere in  the  general  ordering  and  manage- 
ment of  railways;  but  he  thought  ^e 
Government  was  bound  to  lay  down  cer- 
tain mles  and  regulations  for  the  safety 
of  human  life ;  and  h«  oould  prove  that 


such  had  always  been  the  opinion  of  Par- 
liament, beoause,  for  the  special  purposes 
of  railways  and  with  a  view  to  the  public 
safety,  a  Bailway  Department  had  been 
created  in  the  Board  of  Trade.  What  was 
the  use  of  this  department  if  it  did  not  make 
f\ill  and  searching  inquiry  into  the  causes 
of  such  aocidents  as  he  was  then  bringing 
undt«  the  notice  of  the  House  ?  In  1 864 
the  public  feeling  was  so  much  roused  in 
consequenoe  of  the  numerous  accidents 
which  took  place  that  a  pressure  was  put 
on  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  they  addressed 
a  circular  to  the  railway  companies,  in 
which  they  suggested  various  means  for 
promoting  the  public  safety ;  and,  among 
others,  that  communication  should  be  estab- 
lished  between  the  passengers  and  the 
guards.  A  shocking  death  which  took 
place  had  particularly  stirred  the  public 
mind.  A  long  correspondence  took  place 
between  the  Chairman  of  the  Eailway 
Clearing  House  and  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and,  as  was  generally 
the  case  wh^n  a  body  was  asked  to  re- 
form itself,  the  railways  found  it  impos- 
sible to  carry  out  any  of  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Board  of  Trade.  With  re- 
gard to  signals,  it  was  worthy  of  con- 
sideration whether  drivers  and  others 
should  not  undergo  examination  before 
appointment,  in  order  to  ascertain  whether 
they  suflbred  from  colour-blindness,  and 
whether  they  could  distinguish  between 
green  and  red.  According  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  everything  was  to  be  left 
to  the  railway  companies^  and  the  Board 
of  Trade  were  not  to  see  that  common 
precautions  were  taken  to  insure  public 
safety.  Now,  when  a  railway  paid  small 
dividends  the  notorious  practice  was  to 
reduce  the  staff  with  a  view  to  economy ; 
and  he  had  received  a  letter,  the  writer 
of  which  said  that  he  believed  pointsmen 
were  often  eighteen  hours  on  duty,  and 
frequently  longer.  This,  if  true,  was 
worthy  of  attention  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
for  the  lives  of  idl  who  travelled  by  rail- 
way must  be  risked  if  they  were  at  the 
mercy  of  men  who  were  kept  at  work 
this  length  of  time  without  rest.  The 
frequent  accidents  which  had  taken  place 
lately  on  the  Great  Western  Railway 
pointed  to  the  necessity  of  inquiry,  which 
the  Board  of  Trade  ought  to  institute  in 
all  these  cases ;  and  if  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  not  sufficient  power  to  interfero  lor 
the  protection  of  the  public,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  call  upon  Parliament 
to  give  it  Vm  power.     At  present  the 
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railway  interest,  yaluaUe  as  it  was  to  the 
ooontiT,  was  a  vast  moDopoly ;  and  as  to 
the  innaenoe  of  public  opinion  upon  them, 
railway  directors  were  quite  beyond  public 
opinion*  and  did  not  care  a  fig  for  ITie 
Timei  and  the  whole  press  of  the  countiT. 
When  so  many  accidents  had  recently 
happened  on  one  line  which  paid  smaller 
dividends,  and  on  which  the  officials  were 
fbwer  and  the  men  more  overworked, 
than  on  any  other  railway  of  equal  im- 
portance in  the  kingdom,  it  was  time  for 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  interfere  in  the  in- 
terest, not  only  of  rich  men»  but  of  work- 
ing men,  whose  lives  were  of  the  highest 
value  to  their  families. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  there  be  laid  before  thit  Hoom,  Copj  of 

anj  Papen  relating  to  the  inaaest  od  the  bodies 

of  Thomas  Sweter,  George   Kent,  and  William 

Anderton."— <iStr  Lawrence  Polk.) 

Mb.  darby  GRIFFITH  said,  this 
was  a  subject  of  great  importance,  but  it 
had  been  treated  with  indifference  by  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  not- 
withstanding his  humane  disposition,  had 
given  extremely  unsatisfactory  answers, 
both  in  matter  and  manner,  when  ques- 
tioned on  the  subject.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  generally  rose  with  a  happy 
smile  on  his  countenance,  and  addressed 
himself  to  the  subject  as  to  which  he  was 
about  to  speak  with  a  levity,  which  he 
was  ready  to  admit  was  not  real  but  ap- 
parent; therefore,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man really  deplored  these  disasters,  and 
desired  to  prevent  them,  he  had  good 
ground  of  action  against  his  countenance, 
and  might  recover  heavy  damages  against 
it.  The  other  day  a  fatal  accident  oc- 
curred to  the  tidal  train  from  Folkestone 
through  the  maladministration  of  the  line. 
The  causes  of  these  accidents  were  patent, 
and  it  required  nothing  but  common  care 
to  prevent  them.  The  railway  companies 
were  not  in  the  position  of  oitLinary  com- 
panies, for  they  constituted  monopolies; 
and  yet  when  accidents  occurred  the  re- 

^resentatives  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
Parliament  seemed  to  do  nothing  in  the 
matter.  A  few  days  back  a  question  arose 
about  locking  the  doors  of  railway  carriages 
in  consequence  of  an  accident  occurring. 
A  railway  carriage  being  upset,  the  locked 
door  happened  to  be  placed  uppermost,  the 
unlocked  door  placed  against  the  ground. 
What  was  the  use  of  that  door  being  un- 
locked? In  old  times  when  people  travelled 
by  coaches,  post-chaises,  and  diligences, 
Sir  Lawrence  Palk 
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they  never  heard  of  such  things  as  locked 
doors.  It  happened  on  one  oceanon  that 
a  passenger  fortunately  had  a  railway- 
carriage  key — an  article  which  was  nov 
adyertised  for  sale  in  the  shops  of  London; 
but  he  should  like  to  know  whether  it  was 
legal  to  lock  the  pass^igers  in  the  laQwaj 
carriages. 

Mb.  WHALLEY  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
most  unjust  to  attack  the  right  hoL 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade.  He  had  served  with  the  right 
hon.  GFentleman  on  a  Committee,  and  he 
must  say  that  he  could  not  imagine  anj 
more  anxious  and  indefatigable  pnhlie 
servant  with  respect  to  the  duties  in- 
trusted to  him.  He  believed  that  the 
true  remedy  for  the  evils  adverted  to  con- 
sisted in  the  investigations  instituted  bj 
the  Board  of  Trade  with  respect  to  aed- 
dents,  and  in  the  establishmeot  of  rolei, 
the  best  which  ingenuity  could  devise,  for 
the  safety  of  the  public.  If  those  nles 
generally  approved  should  be  disregarded, 
of  course  the  penalties  imposed  onndlvaj 
companies  in  the  event  of  accidents  wonid 
be  commensurately  heavy.  However,  the 
best  remedy  was  competition ;  bat  during 
the  present  Session  nearly  £3,000,000  d 
capital  had  left  this  country  and  gone 
elsewhere  in  consequence  of  ordinary 
facilities  and  ordinary  fairness  not  being 
extended  to  schemes  for  making  new  com* 
peting  railway  lines.  With  r^;ard  to  the 
Great  Western  Eailway,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  applied  strong  observations, 
he  could  only  say  that  it  always  appear^ 
to  him  that  that  line  was  exceedingly  well 
managed,  that  the  officers  were  sa^tmi 
in  number,  and  efficient  for  the  duties 
intrusted  to  them,  and  that  accidents  woe 
not  more  frequent  on  that  line  than  on 
our  other  railways. 

Mb.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  beKered 
that  the  very  serious  loss  of  life  whidi 
had  arisen  from  recent  railway  aoeidents 
might  be  traced  to  the  want  of  three  or 
four  precautions,  the  observance  of  which 
should  be  made  imperative  on  the  oom- 
panics.  One  great  cause  of  these  accidents 
proving  so  fatal  was  the  insufficienoj  of 
the  amount  of  break  power  employed,  and 
he  asked  whether  it  would  not  be  easy  to 
enact  that  every  train  should  ha?e  an 
amount  of  break  power  commensurate  wi& 
its  weight  and  length  i  Again,  the  ofM^ 
engaged  on  railways  were  frequently  o?e^ 
worked ;  and  surely  it  might  be  enacted 
that  they  should  not  be  employed  ffloie 
than  a  cetain  number  of  hours  out  of  the 
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twenty-fbnr.  Another  oaiifle  of  the  do* 
plorable  loss  of  lifo  attending  these  catas- 
trophes was  that  the  rolling  stock  was  not 
in  an  efficient  and  proper  condition.  He 
was  led  to  believe  that  there  was  no  in- 
spection of  rolling  stock  made  by  the 
QoTemment  before  it  was  put  in  nse. 
Another  precaution  which  it  was  said 
wonld  tend  to  prevent  these  casualties 
from  being  so  fatal  was  that  every  train 
should  have  attached  to  each  extremity 
three  or  four  empty  vans  to  break  the 
shock  in  case  of  a  coUision  occurring.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  put  it  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  whether  they 
might  not  legislate  on  the  points  which 
he  had  just  indicated  ? 

Mb.  MILNEB  GIBSON  said,  it  was 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  accidents 
which  had  recently  occurred  on  railways 
should  have  produced  a  good  deal  of  un- 
easiness in  the  public  mind,  or  that  they 
should  have  been  taken  notice  of  in  that 
House.  But  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devizes  charged  him  with  indifference  to 
that  subject  and  with  treating  it  with 
levity — [Mr.  Darby  Gbiffith  :  Only  ap- 
parent levity] —he  was  very  sorry,  because 
his  manner  must  be  very  misleading  if  it 
induced  any  hon.  Member  to  suppose  that 
he  felt  indifferent  to  such  dreadful  casual- 
ties as  had  lately  taken  place.  He  could 
assure  his  hon.  Friend,  if  he  had  the 
opinion  he  had  expressed,  that  he  was 
labouring  under  an  entire  misapprehen- 
sion. He,  for  one,  had  never  laid  down 
or  accepted  any  rule  or  abstract  prin- 
ciple that  Parliament  was  not  to  inter- 
fere on  behalf  of  the  public  safety;  but 
everybody  must  feel  that  it  was  very  diffi- 
cult to  say  how  far  Parliament  ought  to  go, 
or  could  go,  with  advantage  to  the  public, 
in  the  direction  of  interference  with  the 
management  of  railway  travelling.  Par- 
liament had  vested  certain  powers  in  the 
Soard  of  Trade,  and  beyond  these  powers 
of  course  the  Department  could  not  go. 
Previous  to  the  opening  of  any  railway 
they  were  authorized  to  send  an  Inspector 
who  should  examine  into  the  state  of  the 
rolling  stock — which  was  not  omitted  ftx)m 
his  review,  as  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Percy  Wyndham)  seemed  to  suppose ; 
also  into  the  condition  of  the  permanent 
way ;  into  the  sufficiency  of  the  establish- 
ment, and  into  the  state  of  the  telegraphs 
and  signals  and  such  matters;  and  the 
Inspectors  was  to  make  a  Beport  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  to  whether  the  condition 
of  the  lino  was  such  as  to  justify  its  being 


opened,  having  regard  to  the  safety  of  the 
public.  If  l£e  Board  thought  that  the 
Report  of  the  Inspector  on  the  whole 
showed  an  amount  of  danger  that  justified 
them  in  preventing  the  line  from  being 
opened,  Uiey  postponed  the  opening  for 
a  month,  and  made  representations  to  the 
directors  as  to  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  line  had  been  reported  dangerous ;  and 
it  was  generally  the  case  that  before  the 
line  was  opened  the  source  of  danger 
which  had  been  pointed  out  was  removedi 
or  undoubtedly  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  if  the  case  were  suffi- 
ciently strong,  to  continue  the  postpone- 
ment of  the  opening  until  a  remedy  had 
been  provided.  Well,  after  the  line  had 
been  opened,  all  they  could  do  was  to  send 
an  Inspector  ^m  time  to  time—-''  when 
they  thought  fit,'*  were  the  words  of  the 
Act — to  examine  into  the  state  of  the 
permanent  way,  the  rolling  stock,  and  so 
forth.  If  any  person  made  a  representa« 
tion— a  fair  representation — to  them  of 
having  observed  an  existing  cause  of  dan-^ 
ger,  they  communicated  with  the  company 
which  was  concerned,  and  they  generally 
found — not  always,  but  for  the  most  pait 
— that  attention  was  paid  to  their  recom- 
mendations, and  they  were  very  often  fol- 
lowed by  a  remedy  for  the  danger.  In  the 
case  of  the  late  appalling  railway  accidents 
at  Rednal  and  Staplehurst,  what  could 
they  have  done  more  ?  They  sent  down 
a  skilled  and  disinterested  gentleman  who 
inquired  into  all  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  catastrophe,  and  ascer- 
tained its  causes.  In  that  way,  they  be- 
lieved that  by  representing  to  the  company 
what  had  been  ttie  cause  of  the  accident, 
and  that  if  they  neglected  to  find  a  remedy 
for  the  future  they  rendered  themselves 
not  only  liable  to  severe  penalties  in  a  court 
of  law,  but  liable  also  undoubtedly  to  the 
further  interference  of  Parliament,  the 
Department  did  all  that  was  in  its  power. 
The  accident  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  alluded  had  really  arisen  principally 
from  a  cause  which  could  hardly  have  been 
foreseen.  He  believed  it  had  occurred 
mainly — judging  from  Captain  Tyler's 
Beport— from  the  fact  of  a  signal  flag 
being  green  and  being  exhibited  against 
a  green  background,  so  that  the  driver  of 
the  first  engine  did  not  see  it.  That  flag 
was  exhibited  1,100  yards  before  the  com- 
mencement of  the  defective  part  of  the 
permanent  way,  so  that  there  was  ample 
distance  to  have  stopped  the  excursion 
tram  before  it  arrived  on  the  part  of  the 
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permaDent  way  that  wm  dangerous.    But, 
Dnfortnnately,  the  diiTer  of  the  first  eagioe 
passed  the  green  flag  without  observing 
H.     There    wore    two    engines    to    the 
train,  and  the  diivet  of  the  seoond  engine 
did  obsenre  it;  but  he  had  no  means  of  com- 
municating  with  the  other  driver.     [Sir 
Lawbshcb  Palk  :  Were  there  no  means  of 
oommunications  between  the  two  engine 
drivers  ?]    He  believed  not — although  the 
first  engine-driver  said  he  did  not  know 
why  the  other  engine-driver  did  not  call 
his  attention  to  the   signal.     When  the 
train  arrived  on  that  part  of  the  perma- 
nent way  whioh  was  under  repair,  the 
first  engine  went  with  two  of  its  wheels 
off  along  the  line  for  a  distance  of  600 
yards,  and  there  was  not  sufficient  break 
power  to  stop  it.    There  were,  he  believed, 
thirty- two  carriages  full  of  excursionists, 
and  instead  of  holding  the  engine  back, 
tibe  carriages,  in  fact,  acted  upon  it  only 
as  a  propelling  power.    The  whole  train 
was  on  an  incline,  and  therefore  without 
a  considerable  break  power  the  excur- 
sion carriages   would  operate   to  propel 
rather  than  to  hold  back  the  train.     But 
be  that  as  it  might,  he  was  afraid  there 
were  no  regulations  which  Parliament  or 
tile  Government  could  make  that  would 
secure  the  public  entirely  against  such 
accidents.     The    tact   was,  they  might 
make  the  very  best  regulations;  but  there 
was  the  important  matter  of  compelling 
the  observance  of  those  regulations.    And 
where  they  had  so  great  a  number  of 
persons  as  it  must  h6  necessary  to  em- 
ploy on  the  railway  system  of  this  coun- 
try, it  was  not  to  be  expected  that  occa- 
sionally some  one  servant  might  not  fail 
in  his  duty.    Those  recent  accidents  had 
arisen,  not  entirely,  but  he  thought  to  a 
considerable  extent,  rather  from  neglect 
in  observing  the   regulations  than   from 
the  absence  of  good  regulations.     How- 
ever, the  subject  was  occupying  a  great 
deal  of  public  attention.      He,  for  one, 
should  be   quite  ready  to    consider  any 
means  which  could   be  devised  to  allay 
the  sense  of  uneasiness  that  appeared  to 
prevail,  which  could  with  public  advan- 
tage be  proposed  either  to  that  House  or  to 
the  railway  companies;  but,  as  at  present 
advised,  he  certainly  did  not  feel  that  that 
department  was  in  a  condition  to  come 
to  Parliament,  and  ask  for  powers  to  make 
regulations  in  detail  for  the  management 
of  railways,  and  to  take  upon  itMlf  the 
responsibility  for  the  public  safety  which 
now  rested  upon  the  companies.    He  had 
Mr.  Mhrn-  Qibion 


no  fault  to  find  with  those  who  stirred  up 
the  subject  in  Parliament  On  the  con- 
trary, he  thought  the  bringing  of  it 
forward  might  be  useful,  beeause  the 
matter  was  one  which,  he  might  say, 
caused  great  alarm  to  all  minds,  espeeiallj 
when  they  found  that  even  upon  a  line 
like  the  South  Eastern,  the  management 
of  which  was  believed  to  be  of  the  fint 
class,  they  had  such  an  awful  accident  aa 
that  which  occurred  at  Staplehurst.  With 
regard  to  the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Devizes,  as  to  the  locking 
of  railway  carriages,  if  the  hon.  (Gentle- 
man desired  to  have  exact  information  as 
to  the  law  on  that  point,  he  must  refer 
him  to  some  better  authority  than  he 
could  pretend  to  be ;  but  he  might  say  he 
believed  that  there  was  no  law  to  pre- 
vent his  hon.  Friend  from  using  his  rail- 
way key  in  the  case  he  had  supposed. 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  thought  that 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  nesr 
him  (Mr.  Percy  Wyndham),  that  there 
should  be  attached  to  each  train  a  break- 
age power  proportioned  to  the  length  and 
weight,  was  well  deserving  of  considera- 
tion ;  but  to  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  given  no  answer.  Proper  attention 
ought  to  be  given  to  secure  the  propor- 
tionate amount  of  break  power  that  ought 
to  be  applied.  Care  ought  to  be  tal^ 
before  trains  were  despatched,  tiiat  the 
public  safety  should  be  assured.  He  did 
not  know  whether  any  definite  rule  ooold 
be  laid  down ;  but  he  hoped  that  during 
the  reoess  the  Government  would  oonsider 
the  subject  with  a  view  to  legislation.  As 
it  was,  in  oases  of  n^lect  the  unfortnnate 
shareholders  were  those  who  bore  the 
punishment,  but  he  should  be  glad  to  see 
those  who  were  guilty  of  negleot  made 
penally  responsible. 

Mb.  MALINS  said,  that  one  great 
cause  of  railway  accidents  was  the  want  of 
punctuality,  which  put  the  publio  to  veiy 
great  inconvenience.  Some  railways  were 
habitually  unpunctual,  and  he  would  sug- 
gest that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  enfbcee 
punctuality.  He  would  propose  that  every 
railway  company  should  make  a  monthly 
return  of  the  time  that  each  train  was 
behind  its  time;  and,  if  necessary,  the 
railway  companies  should  be  compelled  Is 
alter  Uieir  time  tables  so  that  they  might 
make  the  journeys  within  the  specified 
times.  It  was  the  ^*  hurry-scurry"  which 
ensued  in  the  endeavour  to  make  up  kft 
lost  time  which  occasioned  inany  rauvaj 
accidents.     He  remembered   a 
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irhioh  he  wm  proceeding  to  Oxford,  and 
when  he  arrived  at  the  janotion  station 
he  found  that  the  train  in  oorreepondenoe 
had  started.  He  insisted  on  a  special 
train  being  sent  on,  and  when  it  became 
known  who  he  was  this  was  done.  Other- 
wise many  persons — mostly  poor  people-* 
would  have  been  put  to  great  inoouTenienoe 
and  some  expense,  as  some  of  them  were 
on  their  way  to  South  Wales.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  take 
measures  to  enforce  the  observance  of  time 
by  the  railway  companies. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdravm. 

House  adjourned  ai  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Wedmsday,  July  6,  1865. 
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0.  87] ;  Carriers  Aot  Amendment  [28  d(  29 
Viet.  c.  94] ;  Sugar  Daties  and  Drawbacks 
[28  di  29  Vict.  0.  9A] ;  County  Conrts  Equi- 
table JtirisdiotiOQ  [28  di  29  Viet.  o.  99]; 
Heeord  of  Title  (Ireland)  [28  &.  29  Vict.  o.  88]  ; 
Harbours  Transfer  [28  &  29  Viet.  o.  100] :  Land 
Debentures  (Ireland)  [28  &  29  Vict.  o.  101]; 
Small  Benefices  (Ireland)  Aot  (1860)  Amend- 
ment [28  ds  29  Viet.  c.  82]  ;  Smoke  Nuisances 
(Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  [28  dc  29  Vict. 
o.  102] ;  Greenwich  Hospital  [28  dt  29  Vict. 
o.  89] ;  Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis)  [28  ds  29 
Vict.  c.  90] ;  Turopike  Trusts  Arrangements 
[28  A  29  Vict.  0.  91];  Ayr  Burghs  Election 
r>8  d(  29  Viet.  o.  92]  i  Comptroller  of  the 
Exchequer  and  Public  Avdit  [28  k  29  Viet. 
c.  98] ;  Inland  Revenue  [28  dc  29  Viet.  c.  96]  ; 
Indemnity  [28  dc  29  Viet.  o.  97]  ;  Compound 
Spirits  Warehousing  [28  ds  29  Viet,  c.  98] ; 
Admiralty,  die.,  Acts  Repeal  [28  dc  29  Vict. 
c.  1121;  Salmon  Fishery  Aot  (1861)  Amend- 
ment [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  121] ;  Clerical  Sub- 
Mription  [28  ds  29  Viet.  o.  122] ;  Falmouth 
Borough  [28  h  29  Viet,  c  108] ;  Crown  Suits, 
ho,  [28  k  29  Viet.  c.  144]  ;  Poor  Uw  Board 
Continuance  [28  k  29  Vict.  c.  105] ;  Colonial 
Docks  Loans  [28  k  29  Vict.  c.  106]  :  Turnpike 
Acts  Continuance  [28  k  29  Viei.  o.  107] ;  Local 
Govemment  Supplemental  (No.  5)  [28  k  29 
Viet.  c.  110]  ;  UUter  Canal  Transfer  [28  k  29 
Viet,  c.  109] ;  Locomotives  on  Roads  [28  k  29 
Viet,  0.  83]  ;  Local  Government  Supplemental 
(No.  4)  [28  k  29  Viet.  o.  108]  ;  Navy  and 
Marines  (Property  of  Deceased)  [28  d(  29 
Viot.  0.  Ill],  Naval  Disoipline  Act  Amend- 
ment [28  A  29  Viet,  e.  115] ;   Foreign  Juris- 


dktion  Aet  Aiaeiidaient  [28  A  29  Fm<. 
0.  1161 ;  Rochdale  Vicarage  [28  k  29  Viet. 
0.  117]  ;  Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act 
(1856)  Amendment  [28  k  29  Vict.  c.  118]; 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance  [28  k  29  Viet, 
0.  119];  Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirma- 
tion (No.  2)  [28  k  29  Viet,  c.  114] ;  Harwich 
Harbour  [28  k  29  Vict.  c.  120]  ;  ColonUl 
Governors  (Retiring  Pensions)  [28  k  29  Viot, 
0.  113]. 

RESIGNATION    OF    THE    LORD 
CHANCELLOR. 
PBB80NAL  STATEMENT.     . 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR:  My 
Lords,  I  have  deemed  it  my  duty,  out  of 
the  deep  respect  I  owe  to  your  Lordships, 
to  attend  here  to-day  that  I  may  in  person 
announce  to  you  that  I  tendered  the  resig- 
nation of  my  office  yesterday  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, and  that  it  has  been  by  Her  Majesty 
most  graciously  accepted.  My  Lords,  th« 
step  which  I  took  yesterday  only,  I  should 
have  taken  several  months  ago  if  I  had  fol- 
lowed the  dictates  of  my  own  judgment, 
and  acted  on  ray  own  views  alone.  But  I 
felt  that  I  was  not  at  liberty  to  do  so.  As 
a  Member  of  the  Qovernment  I  could  not 
tako  such  a  step  without  the  permission 
and  sanction  of  the  Govenimeat.  As  far 
as  I  was  myself  personally  concerned,  pos- 
sessing, as  I  bad  the  happiness  to  do,  the 
friendship  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  the  Government,  and  of  the  Members  of 
the  Cabinet,  I  laid  aside  my  own  feelings, 
being  satis6ed  that  my  honour  and  my 
sense  of  duty  wonld  be  safe  if  I  followed 
their  opinion  rather  than  my  own.  My 
Lords,  I  believe  that  the  holder  of  the 
Great  Seal  ought  never  to  be  in  the  posi- 
tion of  an  accused  person,  and  such,  un- 
fortunately, being  the  case,  for  my  own 
part,  I  felt  it  due  to  the  great  office  thai  I 
hold  that  I  should  retire  from  it  and  meet 
any  accusation  in  the  character  of  a  private 
person.  But  my  noble  Friend  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  combated  that  view, 
and  1  think  with  great  justice.  He  said  it 
would  not  do  to  admit  this  as  a  principle 
of  political  conduct,  for  the  consequence 
would  be  that  whoever  brought  up  an  ac- 
cusation would  at  once  succeed  in  driving 
the  Lord  Chancellor  from  office.  But  when 
the  charges  were  first  raised  that  were  in- 
vestigated by  a  Committee  of  yonr  Lord- 
ships, I  did  deem  it  my  duty  to  press  my 
resignation,  and  the  answer  which  I  then 
received,  and  to  which  I  was  obliged 
to  assentt  was  that  answer  of  my  noble 
Friend  which  I  have  just  described  to 
you.    When  the  Committee  was  appointed 
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in  the  Hoase  of  Commons,  I  deemed  it  to 
be  mj  duty,  acting  upon  the  same  principle, 
once  more  to  tender  mj  resignation ;  but 
on  this  occasion,  also,  I  deferred  to  the 
objections  raised  by  the  noble  Friend  whom 
I  have  already  mentioned.  Again,  when 
notice  was  given  of  the  late  Motion  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  begged  that  that 
Motion  might  be  rendered  unnecessary 
by  my  resignation  being  announced.  But 
my  noble  Friend  thought  it  was  my  doty 
still  to  persevere ;  and,  accordingly,  my 
Lords,  my  resignation,  earnestly  as  I  wished 
it  to  be  accepted,  was  postponed  in  the 
manner  I  described  to  you  until  yesterday. 
Let  it  not  be  for  one  moment  supposed 
that  I  say  this  in  order  to  set  up  my  own 
opinion  in  opposition  to  the  kind  feeling 
which  I  experienced,  and  the  judicious 
advice  which  I  received,  coming,  as  they 
did,  from  one  whom  I  was  bound  to  respect, 
and  to  whose  authority  I  felt  called  upon 
to  defer.  I  have  made  this  statement,  my 
Lords,  simply  in  the  hope  thst  you  will 
believe,  and  that  the  public  will  believe  that 
I  have  not  clung  to  office,  much  less  that 
I  have  been  influenced  by  any  baser  or 
more  unworthy  motive.  With  regard  to 
the  opinion  which  the  House  of  Commons 
has  pronounced  I  do  not  presume  to  say  a 
word.  I  am  bound  to  accept  the  decision. 
I  may,  however,  express  the  hope  that  after 
an  interval  of  time  calmer  thoughts  will 
prevail,  and  feelings  more  favourable  to 
myself  be  entertained.  I  am  thankful  for 
the  opportunity  which  my  tenure  of  office  has 
afforded  me  to  propose  and  pass  measures 
which  have  received  the  approbation  of 
Parliament  atad  which  I  believe,  nay, 
I  will  venture  to  predict,  will  be  pro- 
ductive of  great  benefit  to  the  country. 
With  these  measures  I  hope  my  name  will  be 
associated.  I  regret  deeply  that  a  great 
measure  which  I  had  at  heart — I  refer  to 
the  formation  of  a  digest  of  the  whole  law 
— I  have  been  unable  to  inaugurate ;  for 
it  was  not  until  this  Session  that  the 
means  were  afforded  by  Parliament  for  that 
purpose.  That  great  scheme,  my  Lords, 
I  bequeath  to  be  prepared  by  my  successor. 
As  to  the  future  I  can  only  venture  to  pro- 
mise that  it  will  be  my  anxious  endeavour, 
in  the  character  of  a  private  Member  of 
your  Lordships'  House,  to  promote  and 
assist  in  the  accomplishment  of  all  those 
reforms  and  improvements  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  which  I  feel  yet  remain 
to  be  carried  out.  I  may  add,  in  reference 
to  the  appellate  jurisdiction  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  that  I  am  happy  to  say  it  is 
The  Lord  OJmcMor 


left  in  a  state  which  will,  I  think ,  be  found 
to  be  satisfactory.  There  will  not  be  at 
the  close  of  the  Session  a  single  judgment 
in  arrear,  save  one  in  which  the  argn- 
ments,  after  occupying  several  days,  wers 
brought  to  a  conclusion  only  the  day  be- 
fore yesterday.  In  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery I  am  glad  to  be  able  to  inform  yonr 
Lordships  that  I  trust  that  by  the  end  of 
this  sitting  there  will  not  remain  say 
appeal  unheard  or  any  judgment  unde- 
livered. I  mention  these  things  simply  to 
show  that  it  has  been  my  earnest  desire, 
from  the  moment  I  assumed  the  seals  of 
office,  to  devote  all  the  energies  I  possessed 
and  all  the  industry  of  which  I  was  capaUe 
to  the  public  service.  My  Lords,  it  onlj 
remains  for  me  to  thank  you,  which  I  do 
most  sincerely,  for  the  kindness  which  I 
have  uniformly  received  at  your  hands.  It 
is  very  possible  that  by  some  word  inad- 
vertently used — some  abruptness  of  man- 
ner— I  may  have  given  pain  or  exposed 
myself  to  your  unfavourable  opinion.  If 
that  be  BO  I  beg  of  you  to  accept  the 
sincere  expression  of  my  regret,  while  I 
indulge  the  hope  that  the  circumstaoce 
may  be  erased  from  your  memories.  I 
have  no  more  to  say,  my  Lords,  except  to 
thank  you  for  the  kindness  with  which  yon 
have  listened  to  these  observations. 

House  adjoamed  at  half  past  Ftve 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  x  quar- 
ter past  Eleven  o*clo^ 


HOUSE   OF  COMMONS, 
JFednesday,  July  5,  1865. 

ROMAN  CATHOLIC  UNIVERSITT  IN 
IRELAND.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  HENNESSY  rose  to  pat  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
of  which  he  had  given  him  notice  pri- 
vately. The  Question  was  an  important 
one  as  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned.  He 
had  mentioned  the  subject  to  the  Cfai^ 
Secretary,  who  referred  him  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  The  Question  referred  to 
negotiations  supposed  to  be  going  oo  be- 
tween the  Government  and  the  I  risk 
Bishops  respecting  the  proposal  Imtdf 
n^entioned  in  the  House  as  to  the  Catbofie 
University  in  Ireland.  In  order  to  render 
the  Question  perfectly  clear,  he  migkt 
mention  that  a  Member  of  the  GoTeraiBeafi 
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(Mr.  Chichester  Fortesoue),  in  his  address 
to  the  electors  of  Louth,  bad  stated  it  was 
with  the  greatest  satisfaction  the  Govern- 
ment found  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Catholic  Universitj  were  prepared  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  Government  on  this 
matter.  Rumours  were  afloat  on  the 
subject,  and  he  should  be  glad  to  know 
how  far  they  were  well  founded.  He 
would  beg  to  read  the  following  extract 
from  a  letter  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
bishop, dated  St.  Jarlath's,  Tuam,  Feast 
of  St.  Peter  and  Paul,  1865  :— 

^  The  rnmoar  is  ntterlj  without  foundation. 
The  Bishops  have  had  no  deliberation  on  the 
subject.  What  the  private  opinion  of  individuals 
ma7  be  I  am  not  aware,  but,  whatever  maj  be 
their  opinions,  thej  are  not  authorized  in  the 
name  of  the  Irish  Episcopacy  to  treat  with  the 
Government  on  Important  subjects  affecting  the 
interests  of  all.  Such  rumours  should  be  re- 
ceived with  the  utmost  caution,  for  it  is  not  likely 
that  any  body  of  men  would  attach  much  impor- 
tance to  vague  Ministerial  declarations  on  the 
eve  of  an  expiring  Parliament,  which  cannot  re- 
mind the  speakers  of  such  promises,  or  require 
their  fulfilment.  Besides,  when  the  foundations 
of  sound  Catholic  instruction  are  laid  by  the  re- 
moval of  the  acknowledged  evils  of  that  portion 
of  the  mixed  education  under  the  National  Board, 
it  will  then  be  high  time  for  us  to  treat  with  the 
Government  on  those  high  branches  of  collegiate 
education  which  they  have  been  labouring  to 
establish,  without  any  reference  to  episcopal  autho- 
rity, and  to  the  injury  of  the  Catholic  people. 

He  wished  to  know  how  far  the  statement 
in  the  address  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Louth  is  correct — 
whether  the  Government  has  communi- 
cated with  the  Irish  Bishops  on  the  sub- 
ject»  and  if  they  agree  or  disagree  with 
the  proposal  which  the  Government  has 
made? 

Sir  GEORGE  GREY  said,  in  reply, 
that  the  hon.  Member  had  given  him  no 
notice  of  this  question  till  just  before  he 
rose  to  put  it.  He  had  no  hesitation, 
however,  in  saying  that  since  the  time 
when  he  made  the  statement  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  in  that  House,  on  the 
Motion  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Tralee  (The  O'Donoghue)  he  had 
had  no  formal  communication  with  any 
persons  on  the  subject  of  the  change  to 
be  made  in  the  Charter  of  the  Queen's 
University  in  order  to  meet  the  views  and 
wishes  of  the  Roman  Catholics  in  Ire- 
land in  relation  to  obtaining  University 
degrees.  He  had  commanicated  privately 
with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  several 
friends  connected  with  Ireland,  members 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  in  order 
to  ascertain    in  what  manner  the  object 


could  best  be  effeoted  in  accordance  with 
the  wishes  of  those  which  were  chiefly  in- 
terested ;  but  he  had  had  no  communica- 
tion, direct  or  indirect,  formal  or  private, 
with  any  member  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy  on  the  subject.  He  had  stated 
that  the  Government  thought  it  just  and 
reasonable  that  the  same  facilities  sub- 
stantially should  be  given  to  Roman  Catho- 
lics in  Ireland  to  obtain  University  de- 
grees as  were  enjoyed  by  others  of  Her 
Majesty's  subjects,  and  they  were  pre- 
pared to  act  fully  in  accordance  with  that 
declaration.  He  had  advised  that  such  a 
change  should  he  made  in  the  Charter  of 
the  Queen's  University  in  Ireland  as  would 
accomplish  the  object.  He  might  be 
allowed  to  add  that  the  manner  in  which 
the  proposal  of  the  Government  had  been 
received  by  the  Roman  Catholic  body  in 
Ireland  was  entirely  satisfactory. 

Home  a<yoomed  at  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  6,  1866. 

MINUTES.}— Public  Bill  — JFYr««  Beading^ 
Protection  of  Female  Children  •  [h.l.]  (255). 

Royal  Assent  —  Consolidated  Fund  (Appropria- 
tion) [28  <b  29  Viet.  c.  123] ;  Admiralty  Powers, 
Ac.  [28  A  29  Vict,  o.  112]  ;  Dockyard  Ports 
Regulation  [28  A  39  Vict.  c.  61]  ;  Prisons 
[28  &  29  Vict.  c.  126]  ;  Penalties  Law  Amend- 
ment [28  A  29  Viet.  e.  127]. 

PROTECTION  OF  FEMALB   CHILDREN  BILL. 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Statute  Ninth  George  the 
Fourth,  Chapter  Thirty-one,  and  the  Fourteenth 
and  Fifteenth  Victoria,  Chapter  One  hundred. 
Section  Twenty-nine— Was  ;9r0«tfn^  by  The  Lord 
Denman ;  read  l\  (No.  255.) 

PROROGATION  OP  THE   PARLIAMENT. 
SPEECH  OF  THE  LORDS 
COMMISSIONERS. 

The  PARLIAMENT  was  this  day  pro- 
rogued by  Commission. 

The  Lords  Commibsioners — namely, 
The  Lord  Presxdejstt  (Earl  Granville); 
The  Lord  Steward  of  the  Household 
(The  Earl  of  St.  Germans) ;   The  Lord 

CHAHBERLAIlf    OF     THE    HotTSEHOLD     (The 

Viscount  Sydney) ;  The  Visootjnt  Eters- 
LET ;  and  The  Lord  Wbnsletdale— being 
in  their  robes,  and  seated  on  a  Form  be- 
tween the  Throne  and  the  Woolsack ;  and 
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the  OoMifOVS  being  come  with  their 
Speaker,  the  Botal  Assebtt  was  giyen  to 
several  Bills* 

Then  Td  LOBD  PBE8IDENT  d^ 
lwer0d  the  Spbeoh  of  The  Lobbb  Coxmis- 
sioKEBS  as  follows: — 


"My  Lords,  and  ChnHemm, 

"Wm  are  commanded  by  Her 
Majesty  to  release  yoa  from  further 
Attendance  in  Parliament,  and  at 
the  same  Time  to  convey  to  you  Her 
Majesty's  Acknowledgments  for  the 
Zeal  and  Assiduity  with  which  you 
have  applied  yourselves  to  the  Dis- 
charge of  your  Duties  in  the  Session 
now  brought  to  a  Close. 

"Wb  are  fturther  commanded  to 
inform  you  that,  as  the  present  Par- 
liament has  now  so  nearly  lasted  the 
Period  assigned  by  Law  for  the  Dura- 
tion of  Parliaments,  that  you  could 
not  enter  upon  another  yearly  Ses 
sion  with  Advantage  to  the  Public 
Interest,  it  is  Her  Majesty's  Intention 
immediately  to  dissolve  the  present 
Parliament,  and  to  issue  Writs  for 
the  calling  of  a  new  one. 

''But  Her  Majesty  cannot  take 
Leave  of  you  without  commanding 
us  to  express  to  you  Her  Majesty's 
deep  Sense  of  the  Zeal  and  public 
Spirit  which,  during  the  Six  Years 
of  your  Existence  as  a  Parliament, 
you  have  constantly  displayed  in  the 
Discharge  of  important  Functions, 
and  tendering  to  you  Her  Majesty's 
warm  Acknowledgment  of  the  many 
good  Measures  which  you  have  sub- 
mitted for  Her  Acceptance,  and  which 
have  greatly  conduced  to  the  Diminu- 
tion of  the  public  Burthens,  and  to 
the  Enooumgemeiit  of  the  Industry, 
to  the  Increase  of  the  Wealth,  and 
to  the  Promotion  of  the  Welfare  and 
Happiness,  of  Her  Majesty's  People. 


{LOEDSj  A$  ParUmnmU.  1180 

^'Ws  are  commanded  to  iii£nrm 
you  that  Her  Majesty's  Relations  >nfli 
Foreign  Powers  are  friendly  and  sa- 
tisfactory, and  She  trusts  that  there 
are  no  Questions  pending  which  are 
likely  to  lead  to  any  Disturbance  of 
the  Peace  of  Surope. 

''Hbe  Majesty  rejoices  that  the 
Civil  War  in  Norih  America  has 
ended,  and  She  trusts  that  the  Svib 
caused  by  that  long  Conflict  may  be 
repaired,  and  that  Prosperity  may  he 
restored  in  the  States  which  have 
suffered  from  the  Contest. 

"  HiR  Msgesty  regrets  that  the 
Conferences  and  Communications  be- 
tween Her  'NLvLje^ty'^  NbrihAmerteoM 
Provinces  on  the  Subject  of  the  Uniim 
of  those  Provinces  in  a  Confedera- 
tion have  not  yet  led  to  a  satiafactoiy 
Result.  Such  a  Union  would  afford 
additional  Strength  to  those  Pro- 
vinces, and  give  Facilities  for  many 
internal  Improvements.  Her  Majesty 
has  received  gratifying  Assurances  of 
the  devoted  Loyalty  of  Her  JSTortk 
American  Subjects. 

''  Her  Majesty  rejoices  at  the  con- 
tinued Tranquillity  and  increasing 
Prosperity  of  Her  Indian  Dominions; 
and  She  trusts  that  the  lai^  Supply 
which  those  Territories  will  afford  of 
the  raw  Material  of  Manufactuiinf 
Industry,  together  with  the  Termina- 
tion of  the  Civil  War  in  the  United 
States  of  North  America,  will  preveat 
the  Recurrence  of  the  Distress  whid 
long  prevailed  among  the  Mann&e- 
turing  Population  of  some  of  tbs 
Northern  Counties. 


'^  Chntlemm  of  the  Souse  ^ 
Commons, 
^Hbb  Majesty    commands   us  to 
convey  to  you  Her  warm  Acknow- 
ledgments   for   the  liberal    Suppfoi 
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which  you  have  granted  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty for  the  Service  of  the  present 
Year^  and  towards  the  permanent 
Defence  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards 
and  Arsenals. 

''The  Commercial  Treaty  which 
Her  Majesty  has  recently  concluded 
with  Pruma  and  the  other  States, 
composing  the  Ghrman  Commercial 
Union,  has,  by  Her  Majesty's  Com- 
mands, been  laid  before  you.  Her 
Majesty  trusts  that  this  Treaty  will 
contribute  to  the  Development  of 
Commercial  Relations  between  this 
Country  and  Chrmany,  and  will  pro- 
mote the  Interests  of  the  several 
Countries  which  are  Parties  to  it. 

^'Hbr  Majesty  commands  us  to 
assure  you  that  Her  Attention  will 
continue  to  be  directed  to  all  such 
Measures  as  may  be  calculated  to  ex- 
tend and  to  place  on  a  sound  Footing 
the  Trade  between  Her  Majest/s 
Dominions  and  Foreign  Countries. 

''  My  Lards,  and  Ghntlemen, 

"  Her  Majesty  has  given  Her  cor- 
dial Assent  to  many  Measures  of 
public  Usefulness,  the  Result  of  your 
liabours  in  the  Session  now  brought 
to  a  Close. 

''The  Act  for  rendering  the  Ex- 
penses incurred  for  the  Support  of  the 
Poor  chargeable  upon  the  whole  of  a 
Union,  instead  of  being  conGned  to 
separate  Parishes,  will  diminish  the 
Hardship  inflicted  upon  the  Labouring 
Poor  by  reason  of  Removals  from 
Parish  to  Parish. 

''The  Partnership  Amendment  Act 
will  tend  to  encourage  the  profitable 
Employment  of  Capital. 

''The  Courts  of  Justice  Building 
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and  Concentration  Acts  will,  it  is 
hoped,  lessen  the  Expense  and  shorten 
the  Duration  of  legal  Proceedings. 

''The  Clerical  Subscription  Act, 
founded  on  the  Becomm^idation  of 
a  Royal  Commission,  will  remove 
Objections  which  have  been  felt  to 
the  Number  and  Variety  of  the 
Forms  of  Subscription  and  Declara- 
tion hitherto  required  of  the  Clergy. 

''The  Management  and  Discipline 
of  Prisons  will  be  improved  by  the 
Act  for  the  Consolidation  and  Amend- 
ment of  the  Laws  on  that  Subject. 

"The  County  Court  Equitable 
Jurisdiction  Act  will  give  a  useful 
Extenison  to  the  local  Administration 
of  Justice. 

"The  Act  for  consolidating  the 
ComptroUership  of  the  Exchequer 
with  the  Board  of  Audit  will  tend  to 
increase  the  Efficiency  of  the  Ar- 
rangements for  auditing  the  Public 
Accounts. 

"  The  Act  for  establishing  the  Re- 
cord of  Titles  in  Ireland  will  render 
more  easy  and  secure  the  Transfer  of 
Land 

"The  Act  for  amending  the  Laws 
which  govern  the  Constabulary  Force 
in  Ireland  will  tend  to  prevent  the 
Recurrence  of  such  Disorders  as  hap- 
pened last  Year  at  Belfast 

"  The  Colonial  Naval  Defence  Act 
has  removed  Restrictions  which  have 
hitherto  prevented  the  Colonies  from 
taking  effectual  Measures  for  their 
own  Defence  against  Attacks  by  Sea. 

"Hbe  Majesty  has  also  gladly 
given  Her  Assent  to  many  other  use- 
ful Measures  of  less  general  Import- 
ance. 
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''The  Electors  of  the  United  King- 
dom will  soon  be  called  upon  again 
to  choose  their  Representatives  in 
Parliament ;  and  Her  Majesty  fer- 
vently prays  that  the  Blessing  of 
Almighty  God  may  attend  their  Pro* 
ceedings^and  may  guide  them  towards 
the  Attainment  of  the  Object  of  Her 
Majesty's  constant  Solicitude  —  the 
Welfare  and  Happiness  of  Her 
People/' 

Then  a  Commission  for  proroguing  the 
Parliament  was  read. 

After  which, 

Thb  lord  president  said— 

My  Lord$,  and  Oenthmen, 

By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
sion, under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and 
other  Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we 
do,  in  Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obe- 
dience to  Her  Commands,  prorogue  this 
Parliament  to  Wednesday  the  Twelfth 
Day  of  July  instant,  to  be  then  here 
holden;  and  this  Parliament  is  accord- 
ingly prorogued  to  Wednesday  the  Twelfth 
Day  of  July  instant. 


HOTJSE  OF  COMMOKS, 

Thursday,  July  6, 1865. 

The  House  met  at  a  quarter  befon 
Twelve  of  the  clock. 

PROROGATION  OF  THE  PARLIAMENT. 

Message  to  attend  The  LoBne  Comxib- 
sioKsas. 

The  House  went»  and  the  Royal  Assht 
was  given  to  several  Bills. 

And  afterwards  a  Speech  of  The  Lobos 
CoHHiBSiONEBS  was  delivered  to  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  by  The  Lobd  Pbs- 
STDBirr. 

Then  a  Commission  for  Prorogoing  the 
Parliament  was  read. 

After  which, 

i^  LORD  PRESIDENT  eaid— 

My  Lords  and  OeniUmen, 
By  virtue  of  Her  Majesty's  GomnussioBi 
under  the  Great  Seal,  to  us  and  other 
Lords  directed,  and  now  read,  we  do,  in 
Her  Majesty's  Name,  and  in  obedience  to 
Her  Command,  prorogue  this  Parliament 
to  Wednesday  the  Ikoelfth  day  of  Julf 
instant,  to  be  then  here  holden ;  and  this 
Parliament  is  accordingly  prorogued  to 
Wednesday  the  Twelfth  day  of  July  in- 
stant. 


[TlBLE  OF  STATUTES. 
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RETURN  to  an  Order  of  the  Honourable  The  Honse  of  Commont, 
dated  5  July  1865  ;— /or, 

A  RETURN  "  of  the  Namber  of  Days  oa  which  Tai  Hocmb  Sat  ia  the  SeisioQ  of  1805,  Btatine,  for 
each  Day,  the  Date  of  the  Month,  and  the  Day  of  the  Week,  the  Hoar  of  Meeting,  ana  th« 
Hour  of  Adjournment ;  and  the  Total  Number  of  Hours  occupied  in  the  Sittings  of  the  House, 
and  the  Average  Time  ;  and  showing  the  Number  of  Hours  on  which  The  House  Sat  each  Day. 
and  the  Namber  of  Hours  after  Midnight ;  and  the  Number  of  Entries  in  each  Day's  Votes  and 
Proceedings  (in  Continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper,  No.  0.134,  of  Session  1864)." 

(Jfr.  CharUs  Forster,) 
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BY  THE  QUEEN. 

A    PROCLAMATION, 

For  Dissolving  thep-esent  Parliament,  and  declaring  the  Calling  of  another. 

Victoria  B, 

WHEREAS  We  hare  thought  fit,  by  and  with  the  Advice  of  Our 
Privy  Council,  to  dissolve  this  present  Parliament,  which  stands  prorogued 
to  Wednesday  the  Twelfth  Day  of  July  instant :  We  do,  for  that  End,  pub- 
lish this  Our  Royal  Proclamation ;  and  do  hereby  dissolve  the  said  Parlia* 
ment  accordingly :  And  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  the  Knights, 
Gtizens,  and  Burgesses,  and  the  Commissioners  for  Shires  and  Burghs,  oi 
the  House  of  Commons,  are  discharged  from  their  Meeting  and  Attendance 
on  the  said  Wednesday  the  Twelfth  Day  of  July  instant :  And  We,  being  de- 
sirous and  resolved,  as  soon  as  may  be,  to  meet  Our  People,  and  to  have 
their  Advice  in  Parliament,  do  hereby  make  known  to  all  Our  loving  sub<^ 
jects  Our  Royal  Will  and  Pleasure  to  call  a  new  Parliament :  And  do  hereby 
further  declare,  that,  with  the  Advice  of  Our  Privy  Council,  We  have  giyen 
Order  that  Our  Chancellor  of  that  Part  of  Our  United  Kingdom  called  Cheat 
Britain  and  Our  Chancellor  of  Ireland  do  respectively,  upon  Notice  thereoff 
forthwith  issue  out  Writs,  in  due  Form  and  according  to  Law,  for  calling  a 
new  Parliament.  And  We  do  hereby  also,  by  this  Our  Royal  Proclamation 
under  Our  Great  Seal  of  Our  United  Kingdom,  require  Writs  forthwith  to 
be  issued  accordingly  by  Our  said  Chancellors  respectively,  for  causing  the 
Lords  Spiritual  and  Temporal,  and  Commons,  who  are  to  serve  in  the  said 
Parliament,  to  be  duly  returned  to,  and  give  their  Attendance  in.  Our  said 
Parliament ;  which  Writs  are  to  be  returnable  on  Tuesday  the  Fifteenth  Day 
of  August  next. 

Given  at  Our  Court  at  Windsor,  this  Sixth  Day  of  July,  in  the 
Year  of  our  Lord  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty- 
five,  and  in  the  Twenty-ninth  Year  of  Our  Reign. 

GOD  SAVE  THE  QUEEN. 
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BY   THE    QUEEN. 

A    PROCLAMATION, 

In  order  to  the  Electing  and  Summoning  the  Sixteen  Peers  of  Scotland. 

Victoria    R. 

WHEREAS  We  have  in  Our   CouncU  thouglit    Bt  to  declare  Oar 
Pleasure  for  summoning  and  holding  a  Parliament  of  Our  United  Kingdom 
of  Cheat  Britain  and  Ireland,  on  Tttesday  the  Fifteenth  Day  of  August  next 
ensuing  the  Date  hereof:  In  order^  therefore^  to  the  electing  and  summoniog 
the  Sixteen  Peers  of  Scotland  who  are  to  sit  in  the  House  of  Peers  in  the 
ludd  Parliament^  We  do^  bj  the  Advice  of  Our  Privy  Council^  issue  forth  this 
Our  Royal  Proclamation,  strictly  charging  and  commanding  all  the  Peers  of 
Scotland  to  assemble  and  meet  at  Holyrood  Souse  in  Edinburgh,  on  Friki 
the  Twenty-eighth  Day  of  July  instant,  between  the  Hours  of  Twelve  and 
Two  in  the  Afternoon,  to  nominate  and  choose  the  Sixteen  Peers  to  sit  inl 
vote  in  the  House  of  Peers  in  the  said  ensuing  Parliament,  by  open  Electioo 
and  Plurality  of  Voices  of  the  Peers  that  shall  be  then  present,  and  of  tke 
Proxies  of  such  as  shall  be  absent  (such  Proxies  being  Peers,  and  prodndng 
B  Mandate  in  Writing  duly  signed  before  Witnesses,  and  both  the  Consti- 
tuent and  Proxy  being  qualified  according  to  Law) :  And  the  Lord  Cld: 
Register,  or  such  Two  of  the  Principal  Clerks  of  the  Session  as  shall  be 
appointed  by  him  to  officiate  in  his  Name,  are  hereby  respectively  reqdied 
to  attend  such  Meeting,  and  to  administer  the  Oaths  required  by  Law  to  be 
taken  there  by  the  said  Peers,  and  to  take  their  Votes;  and  immediately 
after  such  Election  made  and  duly  examined,  to  certify  the  Names  of  tbe 
Sixteen  Peers  so  elected,  and  to  sign  and  attest  the  same  in  the  Presence  of 
the  said  Peers  the  Electors,  and  return  such  Certificate  into  Our  High  Court 
of  Chancery  of  Qreat  Britain  :  And  We  do,  by  this  Our  Royal  Proclamation, 
strictly  command  and  require  the  Provost  of  Edinburgh,  and  all  other  the 
Magistrates  of  the  said   Cily,  to  take  especial  Care  to  preserve  the  Peace 
thereof  during  the  Time  of  the  said  Election,  and  to  prevent  all  Marnier  of 
Biots,   Tumults,   Disorders,    and    Violence   whatsoever;    Ai^d  We  strictly 
charge  and  command  that  this  Our  Royal  Proclamation  be  duly  published  it 
the  Market  Cross  at  Edinburgh,  and  in  all  the  County  Towns  of  ScoM 
Ten  Days  at  least  before  the  Time  hereby  appointed  for  the  Meeting  of 
the  said  Peers  to  proceed  to  such  Election. 

Witness  Ourselves  at  Windsor,  this  Sixth  Day  of  Jidy  One 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty-fire,  and  in  tbe 
Twenty-ninth  Tear  of  Our  Reign. 

GOD  SAVE  THE  QUEEN. 

[TABLE  OF  STATUTE. 
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and  seventj-fivo  thousand  six  hundred  and  fifty 
Pounds  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  to  the 
Service  of  the  Year  eadiog  the  Thtrty-ftrst 
Day  of  Mdi-ch  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
sixty-five. 

Y.  An  Act  for  the  Incorporation  of  the  Terri- 
tories of  British  KoMraria  with  the  Colony  of 
the  Cape  of  Oood  Mope, 

VI.  An  Act  for  the  Protection  of  Inventions  and 
Designs  exhibited  at  the  Dublin  International 
Exhibition  for  the  Year  One  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  sixty-five. 

VII.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provisional  Order  under 
*'The  General  Police  and  Improvement  {Scot- 
land)  Act,  1863/'  relating  to  the  Burgh  of 
Pertli. 

VIII.  An  Act  to  amend  "TheEIecUon  Petitions 
Act,  18i8,"  in  certain  Particulars. 

IX.  An  Act  to  allow  Affirmations  or  Declai*a« 
tions  to  bo  made  instead  of  Oaths  in  all  Civil 
and  Criminal  Proceedings  in  Scotland. 

YOL.  CLXXX.  [thibb  sEBiBs.] 


X.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  Fifteen  Millions 
out  of  the  Consolidftted  Fund  to  the  Service  of 
the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  sixty- 
five. 

XI.  An  Act  for  punishing  Mutiny  and  Desertion, 
and  for  the  better  Payment  of  the  Army  and 
their  Quarters. 

XII.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  Her  Majesty's 
Royal  Marine  Forces  while  on  shore. 

XIII.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  under  ^  The  Drainage  and  Improve- 
ment of  Lands  Act  {Ireland),  1800,"  and  the 
Act  amending  the  snme. 

XIV.  An  Act  to  make  better  Provision  for  the 
Naval  Defence  of  the  Colonies. 

XV.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Term  for  granting 
fresh  Letters  Patent  for  the  High  Courts  in 
India,  and  to  make  further  Provision  respecting 
the  Territorial  Jurisdiction  of  the  said  Courts. 

XVI.  An  Act  to  make  further  Provision  for  the 
Management  of  the  Unredeemed  Public  Debt 
in  Ireland,  and  for  the  Reduction  of  the 
Interest  payable  on  certain  Sums  advanced  by 
the  Bank  of  Ireland  for  tho  Public  Service. 

XVII.  An  Act  to  enlarge  the  Powers  of  tho 
Governor  General  of  Jnaia  in  Council  at  Meet- 
ings for  making  Laws  and  Regulations,  and  to 
amend  the  Law  respecting  the  Territorial 
Limits  of  the  several  Presidencies  and  Lieute- 
nant Governorships  in  India, 

XVIII.  An  Act  for  amending  tho  Law  of  Evi- 
dence and  Practice  on  Criminal  Trials. 
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XIX*  An  Aet  to  extend  the  Period  for  borrowing 
the  Sam  anthoriied  to  be  ndeed  under  the 
Metropolitan  Main  Drainage  Ezteniion  Act, 
1803. 

XX.  An  Act  to  anthoriie  the  Inoloenre  of  eertain 
Lands  in  parsnanoe  of  a  Report  of  the  Inolo- 
rare  Connnistiooert  for  EryUmd  and  Wal$$, 

XXL  An  Act  to  amend  the  JrUh  Bankmpt  and 
Inaolvent  Aet,  1857. 

KXII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acta  relating  to 
the  SooUiih  Herring  Fisheries. 

XXIII.  An  Aet  to  oonftrm  a  ProTisional  Order 
under  "  The  Land  Drainage  Act,  1861." 

XXIV.  An  Act  to  eonflrm  certain  ProTisional 
Orders  under  "The  Local  6o?emment  Act, 
1858,"  relating  to  the  DistricU  oi  Bridlington, 
Brigh4m$e,  Bumley,  Benley^  Shipley,  JFal- 
lingford,  LUmgoUen,  Ormtkirkf  Swantea,  Tor- 
mokam,  and  Loehvood, 

XXV.  An  Act  to  confirm  oertain  ProTisional 
Orders  under  "The  Local  Qo?emraent  Act, 
1858,"  routing  to  the  Districts  of  Derby, 
BamsffoULOewestry,  Bury,  Beap,  Coekermouth, 
MaUoek  Bothy  and  Bromtyrcve, 

XXVI.  An  Act  to  provide  for  Superannuation 
Allowances  to  Officers  of  Unions  in  Ireland, 

XXVII.  An  Act  for  awarding  Costs  in  certain 
Cases  of  Prirate  Bills. 

XXVIIL  An  Act, to  authorise  oertain  Payments 
out  of  the  Land  Revenues  of  the  Crown  to  pro- 
vide Compensation  for  oertain  Claims  in  the 
Isle  of  Man, 

XXIX.  An  Act  for  raising  the  Sum  of  One  Mil- 
lion Pounds  by  Exchequer  Bonds  for  the  Ser- 
Tice  of  the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  sixty-five. 

XXX.  An  Act  to  grant  oertain  Duties  of  Cus- 
toms and  Inkiod  Revenue. 

XXXI.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Commissioners  of 
Her  Majesty's  Works  and  Public  Buildings  to 
acquire  additional  Lands  for  improving  the 
Site  of  the  new  Public  Oflloes  in  Downing 
Street  and  the  Approaches  thereto. 

XXXII.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  Council  of  India  to  acquire  additional  Lands 
for  improving  the  Site  of  the  India  Office  and 
the  Approaches  thereto. 

XXXIII.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Act  of  the  Par- 
liament of  Ireland  of  the  Sixth  Tear  of  Anne, 
Chapter  Eleven,  for  explaining  and  amending 
the  several  Acts  against  Tories,  Robbers,  and 
Rapparees. 

XXXIV.  An  Act  to  make  the  Metropolitan 
Houseless  Poor  Act  perpetual. 

XXXV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Police  Superannuation  Funds  in  Counties 
and  Boroughs. 

XXXVI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
the  Registration  of  County  Voters,  and  to  the 
Powers  and  Duties  of  Revising  Barristers  in 
certain  Cases. 

XXXVIL  An  Act  to  make  better  Provision  re- 
specting the  Transaction  of  County  Business 
and  the  Administration  of  Justice  at  Quarter 
Sessions  in  the  County  of  Suaew;  and  to 
confirm  oertain  Proceedings  of  the  Justices  of 
the  said  County. 

XXXVIII.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Alteration 
of  the  Time  for  holding  Sutntory  Meetings  of 
Commissioners  of  Supply  in  Scotland, 

XXXIX.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Inclosure  of 
oertain  Lands  in  pursuance  of  a  Report  of  the 
InolosureCommissioiiersforjSii^iM/and  n^alee. 


XL.  An  Aet  to  extend  to  the  Court  of  Ghsaeery 
of  tlie  County  Palatine  ofLaiteaiter  eertsii  of 
the  Provisions  of  an  Act  passed  in  the  Scoioi 
holden  in  the  Twenty-third  and  Twe&t]r.feirtk 
Tears  of  Her  present  Mi^jeety,  intitsled  it 
Ad  to  give  to  Trustees,  Mnioagees  (md  tthert, 
eertain  Powers  now  eot^MHotuy  intertei  inStt- 
tlements.  Mortgages,  and  Wills, 

XLI.  An  Act  to  confirm  oertain  Provisional  0^ 
ders  under  *'  The  Local  Government  Act,  1858," 
relating  to  the  Districts  of  Skefdd,  Brodftrd, 
and  Gloueester. 

XLI  I.  An  Act  for  fooiiitating  the  Anneiatiwrf 
Tithes  to  District  Churches. 

XLIII.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Swmij  U 
Property  of  Marriied  Women  sepanted  km 
their  Husbands  in  Ireland, 

XLIV.  An  Act  for  confirming  a  ProvinouJOHBr 
made  by  the  Board  of  Trade  under  the  Merehut 
Shipping  Aet  Amendment  Act,  1862,  nbtiig 
to  the  Pilotage  of  the  River  Tyne, 

XLV.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  CoUeeti<m  hj 
means  of  Stamps  of  Fees  payable  in  the  Saperior 
Courts  of  Law  at  Westminster,  and  in  the  Oflieei 
belonging  thereto. 

XLVL  An  Act  to  suspend  the  making  of  LiiU 
and  the  Ballots  for  the  Militia  of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

XLVIL  An  Act  to  defray  the  Charge  of  tbe 
Pay,  Clothing,  and  contingent  and  other  Ex* 

Smses  of  the  Disembodied  Militia  in  Grtd 
ritain  taid  Ireland  ;  to  grant  AUowaooes  k 
cerUin  Cases  to  Subaltern  Oflleen,  Adjotuti, 
Paymasters,  Quartermasters,  Surveoni,  Am* 
tant  Surgeons,  and  Surgeons  Matee  of  tbe 
Militia ;  and  to  authorise  the  EmploTmeDt  d 
the  Non-commissioned  Officers. 

XLVIII.  An  Act  to  supply  Meaoi  towariide 
fraying  the  Expenses  of  proriding  CoorU  of 
Justice  and  the  various  Ofiioei  hdoofinf 
thereto ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

XLIX.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Commisnooan  of 
Her  Majesty's  Works  and  PnbUc  BnUdiosito 
acquire  a  Site  for  the  Erection  and  Coooo- 
tration  of  Courts  of  Justice,  and  of  the  nriov 
Oflk)es  belonging  to  the  snme. 

L.  An  Act  for  reg^ulating  the  keeping  of  ])ogS|U| 
for  the  Protection  of  Sheep  and  other  Property 
from  Dogs,  in  Ireland. 

LI.  An  Aet  to  enable  the  Admiralty  to  oootiMt 
for  certain  Works  in  connexion  with  the  BiHo- 
sion  of  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards. 

LI  I.  An  Act  to  amend  «  The  Drsin^e  m 
Improvement  of  Lands  Acts  {Ireland),*'  m^ 
afford  further  Facilities  for  the  Porposei  tbert* 

LIII.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  Provitionsl  OHtf 
under  '•The  Drainage  and  Improvenwot of 
Unds  (^IreUmd)  Act,  1863,"  and  the  A«t 
amending  the  same. 

LIV.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Days  between  wiuek 
Pheasants  may  not  be  killed  in  Ir^anl 

LV.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Univemty  «• 
Oxford  to  make  Statutes  as  to  the  Ftsm<i» 
Foundation  in  that  University. 

LVI.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  PreTentwi 
of  Trespass  in  Scotland, 

LVIL  An  Act  to  amend  certain  ProTiiioe« » 
"  The  Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act,  1868." 

LVIII.  An  Act  for  confirming,  with  Amesda^ 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Bow» 
of  Trade  under  the  General  Pier  and  Herloff 
Act,  1861,  relating  to  Carriekfergus,  Bm^^ 
MaidoHy  Northam,  and  SkankUn, 
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LIX.  An  Act  for  confirmioff,  with  Amendments, 
a  Prorisional  Order  nutde  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  "The  Merchant  Shipping  Act 
Amendment  Act,  1862/'  relating  to  the  Pilot- 
age of  the  Port  of  Sunderland, 

LX.  An  Act  to  render  Owners  of  Dogs  in  England 
and  WaU$  liable  for  Injuries  to  Cattle  and 
Sheep. 

LXI.  An  Act  ibrproTiding  a  further  Sum  towards 
defraying  the  Expenses  of  oonstructiog  Fortifi- 
cations tor  the  Protection  of  the  Royal  Arsenals 
and  Dockyards  and  the  Ports  of  Dwer  and 
Portiandf  and  of  creating  a  Central  Arsenal. 

LXII.  An  Act  to  proTide  for  the  Exemption  of 
Churches  and  Chapels  in  Scotland  from  Poor 
Rates. 

LXI II.  An  Act  to  remove  Doubts  as  to  the  Va- 
lidity  of  Colonial  Laws. 

LXIV.  An  Act  to  remove  Doubts  respecting  the 
Validity  of  certain  Marriages  contracted  in  Her 
Majesty's  Possessions  abroad. 

LXV.  An  Act  to  explain  ''The  Defence  Act, 
1860." 

LX  y  I.  An  Act  to  allow  the  charginffof  the  Excise 
Duty  on  Malt  according  to  Uie  Weight  of  the 
Grain  used. 

LXVII.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  Harbour  of  Kingstown, 

LXVIII.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  for  England  to  grant  Superan- 
nuation Allowances  to  Persons  employed  in  their 
Service. 

LXIX.  An  Act  further  to  amend  and  render  more 
efiBBCtual  the  Law  for  providing  fit  Houses  for 
the  Beneficed  Clergy  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

LXX.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Distribution  of  the 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  and  to  make 
better  Provision  for  the  Police  Force  in  the 
Borough  of  Belfast, 

LXXI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  for  the  Estab- 
lishment of  a  National  Gallery  in  Dublin. 

LXXU.  An  Act  to  make  better  Provision  re- 
specting Wills  of  Seamen  and  Marines  of  the 
Royal  Navy  and  Marines. 

LXXIII.  An  Act  for  regulating  the  Payment  of 
Naval  and  Marine  Pay  and  Pensions. 

LXXIY.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Majesty's  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  War  Department  to  lay 
down  and  use  a  Tramway  or  temporary  Rail- 
way across  certain  public  Roads  in  the  County 
of  Devon, 

LXXV.  An  Act  for  fiicilitating  the  more  usefril 
Application  of  Sewage  in  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland, 

LXXVI.  An  Act  for  confirming,  with  Amend- 
ments, certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade  under  The  General  Pier  and 
Hiurboar  Act,  1861,  relating  to  Oirvan,  Meva- 
ffiaey,  and  Stornaway, 

LXXVU.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the  Twenty- 
seventh  and  Twenty-eighth  VietoriOt  Chapter 
Sixty-four,  commonly  called  "The  Public 
House  Clomng  Act,  1864." 

LXXVIII.  An  Act  to  enable  certain  Companiet 
to  issue  Mortgage  Debentures  founded  on  Secu- 
ritles  upon  or  affecting  Land,  and  to  make  Pro- 
vision for  the  Regis^ation  of  such  Mortgage 
Debentures  and  Securities. 

LXXIX.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  Distri- 
bution of  the  Charge  for  the  Relief  of  the  Poor 
in  Unions, 

LXXX.  An  Act  to  explain  and  amend  "The 
Luna  tie  Asylum  Act,  1863,"  and  "The  Lunacy 


Act  Amendment  Act,  1862/'  with  reference, v 
to  Counties  of  Towns  which  have  Courts  of  ^ 
Quarter  Sessions,  but  no  Recorder. 

LXXX  I.  An  Act  to  render  valid  Marriages  here- 
tofore solemnized  in  the  Chapel  of  Ease  called 
Saint  JameS'the' Greater  Chapel,  Eattbury  in 
the  Parish  of  Lambome  in  the  County  of  Berks, 

LXXXII.  An  Act  to  amend  '*  The  Endowment 
and  Augmentation  of  Small  Benefices  (Ireland) 
Act,  1860." 

LXXXIIl.  An  Act  for  further  regulating  the  Use 
of  Locomotives  on  Turnpike  and  other  Roads 
for  agricultural  and  other  Purposes. 

LXXXIV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Prisons  (Scot' 
land)  Administration  Act,  1860,  and  to  explain 
the  Fifty-second  and  Seventy-seventh  Sections 
of  the  said  Act. 

LXXXV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to 
Procurators  in  Scotland, 

LXXXVI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  of  Part- 
nership .- 

LXXXVII.  An  Act  to  enable  Her  Majesty's 
Postmaster  General  to  acquire  a  Site  for  the 
Extension  of  the  General  Post  Office  in  St. 
Martin* S'le- Grand,  in  the  City  o(  London, 

LXXXVIII.  An  Act  for  the  recording  of  Titles 
to  Land  in  Ireland. 

LXXXIX.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  better  Go- 
vernment of  Greenwich  Hospital,  and  the  more 
beneficial  Application  of  the  Revenues  thereof. 

XC.  An  Act  for  the  Establishment  of  a  Fire 
Brigade  within  the  Metropolis. 

XCI.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  Provisional 
Orders  made  under  an  Act  of  the  Fifteenth 
Tear  of  Her  present  Majesty,  to  facilitate 
Arrangements  for  the  Relief  of  Turnpike 
TrusU. 

XCII.  An  Act  to  shorten  the  Time  for  the  Elec- 
tion of  Members  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the 
Ayr  District  of  Burghs. 

XCIII.  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  OflSces  of 
Comptroller  General  of  the  Exchequer  and 
Chairman  of  the  Commissioners  for  auditing 
the  Public  Accounts ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

XCIV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Carriers  Act. 

XCV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
Duties  on  Sugar,  and  the  Drawbacks  on  those 
Duties. 

XC  VI.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Inland  Revenue. 

XCVII.  An  Act  to  indemnify  such  Persons  in  the 
United  Kingdom  as  have  omitted  to  quallQr 
themselves  for  Oflilces  and  Employments,  and 
to  extend  the  Time  limited  for  those  Purposes 

XCVm.  An  Act  to  allow  British  Compounded 
Spirits  to  be  warehoused  upon  Drawback. 

XCiX.  An  Act  to  confer  on  ^he  County  Courts  a 
limited  Jurisdiction  in  Equity. 

C.  An  Act  to  transfer  from  the  Admiralty  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  Powers  and  Duties  relative  to 
certain  Harbours. 

CI.  An  Act  for  authorizing  TransfiBrable  Deben- 
tures to  be  charged  'ipon  Land  in  Ireland. 

CIL  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Twentieth 
and  Twenty-first  Tears  of  Her  Majesty,  for  the 
Abatement  of  the  Nuisance  arising  flrom  the 
Smoke  of  Furnaces  in  Scotland,  and  an  Act  of 
the  Twenty-fourth  Tear  of  Her  Migesty,  to 
amend  the  said  Act. 

OIIL  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Discontinuance 
of  a  separate  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  and  a 
separate  Gaol  in  the  Borough  of  Faimouth. 
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OrV.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Procedare  and  Prae- 
tioe  in  Crown  Suits  in  the  Coart  of  Exchequer 
at  Wettm%n$ter  ;  and  for  other  PnrpoBei. 

OY.  An  Act  to  continue  the  Poor  Law  Board 
for  a  limited  Period. 

CVI.  An  Act  to  authorize  Loans  in  aid  of  the 
Construction  of  DocItJ  in  British  Possessions. 

CVIL  An  Act  to  continue  certain  Tumpil^e  Acts 
in  Oreat  Britain, 

CVIII.  An  Act  to  confirm  certain  ProTisional 
Orders  under  "  The  Local  Government  Act, 
1858/'  relating  to  the  Districts  of  NoUinqham, 
RuiholfMt  Plymouth,  Redoar,  Cardiff,  Kings- 
ton-upon-Hullt  Guildford,  Ramsgate,  Ryde, 
Workington,  and  Oxford,  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses relative  to  certain  Districts  under  the  said 
Act. 

CIX.  An  Act  for  transferring  the  UUter  Canal 
to  the  Commissioners  of  Puhlio  Works  in 
Ireland, 

ex.  An  Act  to  confirm  a  certain  Provisional 
Order  under  '^The  Local  Government  Act, 
1858/'  relating  to  the  Bastings  District. 

CXI.  An  Act  te  regulate  the  Disposal  of  Money 
and  Effects  under  the  Control  of  the  Admiralty, 
belonging  to  deceased  Officers,  Seamen,  and 
Msrines  of  the  Royal  Navy  and  Marines,  and 
other  Persons. 

CXIL  An  Act  to  repeal  Enactments  relating  to 
Powers  of  the  Commissioners  of  the  Admiralty, 
and  to  various  Matters  under  the  Control  of 
the  Admiralty. 

CXI II.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Payment  of 
Retiring  Pensions  to  Colonial  Governors. 

CXIV.  An  Act  for  confirming,  with  Amendments, 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  under  the  General  Pier  and  Harbour 


Aot,  ISfil,  relating  to  Easff>oune,  CkwdfiKt 
Heme  Bay,  LkmdriUo,  and  Pensam. 

OXV.  An  Act  to  amend  "The  Naval  Diieiplioi 
Act,  1864." 

OX  VI.  An  Act  to  explain  the  Foreign  Jnrisdietioa 
Act. 

CXVII.  An  Act  to  regulate  the  Appoiotmeotof 
a  Vicar  or  Incumbent  to  the  Vicarage  of  tin 
Parish  Church  of  Rochdale  In  theoonntj^ 
Lancaster  and  in  the  Diocese  of  Manchester. 

CXVIII.  An  Act  to  continue  and  amend  "Tls 
Peace  Preservation  {Irelaitd)  Act,  1856." 

CXIX.  An  Act  for  continuing  variooi  ezpinQ; 
Acts. 

OXX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Preservation  and  Improvement  of  narwA 
Harbour. 

CXXI.  An  Act  to  amend  "  The  Sahnon  Fiiher^ 
Act,  1861." 

CXXI  I.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  as  to  tbe  Sob- 
scriptions  and  Declarations  to  be  made  ud 
Oaths  to  be  taken  by  the  Clergy  of  tbe  EtUb- 
lisbed  Church  of  England  and  Ireland. 

CXXIII.  An  Act  to  apply  a  Samont  of  tbeCoe- 
solidated  Fund  and  the  Surplus  of  Wayi  ud 
Means  to  the  Service  of  the  Tear  ending  Tbirtj- 
first  March  One  thousand  eight  buodred  ud 
sixty-six,    and  to    appropriate  tbe  SsppiiM 

f  ranted  in  this  Session  of  Parliament. 
XIV.  An  Act  for  consolidating  certaioEuMt- 
ments  relating  to  the  Admiralty. 
CXXV.  An  Act  for  the  ReguUtionof  Doekyiid 

Ports. 
CXXVI.  An  Act  to  consolidate  .and  amend  fin 

Law  relating  to  Prisons. 
CXX VII.  An  Act.  to  amend  the  Law  reUting  to 
small  Penalties. 
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AND  TO  BE  JUDICIALLY  NOTICED. 


I     AN   Act  to  enable  the  Colne  Valley   and 

'  J\  BaUtead  Railway  Ck>inpao7  to  increase 
their  Capital. 

ii.  An  Act  to  regnlate  the  Mode  of  Val nation 
of  the  nnder<2Tound  Pipes  or  Works  in  the  City 
of  Olatgow  belonging  to  the  City  and  Suburban 
Cos  Company  of  QlatgmVt  for  the  Purpose  of 
Assessment  under  **  The  Glatgow  Police  Act, 
1862." 

iii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  open  a  new  Street  in  Whitechapel^ 
and  to  remove  Middle  Row,  Holbom,  all  in 
the  County  of  Middlesex. 

iv.  An  Act  to  reduce  the  Capital  and  Borrowing 
Powers  of  the  MisUey^  Thorpe,  and  Walton 
R.nilwfly  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

T.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon  the 
Brighton^  Bove,  and  Preston  Constant  Service 
Waterworks  Company. 

vi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Roseendale  Union  Oas 
Company  to  raise  additional  Capital. 

vii.  An  Act  to  dissolve  the  Union  subsisting 
between  the  Visitors  of  the  Lunatio  Asylum 
for  the  Counties  of  LeieeHer  and  Rutland  and 
the  Corporation  of  the  Borough  of  Leicester, 
for  the  Admission  of  Lunatic  Paupers  fh)m  the 
said  Borough  into  the  said  Asylum,  and  to 
empower  the  said  Corporation  to  provide  a 
separate  Asylum  ;  and  to  authorixe  the  Cor- 
poration to  establish  a  Market  for  the  Sale  of 
Hay  and  other  Commodities,  in  lieu  of  the 
existing  Market ;  and  to  extend  the  Powers  of 
the  said  Corporation  with  respect  to  Streets  in 
the  said  Borough  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

▼iii.  An  Act  for  making  an  Embankment  on  the 
South  Shore  of  the  River  Sha/tmon  near  to  the 
City  of  Limeriek;  and  ibr  other  Purposes. 

ix.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Local  Board  for 
the  District  of  the  Borough  of  Oswestry  and  the 
Liberties  thereof  to  provide  a  better  Supply  of 
Water  to  the  District,  and  to  complete  the 
Sewerage  of  the  District,  and  to  dispose  of  the 
Sewage  for  Irrigation  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

z.  An  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  for  making,  repair- 
ing, and  improving  certain  Roads  leading  to 
and  from  Belston  in  tha  County  of  Cornwall, 
and  to  make  other  Provisions  in  lieu  thereof; 
and  for  other  Purposes, 
xi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Ramsbottom  Gat  Com- 
pany to  raise  additional  Capital.  ' 
zii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Bolton  to 
construct  an  Aqueduct  and  other  Works  in 
connexion  with  the  intended  Wayoh  Reservoir; 
and  to  make  forther  Provisions  for  the  Regu- 
lation of  the  Borough, 
xlii.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Gas  the 
Inhabitants  of  RedhiU  and  of  oertain  Places 
in  the  Ne^hboorhood  thereof  in  the  County  of 
Surrey. 


xiv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  South  Metropolitan 
Gaslight  and  Coke  Company  to  purchase  addi- 
tional Lands  ;  to  remove  a  dhuroh  in  the 
Neighbourhood  of  their  Works  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes  relating  to  the  Company. 

XV.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  lighting  Folke' 
stone  hnd  its  Neighbourhood  with  Gas. 

xvi.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Banbury  Water 
Company  (Limited),  and  to  make  further  Pro- 
vision for  the  Supply  of  Water  to  the  Town  of 
Banbury  and  the  Neighbourhood  thereof. 

xvii.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Water  the 
Town  of  LtUon  in  the  County  of  Bedford. 

xviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Athenry  emd  Ennis 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  raise  additional 
^  Capita! ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of  a 
Railway  from  Poole  to  Bournemouth, 

XX.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of  new 
and  widening  and  altering  of  existing  Streets 
and  other  Works  and  Improvements  in  the 
Borough  ot  Liverpool;  and -for  other  Purposes. 

xxi.  An  Act  to  vest  in  the  Lancashire  and  York- 
shire  Railway  Company  and  the  Lancashire 
Union  Railways  Company  jointly  oertain  Por- 
tions of  Railway  near  BlacMmm. 

xxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  widening  of  the 
Blackpool  Branch  of  the  Preston  and  Wyre 
Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxiii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  a  Railway  to  be  called  the  Luddinden 
Valley  Railway;  to  authorize  Working  and 
other  Arrangements  with  the  Lapneashire  and 
Yorkshire  Railway  Company ;  to  enable  that 
Company  to  subscribe  Capital ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xxiv.  An  Act  for  Incorporating  the  Fareham  Gas 
and  Coke  Company;  for  the  Increase  and 
Regulation  of  their  Capital ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

zxv.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  within  which 
the  Bath  Gaslight  and  Coke  Company  are 
authorized  to  supply  Gas,  and  to  enable  the 
Company  to  oonstruot  a  Railway  or  Tramway, 
to  erect  additional  Works,  to  raise  further 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xxvi.  An  Act  for  granting  further  Powers  to  the 
Bristol  Waterworks  Company,  and  for  tho 
Amendment  of  their  existing  Act. 

xxvii.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  and  Rcffula- 
tion  of  the  proposed  new  Town  of  West 
Worthing  in  the  Parish  of  ifdtfntf  in  the  County 
of  Sussex, 

xxviii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Esmouth  Gas, 
Coke,  ahd  Water  Company  (Limited),  and  to 
make  forther  Provision  for  lighting  the  Town 
of  Eoomovth  and  certain  neighbouring  Places 
with  Gas. 

zxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Shrewsbury  and 
North  WoUes  Railway  Company  to  raise  fur- 
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tber  Sumi,  and  to  divide  their  Sharei,  and  to 
make  DeTiationt  and  Alterations  in  their 
anthoriied  Une  of  Railway;  and  for  other 
Porpoeet. 

zzx.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Aotf  relating  to  the 
East  and  Weti  India  Dook  Company. 

zzxi.  An  Aet  to  authorise  the  MetropolUan  and 
Saint  John*i  Wood  Railway  Company  to  ex- 
tend their  Railway  to  Hamp$tead;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

zxxii.  An  Aet  to  enable  •*  The  Cry$tal  Palate 
DUtriei  Gas  Company"  to  raise  additional 
Capital. 

zxxiii.  An  Aot  to  enable  the  Corporation  of 
Bristol  to  improve  the  Rirer  Avon  and  the 
Docks  o(  Bristol, 

xizir.  An  Aot  for  better  supplying  with  Water 
the  Borough  of  Saint  Alban  and  the  Parishes 
and  Plaoes  of  Saint  Albans,  Saint  Peter^ 
Saint  Michael,  Saint  Stephen,  and  Sattndridffe, 
all  in  the  County  of  Hertford, 

zxzr.  An  Act  ibr  enabling  the  Tyldesley  with 
Shakerley  Local  Board  to  supply  Gas  in  their 
District,  and  in  adjoining  Plaoes ;  and  ior 
other  Purposes. 

zxxri.  An  Aot  to  oonfbr  further  Powers  upon 
the  Chesterfield  Waterworks  and  Gaslight  Com- 
pany. 

xzxtU.  An  Aot  to  authorise  the  Carmarthen  and 
Cardipam  Railway  Company  to  form  into  sepa- 
rate Capitals  the  Capitals  authorized  to  be 
raised  by  the  Carmarthen  and  Cardigan  Rail- 
way Acts,  1862  and  1863  ;  and  to  eztend  the 
Times  mnted  by  the  said  Acts  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Lands  and  Ezecution  of  Works. 

xxzviii.  An  Aot  for  the  Supply  of  the  City  of 
Winchester  and  its  Neighbourhood  with  Water 
and  with  Gas,  and  for  Incorpornting  into  One 
Company  The  Winehester  Waterworks  Com- 
pany (Limited)  and  The  Winchester  Gaslight 
and  Coke  Company. 

xzxix.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  Powers  on 
the  Lostwithiel  and  Fowey  Railway  Company 
in  relation  to  their  Capital,  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xl.  An  Act  to  define  the  Capital  of  the  Midland 
Cheat  Western  Railway  of  Ireland  Company ; 
to  enable  the  Company  to  create  Preference 
Shares ;  and  for  other  Purooses. 

xli.  KfkKoi for ofi»Xihng\XMBnekfasUeigh,Totnes^ 
and  So%Uh  Devon  Railway  Company  to  extend 
their  Railway  ^to  Ashhwrton;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xlil.  An  Aot  to  confirm  an  Agreement  between 
the  Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway  Company  and 
the  Devon  and  Somerset  Railway  Company ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xliii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Cheat  Southern  and 
Western  Railway  Company  to  create  Deben- 
ture Stock. 

xliy.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Kington  andEarditley 
Railway  Company  to  di? ide  their  Shares,  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

xlr.  An  Act  to  grant  further  Powers  to  the 
Staford  and  Uttoxeter  Railway  Company. 

xlvi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Corporation  for 
preser? ing  and  improTing  the  Port  of  DubUn 
to  lay  down  and  maintain  Tramways  on  the 
Quays  and  elsewhere  at  DubUn;  for  amending 
the  AcU  relating  to  the  Corporation  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes^ 

xItU.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Water 
the  Inhabitants  of  the  Townships  of  Runecm, 


Weston,  and  HaUon,  in  the  Pariih  of  Bman 
in  the  County  of  Chester. 

xlfiii.  An  Act  to  empower  the  0{a$gow  ad 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  oootribiti 
Funds  towards  and  hold  Shares  in  the  Uoioh 
taking  of  the  City  of  Olaspow  Union  Raflnf 
Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

xlix.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  Rastriekiiu 
Company,  Limited,  and  extending  their  Powoi; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

1.  An  Act  to  enable  the  London,  Brigktsm,  tad 
South  Coast  Railway  Company  to  mike  set 
Railways  from  Saint  Leonards  to  their  (hm 
Valley  and  Tunbridge  Wells  and  Eatthsvu 
Lines,  and  Deyiations  in  those  Lines ;  isdk 
other  Purposes. 

li.  An  Act  for  the  Oonstmotion  of  Railwaji  to 
connect,  by  means  of  the  Thames  Twmd,  eer* 
tain  BLailways  on  the  Surrey  Side  of  the  Rim 
Thames  with  certain  Railways  on  the  MidHaa 
Side  of  the  said  RiTor,  to  be  called  "ThtEfUt 
London  Railway  ; "  and  for  other  ParpoM. 

lii.  An  Aot  for  incorporating  and  grsntio^otkr 
Powers  to  "  The  Birstal  Gaslight  Compeij.'' 

liii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Bodmin  Railwiy  Con* 
pany  to  eztend  their  Railway  to  ibtBodm 
and  Wojdebridge  Railway;  to  raiw  fortber 
Monies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

liy.  An  Aot  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  betUr 
supplying  with  Gas  LittUhorough  in  the  Pariik 
otRoehdaiein  the  County  of  LmcasiBrM 
the  Neighbourhood  thereof;  and  for  other  Po^ 
poses. 

It.  An  Aot  for  better  lighting  with  GutheDii- 
trict  of  Brierley  Hill,  and  certain  Psrishei  ud 
Plaoes  adjacent  thereto,  in  the  CoudUn  d 
StafordtLud  Worcester. 

XyU  An  Aot  to  authorize  the  Newport  P«g»A 
Railway  Company  to  extend  their  Rsilway  ti 
(Hney  in  the  County  of  Bucks. 

Ivii.  An  Act  to  re-oonstUute  the  Pram  Gas 
Company;  to  authorize  them  to  raise  fiirihcr 
Monies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Iriii.  An  Aot  to  amend  an  Act  for  boildiB;  i 
new  Chapel  upon  Portsnuwth  Common  io  tto 
Parish  of  PoHsea  in  the  County  ot  SonA- 
ampton  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

lix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  **  Oalway  Coouui' 
sioners  Waterworks  Act,  1863." 

Ix.  An  Act  to  transfer  the  Statute  Labour  Bomi 
in  the  Burch  of  Dundee  to  the  Comnamemn 
of  Police  of  the  said  Burgh,  and  to  proride  fcr 
the  Management  and  Maintenance  of  the  nil 
Roads. 

Ixi.  An  Aot  to  inoorporate  a  Company  ^^  ^i^*^ 
a  Railway  from  the  Darlington  nod  Bcrm 
Castle  Branch  of  the  Northeastern  Btil«f 
near  Oainford  in  the  County  of  Dnrkam  ^ 
Foreett  in  the  North  Riding  of  the  Gooatj « 
York;  to  authoriie  Working  and  other  A^ 
rangements  with  the  Northeastern  m^l 
Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixii.  An  Aot  ^  authorise  the  Cheat  Ea^ 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway  v^ 
their  Saint  Ives  and  March  RaUway  at  Sonff- 
sham  to  the  Ramsey  RaUway  ntBamtej/iA^ 
County  of  HunUngdan, 

IxiU.  An  Act  for  consolidating  and  smeiidiBittie 
AcU  routing  to  MarkeU  and  Slaughterhos^i 
In  Olasaow,  and  for  other  Purposes. 

IxiT.  An  Act  to  inoorporate  the  Ootpori  GsssM 
Coke  Company,  and  to  make  further  ^^ 
for  lighting  with  Gas  the  Town  of  0^^ 
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certain  PariBhes  and  Places  in  the  Neighbour- 
hood thereof;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
IxT.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Local  Board  of  Health 
for  the  District  of  the  Borough  of  Lkmelly  to 
construct  Waterworks,  and  supply  their  Dis- 
trict and  adjoining  Places  with  Water ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 
IxTi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Lond(m,  Brighton^ 
aud  South  Coast  Railway  Company  to  make 
short  Junction  Railways  to  connect  their  exist- 
ing and  authorised  Railways  in  the  Oonnty  of 
Surrey t  and  to  acquire  additional  Lands ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 
IxTii.  An  Act  to  restore  the  Exemption  of  Goods 
loaded  or  unloaded  on  the  Lands  or  Docks  of 
Robert  Vyner  Esquire,  Part  of  and  adjoining 
to  the  Great  Float  at  Birkenheadj  from  the 
Payment  of  Dock  Rates  on  Goods  to  the  Ktrtey 
Docks  and  Harbour  Board. 
Ixviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Whitehaven  Junction 
Railway  Company  to  enlarge  their    Station 
Aocommodation  at  Whiteluwen;  to  raise  a  fur- 
ther Sum  of  Money  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
Ixix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Commissioners  of 
.  the  Olatgow  Corporation  Waterworks  to  con- 
struct a  Bridge  for  carrying  the  Aqueduct  from 
Loeh  Katrine  to  Olasgow  over  the  Rifer  Eu" 
driek;  to  proTide  for  the  better  Distribution  of 
Water ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
Ixz.  An  Act  to  make  better  Provision  respecting 
the  Repayment  of  Money  borrowed  by  the 
Corporation  ot  Sunderland,  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 
Ixxi.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Acquisition  by 
the  London  and  South-western  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  Devon  and  Somerset  Railway 
Company  of  the  Undertaking  and  Property  of 
the  IlfroAombe  Railway  Company;   and  for 
other  Purposes, 
budi.  An  Act  to  grant  various  additional  Powers 

to  the  North  London  Railway  Company. 
Ixxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Corporation  of"  The 
President,  Vice-Presidents,    Treasurer,    and 
Members  of  the  School  for  the  Indigent  Blind  " 
to  sell  and  grant  Leases  of  the  Land  belonging 
to  them,  and  to  purchase  other  Land,  and  for 
otherwise  enabling  them  the  better  to  carry 
out  the  Purposes  of  the  said  Corporation. 
Izxiv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Olasgow  and  South- 
western Railway  Company  to  make  new  Rail- 
ways between  Kilmamoek  and   Olasgow ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 
IxxT.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  the  Township 
of  Horeforth  in  the  West  Riding  of  the  County 
of  York  with  Water  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
Ixxvi.  An  Act  for  incorporating^  and  granting 
other  Powers  to  "  The  DrighlxngUm  and  GiU 
dersome  Gaslight  Company." 
Ixxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Liverpool  United 
Gaslight  Company  to  increase  their  Capital, 
and  to  purchase  additional  Lands;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 
Ixxviii.  An  Act  to  extend  for  a  further  Period 
the  Powers  of  the  Wexford  Harbour  Embank- 
ment Company  for  the   Completion  of  their 
Undertaking  ;  and  to  amend  the  Acts  relating 
to  the  said  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
Ixxix.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Provisions  of  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  Company  of  Proprietors 
of  the  Stourbridge  Navigation,  and  to  confer 
further   Powers  on  that  Company;   and  for 
other  Purposes. 
Izzx.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  maintaining  and 


repairing  several  Roads  adjoining  or  near  to 
the  Town  of  Qrea;t  Torrington  in  the  County 
of  Devon;  and  for  new  Powers ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxi.  An  Act  for  authorizing  an  Extension  of 
the  Corwen  and  Bala  Railway  ;  for  abandon- 
ing Portions  of  the  Corwen  and  Bala  and 
Bala  and  Dotgetty  Railways ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Weald  of  Kent  RaU- 
way  Company  to  make  a  Deviation  of  their 
authorized  Line  of ,  Railway  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxiii.  An  (Act  to  vest  the  Carmyllie  private 
Railway  in  the  Scottish  North-eastern  Railway 
Company;  Powers  to  that  Company  to  take 
Tolls ;  raise  additional  Capital ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxiv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Marypori  and  Car^ 
lisle  Railway  Company  to  construct  ''The 
Derwent  Branch  Railway;"  to  enlarge  the 
Bull  Gill  Station;  to  purchase  additional 
Lands ;  to  raise  further  Monies  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

Ixxxv.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Port  Talbot 
Company  to  raise  additional  Capital ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxxvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Whitehaven, 
Cleator,  and  Egremont  Railway  Company  to 
make  Branches  and  other  Works,  and  to  extend 
their  Railway  to  Bigrigg  Moor  in  the  County  of 
Cumberland;  to  raise  further  Capital ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

Ixxxvii.  An  Act  fbr  authorizing  the  Construction 
of  Railways  in  the  County  of  Northumberland, 
to  be  called  "The  Hexham  and  Allendale 
Railway  ; "  and  for  other  Purposes. 

Ixxxviii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of 
Docks  at  King's  Lynn,  and  for  other  Purposes 
relating  to  that  Undertaking. 

Ixxxix.  An  Act  for  authorizing  "The  London 
and  South-Westem  Railway  Company"  to 
abandon  the  making  of  Lines  of  Railway  at 
Kensington  and  Hammersmith,  and  to  make 
other  Lines  of  Railway  instead  thereof,  and  to 
make  the  "  Chiswich  Curve ; "  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xo.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Citizens  of  the  City  of  Manchester  to  con- 
struct new  Streets,  enlarge  Markets,  improve 
the  Channel  of  the  River  Medlock,  and  to 
effect  further  Improvements  in  the  said  City ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

xci.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  making 
a  Railway  from  the  South  Durham  and  Lan- 
eashire  Union  Branch  of  the  North-eastern 
Railway  at  Lartington  to  Middleion  in  Tees- 
dale  ;  Working  Arrangements  with  the  North- 
eastern  Railway  Company ;  Powers  to  that 
Company  to  subscribe ;  and  fbr  other  Purposes. 

xcii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Aara  and  Master- 
man*  s  Bank  (Limited)  to  divide  the  original 
Shares  of  One  hundred  Pounds  in  the  Capital 
of  the  Company  into  Two  Shares  of  Fifty 
Pounds  each. 

xciii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  completing 
the  Aylesbury  and  Buckingham  Railway ;  to 
raise  additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

xciv.  An  Act  to  re-incorporate  "  The  Gomersal 
Gaslight  Companv,  Limited  ; "  to  authorize 
the  raising  of  additional  Capital ;  and  for  other 
Purpoiefl, 
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SOT.  An  Act  for  MtabUsbing  a  Cattle  Market  at 
Market  Drayton  in  the  County  of  Salop, 

so? i.  An  Act  for  granting  further  Poweni  to  the 
Belfasl  Gaslight  CompMuiy. 

zoTii.  An  Act  to  tranafor  to  the  Bristol  and 
Exeter  Railway  Company  the  Powers  of  con- 
Btmcting  and  working  the  Cheddar  VaUey  and 
Yatton  Railway  ;  to  extend  the  Time  for  Pur- 
chasing Lands ;  to  authorize  the  Parohase  of 
additional  LAuds ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

zcviii.  An  Act  for  a  Joint  Station  at  Bristol  for 
the  Great  Western,  Bristol  and  Exeter,  and 
Midland  Railway  Companies;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

xoiz.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Local  Board  of 
the  Borough  of  Carnarvon  to  supply  their  Dis- 
trict with  Water. 

c.  An  Act  to  enable  the  London  and  BlachwaU 
Railway  Company  to  lease  their  Undertaking 
to  the  Oreat  Eastern  Railway  Company  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

•i.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Bammersmith  and 
City  Railway  Company  to  alter  some  of  the 
Works  connected  with  their  Railway,  and  to 
purchase  additional  Lands,  and  to  lease  or 
transfer  their  Undertaking  to  the  Great  West- 
ern and  Metropolitan  Railway  Companies ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

•ii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  I^ndon  and 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  make  new 
Lines  of  Railway  in  Surrey,  and  for  vesting^  in 
them  Portions  of  Railways,  and  for  authorizing 
Agreements  between  thorn  and  other  Railway 
Companies,  and  for  the  raising  by  them  of  fur- 
ther Monies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ciii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  London  and 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  make  and 
maintain  a  Railway  from  their  Main  Line  of 
Railway  at  Pirbright  by  Alder  shot  to  Farn- 
ham;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cIt.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  London  and 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  make  and 
maintain  a  Railway  from  Bide/ord  to  Great 
Torringlon  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ov.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Great  NortJiem 
Railway  Company  to  construct  a  Railway  from 
Homsey  to  their  Hertford,  Luton^  and  Dun- 
stable  Line  near  Hertford. 

cri.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Water  the 
Towns  of  Kidderminster,  Stourport,  and  Bewd- 
ley,  and  certain  Parishes  and  Places  adjacent 
thereto,  in  the  County  of  Worcester. 

cvii.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Vcntnor  Harbour 
Company  to  raise  additional  Capital. 

cyiii.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  paving,  light- 
ing, and  improving  the  Town  ot  Ross  in  the 
County  of  Hereford,  for  maintaining  and  pro- 
viding Markets,  within  such  Town,  and  for 
supplying  the  same  with  Water  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cix.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  the  Town  of 
Rhyl  and  Places  in  the  surrounding  District 
with  Water  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ex.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  the  Town  of 
Gainsborough  and  the  Neighbourhood  thereof 
with  Water  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  North-eastern  Rail- 
way Company  to  construct  Branch  Railways 
and  other  Works  in  the  Counties  of  Durham 
and  York;  to  acquire  additional  Lands;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cxii.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  the  Burgh 
of  Ayr  and  PTaces  adjacent. 


cxiii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  For* 
chase  of  Lands  for  and  Completion  of  the  Sli^ 
Extension  of  the  Enmtkilisn,  Bundcrm,  owi 
Sligo  Railway  Company ;  and  to  enable  the 
Company  to  raise  further  Money. 

oxir.  An  Act  to  enable  the  DtdOin  and  Axirm 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  create  Prefer- 
ence  Shares  in  Uea  of  unissued,  inmnderei 
and  forfeited  Shares ;  and  for  other  ParpoKs. 

OXT.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Enlargemeiit  vA 
Maintenance  of  existing  Waterworks  in  tk 
Township  of  Glossop  in  the  Parish  of  Glon? 
in  the  County  of  Derby,  and  the  ConitrDetioo 
of  new  Waterworks,  and  to  authorize  the  Sak 
of  suoh  Waterworks,  and  the  Purohaie  theraf ; 
«nd  for  other  Purposes. 

cxvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Constrootion  bj 
the  London  and  Blaekwall  Railway  Compur 
of  Railways  in  the  Parishes  of /Stepa^.P^, 
and  Limehouse,  to  be  called  ''The  Lm^ 
Blaekwall,  and  MiUwaU  Extension  Railnjf 
to  authorize  Agreements  with  other  Compiaiei 
with  reference  thereto ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxvii.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  uponiha 
Metropolitan  Railway  Company  with  nfmm 
to  certain  Works  and  Lands,  and  to  aQtborin 
the  Lease  or  Transfer  of  the  Undertakiuf  flf 
the  Hammersmith  and  City  Railway  Comi»ny, 
and  Arrangements  with  other  Parties;  sod  for 
other  Purposes. 

oxviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Great  Eaden 
Railway  Company  to  make  certain  Railwayiia 
connexion  with  their  Railways  near  the  Mt- 
tropolis,  and  to  purchase  Station  Lands ;  u^ 
for  other  Purposes. 

cxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Sastingt  <adj^ 
Leonards  Gas  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sua 
of  Money ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxx.  An  Act  to  repeal  and  consolidate  the  AeU 
relating  to  the  Exeter  Gaslight  and  CokeCo* 
pany  and  tUo  Exeter  Commercial  Gaslight  m 
Coke  Company ;  and  to  confer  forthcr  Po«n 
on  the  Exeter  Gaslight  and  Coke  CompiDJ. 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxi.  An  Act  for  reclaiming  from  the  Seacertaa 
Uinds  on  and  near  the  Eastern  and  SoatV 
eastern  Coast  of  Essem  ;  for  making  Coiwla!» 
from  tho  North  London  Main  discharpr* 
Sewers  to  the  Coast  of  Etscx;  for  utiiiaJ-? 
the  Sewage  of  North  London;  and  for  a^ 
Purposes. 

cxxii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  to  e<»B«* 
Brean  Down  Harbour  with  existing  ^^P 
in  the  County  of  Somerset;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cxxiii.  An  Act  to  vary,  extend,  and  consolidtf 
the  Powers  ef  the  Northern  Assarmnoe  Cs* 
pany  ;  and  for  other  Purposes  reUting  thmt^ 

oxxiv.  An  Act  for  the  further  LnproTcniwt« 

^the  Drainage  and  Navigation  by  the  Bi^ 

Witham  in  tho   County  of  Lincoln,  m^ 

amending  the  Acts  relating  thereto ;  ana  ^ 

other  Purposes.  . , 

oxxv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Ncrtk  Bfv<^ 
Railway  Company  to  make  several  R**^*''!^ 
tho  Parishes  of  Liberton,  Lasswads,  and  e*^ 
where,  in  the  County  of  Edifdmr^;  ^ 
have  Running  Powers  over  the  m^  ^^ 
Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes; 

oxxvl  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Mayor,  Aldeiv^ 
and  Burgesses  of  the  City  and  ^^* 
Ripon  to  purchase  the  Gasworks  of  the  *r 
Gaslight  Company,  and  to  supply  Gti  wi*** 
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the  nid  Cifcy  and  Borough  and  the  Neighbour- 
hood thereof,  in  the  West  and  North  Ridings 
of  the  County  of  York;  and  to  preclude  Ques- 
tions as  to  the  Style  of  the  City  and  Borough, 
and  the  Name  of  the  Corporation ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

oxzviL  An  Act  to  empower  the  We$i  Stuseof 
Junction  Railway  Company  to  make  a  Devia- 
tion from  the  authorized  Line  of  their  Railway; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxviii.  An  Act  to  repeal,  and  re-enact  with 
Amendments,  the  Provisions  of  the  Act  relat- 
ing to  the  LeammgUm  Pnor$  Gaslight  and 
Coke  Company  ;  to  extend  the  Limits  of  Sup- 
ply thereby  authorised ;  to  authorize  an  increase 
of  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxxix.  An  Act  for  the  Incorporation  and  better 
Regulation  of  the  Affidrs  of  the  Assam  Com- 
pany. 

cxxx.  An  Act  to  extend  the  KUrush  and  KUkee 
Railway,  and  to  grant  further  Time  for  Com- 
pletion of  the  Works. 

cxxxi.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
PlymouHi  and  Dartmoor  Railway  Company  ;  to 
authorize  the  raising  of  additional  Capital,  and 
Arrangements  with  the  SotUk  Devon  Railway 
Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Bristol  and  Exeter  Railway  at  Tiverton  to  the 
Devon  and  Somerset  Railway  in  the  Parish  of 
Morebath  in  the  County  of  Devon^  and  for 
granting  certain  Powers  to  the  Bristol  and 
Exeter  Railway  Company  with  reference  thereto. 

cxxxi ii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Amalgamation 
of  the  Dunblane^  Donne,  and  CaUanaer  Rail- 
way Company  with  the  ScotHsh  Central  Rail- 
way Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxxxiv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Amalgamation 
of  the  Crieff  Junction  Railway  Company  with 
the  Scottish  Central  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

oxxxv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway  from 
Barrhead  to  Paisley,  and  to  improve  the 
Railway  between  Barrhead  and  Crofthead,  all 
in  the  County  of  Renfrew;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cxxxvi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway 
for  connecting  their  Main  Line  near  DaUna- 
keddar  with  the  Dumfries,  Loehmaben,  and 
Lockerby  Junction  Railway  near  ShielhiU  in 
the  County  of  Dumfries;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

oxxxvii.  An  Act  to  repeal,  consolidate,  and 
amend  the  Provisions  of  the  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment relating  to  the  Company  of  Merchants 
of  the  City  of  Edinburgh  ;  and  to  enlarge  the 
Powers  of  the  said  Company  ;  to  amend  the 
Act  relating  to  Daniel  Stewarfs  Hospital ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

oxxxviii.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  for  the 
Supply  of  Water,  and  to  authorise  the  building 
of  a  Town  Hall,  by  the  Local  Board  of  Health 
for  the  District  of  MeHhyr  Tydfil;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cxxxix.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Caledonian  Railway  at  Crofthead  to  Kilmar- 
nock, with  a  Branch  to  Beith,  in  the  Counties 
of  Renfrew  and  Ayr;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxl.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  the  Boundaries 
of  the  Municipal  Borough  and  District  of  HaU" 
faxt  and  otherwise  improving  the  said  Borough; 

YOL  OLXXX.    [thisd  skbies.] 


to  amend  and  extend  the  several  Powers  of 
the  Acts  relating  thereto ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cxli.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Limits  of  Supply  of 
the  Neaih  Water  Company,  and  to  authorize 
them  to  oonstmot  additional  Works ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

oxlii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Sou&ampton  Gaslight 
and  Coke  Company  to  extend  their  Limits  for 
the  Supply  of  Gas,  and  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxliii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Whitehaven  and 
Fumess  Junction  Railway  Company  to  make 
Branches  and  other  Works,  and  to  extend  their 
Railway  from  WUom  in  the  County  of  Cumber* 
land  to  join  the  Fumess  Railway  in  the  Parish 
of  DalUm  in  the  County  of  Lanc€uter  ;  to  raise 
further  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxliv.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Term  and  amend 
the  Provisions  of  the  Act  relating  to  the  Crom- 
ford  and  Belper  Turnpike  Road. 

cxlv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Mayor,  Aldermen, 
and  Citizens  of  the  City  of  Manchester  to  con- 
struct new  Works  in  oonneoiion  with  their 
Waterworks ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

0x1  vi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
a  Pier  in  Moreeambe  Bay, 

cxlvii.  An  Act  for  extending  the  Powers  of*  The 
Rickmansworth,  Amersham,  and  Chesham  Rail- 
way Company." 

cxiviii.  An  Act  for  the  Incorporation  of  the  Bam 
Oyster  Fishery  Company,  and  for  authorizing 
them  to  establish  and  maintain  an  Oyster 
Fishery  near  the  North-east  Coast  of  the  Isle 
of  Sheppey  in  the  County  of  Kent ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

oxlix.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Okehampton 
Railway  Company  to  make  and  maintain  Ex- 
tensions of  their  Railway  to  Buds  in  the  County 
of  Cornwall  and  to  Oreat  Torrington  in  the 
County  of  Devon  respectively,  and  to  raise 
forther  Monies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ol.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  vesting  in  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  Company  of  the  Bishop 
Stortford,  Dunmow,  and  Braintree  Railway. 

oil.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon  **  The 
Metropolitan  District  Railway  Company." 

clii.  An  Act  to  give  Effect  to  an  Agreement 
between  the  Lord  Provost,  Magistrates,  and 
Council  of  the  City  of  Edinburgh  and  the 
North  British  Railway  Company  with  relerenoe 
to  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Market ;  and  for 
the  Enlargement  of  the  North  British  Station 
at  Edirdmrgh  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oliii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for  mak- 
ing "  The  Fareham  and  Netley  Railway ;"  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

oliv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Teign  Valley 
Railway  Company  to  raise  further  Monies ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

civ.  An  Act  for  defining  and  consolidating  the 
Undertaking  and  Mortgage  Debt  of  <*  The 
Bristol  Port  Railway  and  Pier  Company  ;"  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

clvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Cork  and  lAmeriek 
Direct  Railway  Company  to  issue  Preference 
Shares  in  lieu  of  cancelled  Shares,  and  to  create 
Debenture  Stock  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

olvii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Isle  of  Wight 
Railway  Company  to  provide  and  work  Steam 
Vessels,  and  to  provide  Accommodation  for 
Traffic  thereby,  and  to  raise  further  Monies  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 
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olviii.  An  Act  to  antboriie  the  lAaneUy  Railway 

nnd  Dock  Company  to  raise  more  Money, 
clix.  An  Act  to  ei^able  the  Mid-WdUi  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  Railway  to  join  the    Cei^ 
trtU  WaUi  Railway ;  and  for  other  Parposes. 
olx.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Provisions  of  the  West 
Brcmwieh  ImproTement  Act,   1854,  and  the 
West  Bromwtefi    Improrement    Amendment 
Act,  1855. 
clzi.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway  to  Balemo 
in  the  County  of  Edinburgh;  and  for  other 
Purposes, 
olxii.  An  Act  for  the  better  Management  of  the 
Marsh  Estate  of  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 
Burgesses  of  the  Borough  of  Southampton  ;  and 
for  authorizing  them  to  establish  and  maintain 
new  Markets,  and  to  raise  further  Monies ;  and 
for  other  Purposes, 
olxiii.  An  Act  to  repeal  an  Act  passed  in  the 
Fourth   Tear  of  the  Reign  of  Her    present 
Majesty  Queen  Victoria,  intituled  '*An  Act 
for  repairing  several  Roads  leading  from  the 
Town  of  Barnstaple  in  the  County  of  Devon, 
and  for  making  several  new  Lines  of  Road  con- 
nected therewith,"  and  to  grant  more  effectual 
Powers  in  lieu  thereof ;  to  convert  into  Turn- 
pike Road  Portions  of  existing  Roads ;  and  for 
other  Purposes, 
olxiv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  opening  of  certain 
new  Streets  in  the  Borough  of  Belfast,  and  to 
confer  certain  Powers  upon  a  Company  and 
the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and  Burgesses  of  the 
Borough  of  Belfast  for  such  Purposes, 
olxv.  An  Act  for  empowering  the    ChtUenham 
Waterworks  Company  to  extend  their  Works 
and  Limits  of  Supply,  and  to  raise  a  further 
Sum  of  Money  ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clxvi.  An  Act  for  granting  certain  Powers  to  the 

Crays  Gaslight  and  Coke  Company,  Limited, 
olxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Amalgamation  of 
the  Oeneral  Termimis  and  Glasgow  Barbour 
Railway  Company  with  the  Caledonian  Rail- 
way Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clxviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Consolidation 
into  One  Undertaking  of  the  Inverness  and 
Perth  Junction  and  the  Inverness  and  Aberdeen 
Junction  Railways,  and  the  Union  into  One 
Company  of  the  Two  Companies  to  which  the 
said  Railways  respectively  belong ;  to  consoli- 
date and  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the  same 
Companies ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clxix.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Bonar 
Bridge    Railway  Station  at  Ardgay  in   the 
County  of  Ross  to  Brora  in  the   County  of 
Sutherland,    to  be  called    "The  Sutherland 
Railway ; "  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clxx.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Carmarthen  and 
Cardigan  Railway  Company  to  extend  their 
Railway  near  Kidwelly  in  Carmarthenshire. 
olxxi.     An  Act  to  continue  the  Winchcomb  Dis- 
trict of  Turnpike  Roads  Trust  in  the  County 
of  Oloucester;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clxxii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mold  and  Denbigh 
Junetion  Railway    Company  to  raise  further 
Sums,  and  to  divide  their  Shares,  and  to  make 
Deviations  and  Alterations  in  their  authorized 
Line  of  Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
clxxiii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Bishop's  Castle 
Railway  Company  to  extend  their  Railway  to 
the  Minsterley  Branch  of  the  Shrewsbury  and 
Welshpool  Railway  in  Shropshire;   and    for 
other  Purposes. 


clxxiv.  An  Act  for  transferring  the  Nem  Aorii 
Road  or  ParliamenUary  Road,  Olasgom,  to  tbe 
Board  of  Police  of  Glasgow;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

clxxv:  An  Act  for  extending  the  Time  for  tbe 
Purchase  of  Lands  and  the  Completion  of  tbe 
Railway  authorized  by  "  The  Canmvimkin 
Railway  Act,  1862." 

olxxvi.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  the  WreAtm^ 
Mold,  and  ConnaKs  Quay  Railway  to  Fandon; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  tbe  Stonehousemi 
Nailsworth  Railway  Company  to  extend  tbeir 
Railway  from  Dudbridge  to  the  Great  Wesfm 
Railway  at  Stroud ;  and  for  other  ForpoM 
relating  to  the  same  Company. 

olxxviii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  makinf  bf 
the  Tottenham  and  Mampstead  Junction  Rail- 
way Company  of  Lines  of  Railway  by  mj  d 
Substitution  for  Lines  of  Railway  already  u- 
thorized  to  be  made  by  them ;  and  for  aotbo- 
rizing  Arrangements  between  them  and  tbe 
Cheai  Eastern  Railway  Company  and  tbe 
Midland  Railway  Company ;  and  for  otber 
Purposes. 

clxxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Fumess  Mtnj 
Company  to  construct  new  Lines  of  Railvaf, 
and  to  raise  further  Monies;  and  for  oiber 
Purposes. 

clxxx.  An  Act  for  maintaining,  improTing,  ud 
managing  the  public  Roads  and  Bridges  in  tbe 
County  of  Dumfries, 

clxxxi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Gonstmotioa  of 
a  Railway  from  Wolverhamvton  to  WMl, 
all  in  the  County  of  Stafford, 

dxxxii.  An  Act  to  authorizo  the  Greal  Ncrikm 
Railway  Company  to  construct  a  Railway  ia 
Lincolnshire  from  Sleaford  to  Bourn, 

dxxxiii.  An  Act  for  separating  for  certain  Po^ 
poses  the  Borough  of  Belfast  from  tbe  Coonty 
of  Antrim  ;  and  for  making  better  ProTiiioB 
respecting  Contribution  by  the  Borough  towards 
the  Expenses  of  tbe  County  ;  and  for  amendisg 
the  Provisions 'of  certain  of  the  Acts  rdatiog 
to  the  Borough ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxxiv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Great  Easfer* 
Railway  Company  to  raise  a  further  Sam  of 
Money,  and  to  consolidate  certain  of  tbeir 
Preference  Stocks,  and  to  confer  Powers  upon 
the  said  Company  with  reference  to  Lowettofi 
Harbour ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxx V.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from /Vm* 
teign  in  the  County  of  Radnor  to  join  the  Ce»r 
tral  Wales  Railway  in  the  Parish  of  X/fflV^' 
to  be  caUed  **  The  Lugg  Fo/fcy  BaUway;" 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

dxxxvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Solway  Jm^ 
Railway  Company  to  make  certain  DeviatioDS 
in  their  authorized  Line ;  and  for  otiier  PB^ 
poses. 

clxxxvii.  An  Act  to  amend  and  enlarge  the  Powsn 
and  Provisions  of  "The  Westminster  Improw- 
ment  and  Incumbered  Estate  Act,  1861;"  ^ 
winding  up  the  Aflfeirs  of  the  Commission ; 
for  the  compulsory  Purchase  of  Lands  and  tbe 
Completion  of  the  Improvements ;  Borrowiog 
Power ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

clxxxviii.  An  Act  for  amending  and  extendiof 
the  **Bumliam  Tidal  Harbour  Act,  18W. 
and  for  enlarging  the  Powers  of  the  BurnioM 
Tidal  Harbour  Company  ;  and  for  other  Pi»- 
poses. 

dxxxix.  An  Act  for  better  supplying  with  Wst* 
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the  Town  and  Borough  of  ^elfasi  and  other 
Plaoes,  and  for  altering  and  amending  the  Con- 
stitution 6f  the  Corporation  of  the  Belfast 
Water  Commissioners ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

ozc.  An  Act  to  enahle  the  Denbigh,  Ruthxrij  and 
Ccrwen  Railway  Company  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxci.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Edgware,  Bighgate, 
and  London  Railway  Company  to  construot  a 
short  Line  of  Railway  to  oonneot  their  Rail- 
way with  the  Toitenham  and  Bampstead  Jun^ 
tion  Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cxcii.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  from  the 
Bammertmith  and  City  Railway  through  Ful- 
ham  to  the  North  Shore  of  the  Rifer  Thames; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxciii.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Laneashtre  Union 
Railways  Company  to  eonstmot  an  Extension 
Line  to  Saint  Belens  and  other  Branches  in  the 
County  of  Lancaster;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

exoiv.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Lynn  and  Sutton 
Bridge  Railway  Company  to  execute  certain 
Works  at  Stttton  Bridge,  and  granting  other 
Powers  to  the  same  Company. 

cxoT.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  of  the  Town 
of  SoiOhport  and  the  Neighbourhood  thereof; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

oxovi.  An  Act  authorising  the  Sale  or  Transfer  of 
SotUhwark  Bridge. 

oxovii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Sunningdale  and 
Cambridge  Town  Railway  Company  to  make 
new  Railways,  and  to  use  Part  of  the  Railway 
of  the  South-eastern  Railway  Company ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

ozcviii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Transfer  to  the 
Belfast,  Bolywood,  and  Bangor  Railway  Com- 
pany of  the  Bolywood  Branch  of  the  Belfast 
and  County  Down  Railway;  and  for  other 
Purposes  relating  to  such  Transfer. 

oxoix.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  com- 
pulsory Purchase  of  Lands  for  Part  of  the 
Undertaking  of  the  Sevenoaks,  Maidstone,  and 
Tu/nbridge  Railway  Company. 

oo.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Edinburgh  and  QlaS' 
gow  Railway  Company  to  form  a  Station  on 
the  College  Lands  at  Glasgow,  and  to  subscribe 
to  and  hold  Shares  in  the  City  of  Olasgow 
Union  Railway  Company ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

coL  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Monkland  Railways 
Company  to  make  Branch  Railways  in  the 
County  of  Lanark;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

coii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Caledonian  Railway 
Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway  for  con- 
necting their  Railway  with  the  North  British 
Railway  near  Edinburgh  ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

ooiiL  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of  a 
RaUway,  to  be  called  <' The  Skipton  and 
Wharf  dale  RaUway." 

ociv.  An  Act  for  a  better  Water  Supply  to  Tim- 
bridge  Wells  and  Plaoes  near  thereto ;  'and  for 
other  Purposes. 

COT.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the  Ogmore 
Valley  Railways  Company  and  the  Ely  Valley 
Extension  Railway  Company ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

«CYi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
Railways  from  the  Fort  Carlisle  Railway  to 
the  River  Caldew,  and  thence  to  the  Goods 
Lines  on  the  Southern  Side  of  the  Carlisle 
Citadel  Station ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 


ootIL  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Road  from  the 
Guide  Post  below  Baddon,  out  of  the  Balewell 
Turnpike  Road  into  the  Bentieyand  Ashbourne 
Turnpike  Road  in  the  County  of  Derby  ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

ooriit  An  Act  for  amending  the  Metropolitan 
Market  Act,  1857  •  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccix.  An  Act  for  the  Mansfield  and  Worksop 
Turnpike  Road  in  the  Counties  of  Nottingham 
and  Derby. 

oox.  An  Act  to  give  EfflBct  to  an  Arrangement 
oonceming  the  Contribution  payable  under 
certain  Enactments  by  certain  Baronies  in 
Roscommon  and  Oalway  and  the  County  of  the 
Town  of  Oalway  to  the  Midland  Great  Western 
*  Rcdlway  of  Ireland  Company. 

ocxi.  An  Act  for  conferring  further  Powers  on  the 
Swansea  and  Aberyttunth  Junction  Railway 
Company. 

ccxii^  An  Act  for  maintaining  the  Public  Roads 
and  Bridges  in  the  County  of  Wigioum. 

ccxiii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
a  Railway  across  the  Firth  of  Forth  in  con- 
nexion with  the  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  and 
North  British  Railways,  and  in  completion  of 
the  improved  Railway  Route  between  Edin- 
bttrgh  and  Perth  across  the  Firth ;  also  other 
Railways  and  Works  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cexiv.  An  Act  for  the  further  improving  of  the 
Town  of  Blackpool  and  the  rest  of  the  Town- 
ship of  Layton  with  Warbriek  in  the  County 
Palatine  of  Laneaster,  and  for  other  Purposes, 
and  of  which  the  Short  Title  is  *'  Blackpool 
Improvement  Act,  1865." 

ocxv.  An  Act  for  continuing  the  Term  of  the 
Turnpike  Roads  from  Brimington  and  Chester" 
field  in  the  County  of  Derby  to  the  Bigh  Moort 
in  the  Parish  of  Brampton  in  the  said  County ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

coxvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Great  Northern 
Railway  Company  to  construct  certain  short 
Lines  of  Railway  at  Newark,  Spalding,  Essen' 
dine,  and  Barkstone  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccxvii.  An  Act  to  amalgamate  the  Monkland 
Railways  Company  with  the  Edinburgh  and 
Olasgow  Railway  Company. 

ooxviii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Kidwelly  and 
Llanelly  Canal  and  Tramroad  Company  to  stop 
up  and  discontinue  the  Use  of  their  Canals,  and 
to  make  a  Railway  from  Burry  Port  in  the 
Parish  of  Pembrey  to  join  the  Mountain  Branch 
of  the  Llanelly  Railway  in  the  Parish  of 
Llanarihney,  Carmarthenshire,  with  Branches ; 
to  change  the  Name  of  the  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ccxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  West  Cornwall 
Railway  Compny  to  enter  into  Working  Ar- 
rangements with  other  Companies,  and  to  lease 
or  sell  their  Railway  :  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccxx.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Belfast  Ventral 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  line  of  Railway 
and  a  Tramway,  and  to  empower  the  Belfast 
Harbour  Commissioners  to  make  a  Tramway  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes, 
ooxxi.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Dublin  Trunk  Con- 
necting  Railway  company  to  make  Junction 
and  Deviation  Railways;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses, 
eexxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  by 
the  Dublin,  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Railway 
Company  of  a  Railway  connecting  their  Rail- 
way with  the  Dublin  and  Kingstown  Railway  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 
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An  Aei  finr  mftkinf  a  BaUwsy  from 
JHngwaU  to  KpU  <4  LcehaUk,  to  bo  oaUed 
•'The  DingwaUimdSkffe  lUUwfty,-"  and  for 
oUiir  PnrpoMf. 
ooxxir.  An  Act  for  anthorizinf  Um  lah  of  Wight 
Ratlway  Ck^mponj  to  make  additional  lUilwaji, 
and  to  raiio  fvtbn  Moniat ;  and  for  other 
Parposee. 

MXZT.  An  Aot  to  enable  the  Saint  CtemeniDane$ 
Improrement  Company  to  make  certain  Ln- 
proTomentf  in  the  Parish  of  Saifd  Ciemeid 
Dane9  in  the  Conntj  of  Middlesew;  and  for 
other  Parposee. 

•exxri.  An  Act  to  antboriie  the  Stourbridge  Rail- 
way Company  to  ooostmot  a  Branch  Railway 
to  Stourbridge,  and  to  raise  additional  Soma  df 
Money  for  their  original  Railway  and  Extension 
Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxzTii.  An  Aot  for  the  better  Regolation  of  the 
Bocheitor  Oyster  Fishery  ;  and  for  other  Pnr- 
poses. 

Mxxriii.  An  Aot  for  incorporating  the  Lymington 
River  Company,  and  aothortzing  them  to  make 
Improvements  of  the  lower  Part  of  the  Lgnu 
ington  River  in  connexion  with  the  LymingUm 
Docks,  and  to  reclaim  Mud  Land  opposite  to 
the  Docks ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eoxxix.  An  Aot  for  enabling  the  B%u^  Railway 
Company  to  extend  their  Railway  to  the  Village 
of  Eoit  Kilbride  in  the  County  of  Lanark; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxxx.  An  Act  for  the  Inoorporatlon  of  the  Burn' 
leg  Market  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxxzi.  An  Act  to  revive  and  extend  the  Powers 
of  the  River  Fergus  Navigation  and  Embank- 
ment Company  ;  and  for  authorising  the  Com- 
pany to  embank  and  reclaim  from  the  Sea 
other  Waste  Lands  on  the  Sides  of  the  River 
Fergus  in  the  Connty  of  Clare;  and  for  other 
Pmposes. 

ocxxxii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  West  Cork  Railway 
Company  to  raise  additional  Capital ;  to  main- 
tain certain  Portions  of  their  Railway  con- 
structed beyond  the  authorized  Limits  ;  to  ex- 
tend the  Time  limited  for  Completion  of  Works ; 
and  for  other  Purpoaes. 

bexxxiii.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  Railways  in  the  County  of  WorcetXer, 
to  be  called  the  Halesowen  and  Bromsgrove 
Branch  Railways  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxxxiv.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
making  and  maintaining  a  Railway  tram  the 
FetersUm  Station  of  the  South  Wales  Railway 
to  Cadowton-juxta-Barrg,  with  a  Branch  to 
Sully  J  all  in  the  County  of  Olamorgan;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

ocxxxv.  An  Act  for  supplying  with  Water  the 
To^n  and  Neighbourhood  ofNewtovm  in  the 
Connty  of  Montgomery. 

oexxxvi.  An  Act  for  the  extension  of  the  Hoylahe 
Railway  to  New  Brighton;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

ooxxxvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Sidmauth  Railway 
and  Harbour  Company  to  make  and  maintain 
a  Branch  from  their  authorized  Railway  in  the 
Parish  of  SidtnotOh  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ocxxxviii.  An  Aot  for  making  a  Railway,  to  be 
caUed  "  The  Spilsbyand  Firsby  Railway ;"  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

ooxxxix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Swansea  Vale  and 
Neath  and  Brecon  Junction  Railway  Company 
to  construct  a  Branch  to  Abercrave;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 


eexl.  An  Aei  for  more  efbetnallymtintifaiiogud 
keeping  in  repaur  the  Roads,  Highwiyi,  ud 
Bridges  in  the  County  of  Aberdeen  ;  Ibr  makiBg 
new  Roads  in  the  said  Ckwnty ;  and  Ibr  other 
Purposes. 

eoxii.  An  Act  to  anthorize  the  Biskegft  (M 
Railway  Company  to  make  GomiDiiBiauoai 
between  their  Railway  and  certain  DeiibbooriDg 
Railways ;  and  for  other  Pmposes  nMof  to 
their  Undertaking. 

ecxlii.  An  Act  to  abolish  oertadn  ReitrietioBl  u 
to  the  Use  of  the  Connootion  Railwayt  of  Mes- 
sieurs Samud  AQsopp  and  Sons  at  Bmk»' 
upon-  Trent,  and  to  authorize  them  to  esaitnct 
additional  Railwayt. 

eexliii.  An  Act  to  anthorize  the  OonstraetiM  of 
a  Railway  in  the  Town  ^  Bmrton-4ipeihTniit: 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxliv.  An  Act  for  inoorporatfng  aOompanf.ud 
for  making  and  maintaining  the  Bawet  aU 
Melmerby  Railway ;  and  for  other  PornMi. 

ooxlv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Glasgow  osd  Swd- 
western  Railway  Company  to  eonttraet  nev 
Railways  in  oonneetton  with  their  Riilvaji 
and  the  KirkewJOright  and  Bridge  tf  Wdr 
Railways ;  and  for  other  Purpoeei. 

ocxlri.  An  Act  to  enable  the  OiasgoioaniSMik' 
western  Railway  Company  to  make  tad  nuifi- 
tein  certain  Railways  in  the  Cooatj  of  if  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxirii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  €U^  ^^ 
Union  Railway  Company  to  make  Deriitiois 
of  their  authorized  Railway;  to  ooMtrsct  i 
Railway  to  the  Harbour  of  Glasgow;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

00x1  viii.  An  Aot  for  amalgamating  the  Undertak- 
ing of  the  MarjOe  New  Mills  and  Ba^ 
Jtmetion  Railway  Company  with  that  of  tlie 
Manchester,  She^fidd,  and  Lincdnshirt  BaOnf 
Company ;  and  for  anthorizittg  the  Itst-meo- 
tionea  Company  to  subscribe  to  the  Undeitik- 
ing  of  the  Liverpool  Central  Station  Mnj 
Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

coxlix.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  COBstrwtioo 
of  a  Railway  from  the  Oreat  Eastern  ^aSinj 
at  Mellis  to  Eye  in  the  Oom^  of  Svfi^;  t^ 
for  other  Purposes. 

od.  An  Act  for  the  Improvement  and  better  Go- 
yernment  of  the  Borongh  of  JVrtwwtteHpW" 
Tyne  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooli.  An  Act  to  enable  the  North -eafsn 
Railway  Company  to  constraot  a  Bailwy 
and  Works  in  Leeds  in  the  County  of  fo^; 
to  raise  additional  Capital;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

colli.  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Ooramittee  for 
managing  the  General  Station  at  Psr^  «d^  ^ 
vest  in  such  Committee  the  whole  of  ^*^ 
tion  and  other  Works  to  be  made  Part  ^mw  J 
to  alter  the  Division  and  Approprfatioh  (hereof; 
to  authorize  the  Enlargement  and  tftpron* 
roent  of  that  Station  and  the  ConstmcUoBof 
new  Worics  ;  to  enable  the  Committee  to  ^^ 
cover  the  Expense  of  Enlargement  from  tbe 
Companies  interested  in  such  Statioo,  and  to 
confer  Powers  and  impose  Liabilities  on  th« 
Companies ;  and  for  other  Porposes. 

ccliii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Joint  OoDDft^ 
for  managing  the  General  Railway  StatioB  » 
Perth  to  lease  or  feu  Part  of  the  Ground  titw 
the  Station  Limits  for  an  Hotel,  or  toereotu 
Hotel  thereon;  to  enable  the  CompanieoiBte- 
rested  in  t^e  Mud  Statkm,  or  the  Mijonty" 
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them,  to  e6iitrlbut«  to  the  Hotel ;  and  iR>r  other 
Purposes. 

ocHt.  An  Act  for  regulating  the  Poliee,  Lighting, 
Draining,  and  ImproToment  of  the  Burgh  of 
Port  Olasgcw ;  for  supplying  with  Water  the 
said  Burgh  and  Places  adjacent ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

ocIt.  An  Act  to  empower  the  South  Devon  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway  at 
ExeUr,  and  to  confer  upon  them  further  Powers 
in  relation  to  their  own  Undertaking  and  the 
Undertakings  of  other  Companies ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cclvi.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  South  Not" 
thumberland  Railway  Company,  and  authoris- 
ing them  to  make  and  maintain  the  South  Nor- 
thumberland  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oclTii.  An  Act  to  enahle  the  Torqwiy  Gas  Com- 
pany to  increase  their  Capital  and  extend  their 
Works ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oclviii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  near 
the  Waterloo  Station  of  the  London  and  Sout/^ 
western  Railway  to  Whitehall ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

eblix.  An  Act  to  enable  the  West  Riding  and 
Orimshj  Railway  Company  to  raise  further 
Sums  of  Money ;  to  extend  the  Time  limited 
in  respect  of  One  of  their  authorized  Branches; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

oolx.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Wrexham  and  Minora 
Railway  Company  to  make  and  maintain  new 
Lines  of  Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eolxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Wrexham,  Mold,  and 
CotmaJfs  Quay  Railway  Company  to  extend 
their  Railway  to  Connah*s  Quay  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oelxil.  An  Act  to  stop  up  Part  of  an  existing 
Road  called  Gloucester  Road,  formerly  called 
Hoomore  Lane,  in  the  Parish  of  Saint  Mary 
Abbotts,,  Kensington,  in  the  County  of  Middle- 
sex, and  to  Test  the  Site  thereof  in  the  Owners 
of  adjoiningLands,  and  to  make  a  new  Road 
of  greater  Width  in  lieu  thereof ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oolxiii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  the  JBude  Canal 
and  Launceston  Junction  Railway  Company, 
and  authorizing  them  to  make  and  maintain 
the  Bude  Canal  and  Launceston  Junction  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eclxi7.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
Railways  from  the  Waterford  and  Limerick 
Railway  at  Clonmel  to  Lxsmore  and  Dungar- 
van  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

polxr.  An  Act  to  enable  the  DubHn,  Rathmines, 
jRathgar,  Roundtown,  Rathfamhctm,  and  Rath- 
coole  Railway  Company  to  extend  thehr  Rail- 
way to  Blesinion  and  in  Dublin;  and  for  other 
Purposes  with  relation  to  the  same  Railway. 

oclxvi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
Town  of  C^n  m  the  County  of  ArgyU  to  the 
Dunblane,  Doune,  and  Callander  Railway  near 
Callander  in  the  County  of  Perth,  with  a  Tram- 
way to  the  Harbour  of  Ob<m;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oclxvii.  An  Act  for  making  a  new  Railway  Station 
at  Leeds  in  the  County  of  York;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

colxviii.  An  Act  toprofide  for  a  Contribution  by 
the  London  and  South-western  Railway  Com- 
nany  to  the  Undertaking  of  the  London^  ChaU 
ham,  and  Dover  Railway  Company,  and  for  the 
User  by  them  of  Part  of  that  Undertaking ; 
and  for  oUrar  FurpoiieSt 


oelxiz.  An  Aot  to  authorize  the  London,  Chat- 
ham,  and  Dover  Railway  Company  to  make 
connecting  Railways,  and  to  widen  Parts  of 
their  existing  Railways  in  Surrey,  and  to  ac- 
quire additional  Lands ;  to  provide  for  the 
Abandotmient  of  a  Railway  authorized  by  the 
"  Crystal  Palace  and  South  London  Junction 
Railway  Aot,  1862  ;**  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cclxx.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  StraU 
ford^on-Avonio  Worcester;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

oofxxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mold  and  Denbigh 
Jkmetion  Railway  Company  to  make  certain 
new  Lines  of  Railway,  and  to  abandon  a  Por- 
tion of  their  authorized  Railway  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

colzxii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  fh>m 
Scarborough  to  Whitby, 

oclxxiii.  An  Act  for  the  Dissolution  of  the  Toot* 
ing,  Merton,  and  Wimbledon  Railway  Com- 
pany, and  for  vesting  their  Undertaking,  Rail- 
way, and  Property  in  the  London  and  South' 
western  Railway  Company  and  the  London, 
Brighton,  and  South  Coast  Railway  Company  ; 
and  for  authorizinff  the  making  and  maintain- 
ing of  a  Junction  Lme  of  Railway  at  Wimbledon 
between  the  London  and  South-western  Rail- 
way and  the  Tooting,  Merton,  and  Wimbledon 
Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cclxxiy.  An  Act  to  enlarge  the  Powers  of  the 
Tyne  Improvement  Commissioners,  and  to 
facilitate  the  Construction  of  the  Tynamouth 
Docks ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cclxxT.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  West  Yorkshire 
Railway  Company  to  raise  further  Money ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cclxxvi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the 
West  Midland  Railway  to  the  Coleford,  Mon- 
mouth, Usk,  and  Pontypool  Railway  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cclxxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Abandonment 
of  the  Wem  Branch  of  the  Cambrian  Railways 
Company,  and  a  Transfer  of  the  Company's 
Agreement  to  work  the  Aberystwith  and  Welsh 
Coast  Railway  to  IT^omcu  Savin,  and  a  Lease 
of  the  Company's  Undertaking  to  the  said 
Thomas  Savin. 

cclxx viii.  An  Act  to  make  further  Provision  for 
the  Prevention  of  Aocidents  fhwn  Gunpowder  in 
the  River  Mersey  and  in  the  Borough  of  Liver- 
pool :  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oolxxix.  An  Act  for  makinr  a  Railway  from  the 
ib  Deeside  Railway  Extension  at  Charleston  of 
Aboyne  to  the  Bridge  of  Gccimj  to  be  called 
**  The  Aboyne  and  Braemar  Railway." 

odxxx.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Sale  by  the 
Assignees  in  Bankruptcy  of  the  Estate  and 
Effects  of  the  Bagenaistown  and  Wexford  Rail- 
way Company  of  thehr  Line  of  Railway  and  all 
other  their  Property,  together  with  the  Rights, 
Powers,  Authorities,  and  Privileges  of  the  said 
Company,  and  for  the  Dissolution  of  the  said 
Company. 

oclxxxi.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Monmovfffuhire 
Railway  and  Canal  Company  to  execute  addi- 
tional Works ;  to  acquire  the  Brecon  and  Aber- 
gavenny Canal ;  to  raise  additional  Capital ;  and 
forother  Purposes  relatingto  the  same  Company. 

oolxxxii.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Sidmcuffi 
and  Budteigh  SaUerton  Railway  Company  to 
make  and  maintain  a  Deviation  of  their  autho- 
rized Line  in  the  County  of  Devon;  and  for 
Other  Fttrpoffof. 
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oolxzziii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Aberyrtmth  and 
WeM  Coast  Railway  Company  to  deviate  from 
some  of  itf  aathoriied  Lines  ;  to  make  certain 
Eztenaiont  at  Portmadoc  Harbour,  Aberdovey, 
and  Ceriay-Penrhyn ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eolzxxiT.  An  Act  U>  empower  the  Brecon  and 
Llandovery  Junction  Railway  Company  to  make 
a  Deviation  of  Part  of  their  authorized  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oclzzzT.  An  Act  for  the  Consolidation  of  the  Ca- 

Sitals  and  Undertakings  of  the  Brecon  and 
ferthyr  Tydfil  Junction  Railway  Company ;  to 
enable  them  to  raise  more  Money,  and  to  con- 
struct new  Lines  to  Ivor  and  Bawlais,  ard  a 
Diversion  of  the  Cyfarthfa  Deviation ;  to  ex- 
tend the  Time  for  the  Completion  of  Parts  of 
their  Railways  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oolxxzvi.  An  Act  for  granting  certain  Powers  to 
the  Bromley  Oas  Consumers  Company,  Limited. 

oolxxzvii.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
Scottish  Central  Railway  Company  with  the 
Caledonian  Railway  Company  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oclxxxvili.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Caledonian  Rail- 
way Company  to  make  and  maintain  certain 
Branch  Railways,  to  supersede  certain  level 
Crossings,  and  to  improve  certain  of  their  Sta- 
tions and  acquire  additional  Lands,  in  the  Coun- 
ties of  Renjrew,  Lanark,  Edinburgh,  Dumbar- 
ton, and  Cumberland;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

oclzxxix.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway  from 
their  Line  near  Cleland  in  the  County  of 
Lanark  to  their  Line  near  Mid-Colder  in  the 
County  of  Edinburgh,  with  Branches  to  the 
Mineral  Fields  and  Works  in  that  District; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

coxc.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Caledonian  Rail- 
way Company  to  extend  their  DougUu  Branch 
to  Muiririrk  in  the  Counties  of  tanark  and 
Ayr ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ocxoi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  vesting  of  the 
Abervstwith  and  Welsh  Coast  Railway  in  the 
Ccctnortan Railways  Company  by  Amalgamation. 

.ooxoii.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  the 
Chester  and  West  Cheshire  Junction  Railway ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxciii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
Coventry  to  the  Southam  Railway ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ocxciv.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  fit>m  the 
Town  of  Criejf  to  Comrie,  with  a  Railway 
connecting  said  Railway  with  the  authorized| 
Crieff  and  Meihven  Junction  Railway ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ooxov.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  for 
maintaining  an  existing  Railway  from  Carreg 
Hylldrem  in  the  County  of  Merioneth  to  Port- 
madoc in  the  County  of  Carnarvon,  and  making 
an  Extension  thereof. 

ocxcvi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
Railways  to  connect  Deal  and  Walmer  and 
Dover  in  the  County  of  Kent;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

coxcvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Amalnmation 
of  the  Dumfries,  Lochmaben,  and  Loekerby 
Junction  Railway  Company  with  the  Caledonian 
Railway  Company  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooxcviii.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  divers 
Railway  Companies  with  the  Glasgow  and 
South-western  Railway  Company ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ocxcix.  An  Act  for  conferring  frurthei'Powen  on 


the  Oreat^westem  Railway  Company  lor  the 
Construction  of  Works  and  the  Acquiution  of 
Lands,  and  otherwise  in  relation  to  their  own 
Undertaking  and  the  Undertakings  of  otber 
Companies  and  Persons ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

000.  An  Act  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Prori- 
sions  relating  to  the  Police  of  the  Tovn  of 
Oreenoek;  td  authorize  certain  ImproTcmeDti 
in  the  said  Town ;  and  for  varioos  otber 
Furposes. 

occi.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  from  Oramtk 
to  the  Glasgow  and  South-western  and  Bridge 
of  Weir  Railways  ;  and  for  other  Porposei. 

cccii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Highhridge  Markets 
and  Gas  Act ;  and  for  other  Purposei. 

oociii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  ^ 
Westerfield  Station  near  Ipswich  of  the  Gmt 
Eastern  Railway  to  FeUxstcw  in  the  Coooty  of 
Suffolk;  and  for  other  Purposes.  \ 

occiv.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  London  ad 
South-western  Railway  Company  to  make  oev 
Works  ;  and  for  the  Amalgamation  with  their 
Undertaking  of  the  Undertakings  of  diven 
Railway  Companies;  and  for  antborinBg 
Arrangements  respecting  divers  Railvtyi: 
and  for  regulating  and  increasing  the  Capital 
and  Borrowing  Powers  of  the  London  oM 
South-western  Railway  Company;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cccv.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Manchester  asd 
MUford  Railway  Company  to  make  oertaia 
new  Railways  in  substitution  for  Part  of  their 
authorized  Railway  and  AberystwHh  Brancl); 
and  to  extend  the  Time  for  the  Parohue  of 
Lands  and  Completion  of  Part  of  their  aatbo- 
rized  Line ;  and  to  give  various  other  Poven 
to  the  said  Company  and  to  other  Mnj 
Companies ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

occvi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  tbe 
Cemmes  Road  Station  on  the  Caninvm  Riil- 
way  to  near  the  Town  of  Dinas  MoMb^; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

occvii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Newry  and  Graven 
Railway  Company  to  make  certain  Deviatioci 
in  their  authorized  Line,  and  to  constmot  ce^ 
tain  new  Works  ;  and  for  other  Purpose*. 

occviii.  An  Act  to  provide  for  a  complete  Uoioa 
of  the  Undertakings  of  the  North  Brititk  and 
Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  Railway  Gompaniei 
by  Amalgamation  ;  and  for  other  Purpoiefl. 

cccix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  ConstrucUon  of  a 
Pier  at  Burntisland  and  other  Works  by  the 
North  British  Railway  Company;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

occx.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  from  ^ 
North  London  Railway  to  Alexandra  P^^t 
and  to  the  Edaware,  Highgate,  and  Lcn^ 
Railway  ;  and  ior  other  Purposes. 

cccxi.  An  Act  for  defining  and  extending  the 
Powers  of  the  Corporation  of  Oldham  in  lo- 
tion to  the  Improvement  of  Streets  in  the 
Borough,  and  to  Police  and  other  Matters  of 
local  Government,  and  to  Gas  and  Water  Sap- 
ply  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccoxii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Constniotion  oU 
Railway  between  Boss  and  Monmouth;  and  tor 
other  Purposes. 

occxiii.  An  Act  for  dividing  the  Parish  of  S«w 
Philip  and  Jacob  in  the  City  and  County  « 
Bristol :  and  for  forming  the  OutrParid  of 
Saint  Philip  and  Jacob  into  a  distinct  v»^ 
panto  Parish ;  for  making  further  ?mf» 


Digitized  by 


Google 


LOCAL  AND  PERSONAL  ACTS-28  &  29  Vict. 


as  to  the  Election  and  Appointment  of  Over- 
seers of  the  Poor  for  the  said  Out-Parish,  and 
as  to  Chorohwardens  of  the  said  Out-Parish ; 
and  for  other  Purposes, 
cocxiv.  An  Act  for  the  making  and  maintaining 
of  StapenhiU  Bridge   over   the  River  TreTii 
near    to   the  Town  of  Burton -upon- Trent, 
with  Approaches  thereto,  and  for  the  discon- 
tinuing of  Stapenhill  Ferry  across  the  River ; 
and  for  other  Purposes, 
cccxv.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  near 
the  Aheryttwith  and  JVelsh  Coast  Railway  in 
the  Parish  of  Towyn  in  the  County  of  Merio- 
neth to  the  Township  of  Maestrefnant  in  the 
Direction  of  Tdlyllyn,   to  he   called   "  The 
TalyUyn  Railway  ;"  and  for  other  Purposes, 
cccxvi.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Vale  of  Nea£k 
Railway  Company  to   raise  further  Monies; 
and  for  giving  Effect  to  Agreements  between 
them  and  the  Aberdare  Valley  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  London  and  North-western  Rail- 
way Company    respectively;    and   for   other 
Purposes, 
cccxvii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of 
a  Railway  from  Watcliet  to  Minehead  in  the 
County  of  Somerset, 
cccxviii.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  in  Wiltshire 
from  the  London  and  South-western  Railway 
to  the  Berks  and  Hants  Railway  at  P<ni;«^  and 
Woodborough  ;  and  for  other  Purposes, 
occxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  Deviations  in  the 
Line  of  the  Oloueester  Extension  of  the   Wor- 
cester, Dean  Forest,  and  Monmouth  Railway 
Company  ;  and  to  enable  the  Company  to  raise 
additional  Capital ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

occxx.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Construction 
of  a  Railway  from  Acton  to  Brentford;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cocxxi.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  West  Riding  and 
Grimsby  Railway  Company  to  construct  a 
Railway  from  the  South  Yorkshire  Railway  to 
Lincoln;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccxxii.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company  for 
making  a  Railway  from  Portmadoc  to  Beddge- 
lert  in  the  Counties  of  Oarnarvon  and  Merio- 
iieth;  and  for  other' Purposes. 

oooxxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Bishop's  Castle 
Railway  Company  to  make  Deviations  in  their 
authorized  Railway,  and  a  new  Line  in  con- 
nexion therewith ;  to  alter  the  Levels  of  their 
authorized  Railway ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

eoGxxiv.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Brecon  and 
Merthyr  TydjU  Junction  Railway  Company  to 
acquire  the  Hereford,  Hay,  and  Brecon  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cooxxv.  An  Act  for  the  better  Regulation  and 
Management  of  the  Docks  and  other  Works  at 
and  near  to  Cardiff  ot  the  Trustees  and  others 
chiiming  under  the  Will  of  the  late  l^rquess 
of  Bute;  for  authorizing  Arrangements  with 
Railway  and  other  Companies ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

oooxxvi.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon 
the  Carnarvon  and  Llanberis  Railway  Company; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

eooxxvii.  An  Act  to  vest  in  the  Great  Northern, 
the  Manchester,  Sheffield,  and  Lincolnshire,  and 
the  Midland  Railway  Companies,  jointly,  the 
Stockport  and  WoodUy  Junction,  the  Stock- 
port, Timperlev,  and  Altrindiam  Junction,  the 
Cheshire  Midland,  the  West  Cheshire,  and  the 
Garston  and  Liverpool  Railways ;  and  for  other 
Porpotet  with  respect  to  the  said  Undertakings. 


cocxxviii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Edinbwrgh 
and  Glasgow  Railway  Company  to  make  a 
Railway  from  Glasgow  to  Voatbridae,  and  a 
Junction  with  the  Ciiy  of  Glasgow  Union  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

occxxix.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company 
for  making  a  Railway,  to  be  called  **  The  Fur- 
ness  and  Lancaster  and  Carlisle  Union  Rail- 
way ;"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

occxxz.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
LeedSy  Bradford,  and  Halifaa  Junction  Rail- 
way Company  with  the  Great  Northern  Railway 
Company. 

cccxxxi.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
West  Yorkshire  Railway  Company  with  the 
Great  Northern  Railway  Company. 

occxxxii.  An  Act  for  conferring  Powers  on  the 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  Railway  Company 
for  the  Construction  of  Branch  Railways  and 
Works  and  the  Acquisition  Of  Lands  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

occxxxiii.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional 
Powers  on  the  London  and  North-western 
Railway  Company  in  relation  to  their  own 
Undertakinffand  the  Undertakings  of  other  Com- 
panies in  ^ngUand;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

cccxxxiv.  An  Act  for  cooforrinsr  additional 
Powers  on  the  London  and  North  -  western 
Railway  Company  in  relation  to  their  own 
Undertaking  and  the  Undertakings  of  other 
Companies  in  Wales;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

occxxxv.  An  Act  for  conferring  additional  Powers 
on  the  Midland  Railway  Company  for  the 
Construction  of  Works,  and  otherwise  in  rela- 
tion to  their  own  Undertaking  and  the  Under- 
takings of  other  Companies;  and  for  other 
.  Purposes. 

cccxxxvi.  An  Act  to  repeal  the  Act  relating  to 
i\M Moses  Gate  and  KingUy  Branch  Turnpike 
Roads,  and  to  make  other  Provisions  in  lieu 
thereof;  and  to  authorize  new  Works  ;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

occxxxvii.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Widening  and 
Extension  of  the  NantUe  Railway;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

cccxxxvili.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
Christian  Malford  in  the  County  of  Wilts  to 
Beachingttoke  in  the  same  County. 

cccxxxix.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  North  Staf- 
fordshire Railway  Company  to  construct  cer- 
tain Railways  forming  a  Loop  Line  of  Railway 
in  the  Staffordshire  Potteries;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cccxl.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Peterborough, 
Wisbeach,  and  Sutton  Railway  Company  to 
extend  their  Railway  to  Crowland;  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

occxli.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction  of 
Railways  in  the  County  of  Salop,  to  be  called 
"  The  Shrewsbury  and  Potteries  Junction  Rail- 
way ;"  and  for  other  Purposes." 

cccxlli.  An  Act  for  authorizing  the  Sirhowy  Rail- 
way  Company  to  construct  a  Railway  in  sub- 
stitution for  the  authorized  Extension  of  their 
Railway  to  the  Merthyr,  Tredegar,  and  Aber* 
gavenny  Railway,  and  to  deviate  their  au- 
thorized Railway  in  the  Parish  of  Bedwellty, 
and  to  use  Parts  of  the  Merthyr,  Trede- 
gar, and  Abergavenny  Railway  ;  and  for  con- 
firming the  Mode  in  which  certain  Roads 
have  l^n  crossed  or  diverted  by  the  Company  ; 
and  for  suspending  the  Operation  of  certain 
Provisions  of  <<The  Sirhowy  Railway  Act, 
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1860/'  at  to  PMMDger  Traini  to  be  mn  vpoii 
the  Railways  of  the  Company  and  the  M(m- 
ffwuihthire  Bail  way  ;  and  for  other  Parposes. 

oooiliii.  An  Act  for  authorising  «Tbe  South' 
eoitem  Railway  Company  "  to  make  new  Lines 
of  Railway  by  way  of  Extensions  of  their  Rail- 
way at  Oreinwiek,  Woolwich,  and  Cranbrook 
respectively ;  to  acquire  additional  Lands  ;  to 
raise  farther  Monies;  and  for  oth^r  Par- 
poses. 

ocoxli?.  An  Act  to  autboriie  the  Construction  of 
a  Railway  in  E$$4m,  to  be  caUed  **  The  South 
Eaex  Railway." 

eoexlT.  An  Act  to  aathorixe  the  Straik»p4^  Rail- 
way Company  to  extend  their  Railway ;  and  for 
other  Parposes. 

occxlvi.  An  Act  to  aathorixe  the  Ri/de  Pier  Com- 
pany to  construct  certain  Tramways  at  Ryde  in 
the  Ule  of  Wight;  and  for  other  Purpoees. 

eccxlvii.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  London,  Chal- 
ham  and  Dover  Railway  Company  to  make  a 
short  connecting  Railway  at  Beekenham,  and 
to  abandon  certain  authoriied  Lines ;  to 
make  Prorisions  as  to  the  working  of  their 
Traffic  and  that  of  the  South-MStem  Railway 
Company ;  to  confer  further  Powers  with  re- 
ference to  the  Kent  Coast  Railway,  and  Ex- 
emptions from  Dues  and  Pri? ileges  at  Broad' 
ttaire,  RamsgaJte,  and  Margate  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

cccxlviii.  An  Act  for  authorixiog  the  Construc- 
tion of  Railways  from  Bury  St.  Edmundt  in 
the  County  of  Suffolk  to  Tketford'in  the  County 
of  Norfolk;  and  tor  other  Purposes. 

cocxlix.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  lAaneUy  Rail- 
way and  Dock  Company  to  extend  their  Rail- 
way to  the  Mumbles, 

eool.  An  Act  for  mining  a  Railway  from  Navan 
in  the  County  of  MMth  to  Kingseourt  in  the 
County  of  Cavan. 

occli.  An  Act  to  authorise  the  Construction  of 
Railways  from  WaXerford  to  Dungarvan  in 
the  County  of  Water/ord,  and  from  lAsmore 
in  the  County  of  Waterford  to  Fermoy  in  the 
County  of  Cork;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

•cclli.  An  Act  to  confer  further  Powers  upon 
the  Carmarthenshire  Railway  Company;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

cccliii.  An  Act  for  makinga  Railway  from  the 
Great  Southern  and  Western  Railway  at 
Thurles  to  CUmmel, 

cccliv.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Chichester  and 
Mtdhurst  Railway  Company  to  extend  their 
Railway  to  the  London  and  Southwestern 
Railway  near  BasUmere;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

ocolv.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  "  The 
Bedford  and  NortJuxmpton  Railway ;"  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ccclvi.  An  Act  for  making  an  Extension  of  the 
Blane  Valley  Railway  in  the  County  of  SiiHingj 
and  a  Diversion  of  Part  of  the  said  Railway ; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ocoItII.  An  Act  for  the  Extension  of  the  Drayton 
Junction  Railway  to  BettisJUld  ;  and  for  other 
Purposes. 

occlTiit  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from 
Qirvan  in  the  County  of  Ayr  to  East  ChaUoch 
in  the  County  of  Wigtown;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poses. 

ocolix.  Ajn  Act  for  enabling  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  to  construct  Railways  from  Mans/Uld 
to  Southwell,  and  from  Mansfield  to  Worksop, 


with  a  Branch  to  StaveUy,  and  other  Bimeheg  • 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooclx:  An  Act  to  aathorise  the  Oonatroetion  of  a 
Railway  in  the  County  of  Monmouth,  to  be  called 
the  ^'Newport  and  Usk  Railway;*'  and  for 
other  Purposes  . 

ooclxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Iforthcsmptom  and 
Banbury  Junction  Railway  Company  to  make 
a  Branch  at  BUsworth;  to  raise  additional 
Capital ;  and  for  other  Parposes. 

ooclxit.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Norihampion  ami 
Banbury  Junction  Railway  Company  to  exteod 
their  Railway  to  Chipping  Norton  and  Bloeldey; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

occlxiii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Northeoitem  Bail- 
way  Company  to  construct  Branch  Bailwayi  in 
the  North  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  and  abandon 
Portions  of  Railway ;  and  for  other  Porpoees. 

ooclxiy.  An  Act  for  naiaking  Railways  from  the 
Newport,  Abergavenny,  and  Bereford  Line  of 
the  Great  Western  Riulway  Company  at  Ponty" 
pool  to  Caerleon,  and  to  the  Great  Western  BaB- 
way  at  or  near  Newport;  and  for  other  Par- 
poses. 

ooclxF.  An  Act  for  authoridng  the  Company  of 
Proprietorsof  tbei2^^0n<*«Canal  to  improve  thsir 
ZAmehouse  Basin,  and  make  a  new  Entrsaes 
thereto  from  the  River  Thames,  and  a  Wharf  oo 
the  Thames,  and  other  Works,  at  LimAouse; 
for  regulating  their  Capital,  and  authorixiog 
them  to  raise  further  Monies ;  and  for  othsr 
Purposes. 

ccolxvi.  An  Act  for  making  Railways  in  Olmsest' 
tersbire  to  connect  certam  Railways  on  the  East 
with  Railways  on  the  West  of  the  River  Sevesn; 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

^wv!xvli.  An  Act  for  incorporating  a  Company  fbr 
making  a  Railway,  to  be  called  "  The  SesA 
Wales  and  Great  Western  Direct  B^wmj  ;" 
and  for  other  Purposes. 

ooclxviii.  An  Act  for  the  Amalgamation  of  the 
Undertakings  of  the  West  Hartlepool  Haiboor 
and  Railway  Company  and  the  Cleveland  Rail- 
way Company  with  that  of  the  North^easttm 
Railway  Company ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccclxix.  An  Act  to  incorporate  a  Company  €gr 
making  the  Limerick  and  North  Kerry  Jumetitm 
Railway  ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccolxx.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  Bodmm  ami 
Wadebridge  Railway  Company  to  improve  the 
Line  of  their  Railway,  and  to  abandon  Portioni 
thereof,  and  to  raise  further  Monies ;  and  for 
authorising  Arrangements  between  them  aad 
other  Railway  Companies ;  and  for  other  Pi^ 
poses. 

ccclxxi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Mid-  Wales  RaOwar 
Company  to  make  Extensions  to  tlie  Westward, 
and  to  abandon  the  Formation  of  the  Llamguri§ 
Branch  authorixed  to  .be  made  bj  **  The  Mid- 
Wcdes  Railway  {Hangurig  Branchy  4e.)  Act» 
1863 ;"  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ccclxxii.  An  Act  for  authorising  the  West  Londem 
Docks  and  Warehouses  Company  to  extaai 
their  Limits  of  Deviation ;  to  divert  o(t  stop  up 
Roads ;  to  alter  and  vary  their  Rattea  aa^ 
Duties  and  Rates  of  Interest ;  to  ohange  thaff 
Name  ;  to  raise  farther  Monies ;  and  for  oiher 
Purposes. 

ooclxxiii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  firooi  ^ 
Cornwall  Railway  near  Sakask  to  the  Tamer 
Kit  Em  and  Callington  RaUway  at  CaUiMgtgft 
in  the  County  of  ComwalL 

ocolxxiv.  An  Act  for  aathoriiiDf  the 
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Bodmin,  antki  Wadebridge  Junction  Railway  1 

CompaDy  to  make  an  Eztensioo  Railway  from 

the  Bodmin  and  Wadebridge  Junction  Railway 


at  Buthem  Bridge  to  the  CormvaU  Railway  at 
Truro,  tokd  to  ndse  ftnrther  Moniet;  an^  for 
changing  the  name  of  the  Company';  and  for 
other  Pnrpoees. 

oooIxzT.  An  Act  to  anthorixe  the  Gonitmotion  of 
a  Railway  from  the  North  Kent  Railway  to  the 
Medwof,  and  of  a  Pier  in  that  Rirer ;  and  for 
other  Pnipoaea*    ; 

occIzxtL  An  'Act  to  anthorixe  the  Oonstmction  of 
a  Railway  in  the  County  of  Olcunorgan,  to  he 
called  -  The  A/on  VaXCey  Railway ;"  and  for 

eoclzzrii.  An  Act  to  authorixe  the  Construction 
df  a  Dock  akd  Other  Works  at  or  near  NevopoH 
dn  the  WMem  aide  of  the  Riter  Ush,  to  he 
valkid  **  The  Abmoskdra  Dock/'  and  of  R&U  wavs 
to  Mnfebt  •the  8aM»  wtth  tt«ighliioin1n|;  IRail- 
%^}  ^M«i  MrVdher  PurtNkei. 


ccclzxnil.  An  Act  for  authorixing  the  MdnchecUr, 
Sheffield^  and  LinoclncMre  Railway  Company  to 
make  a  Railway  to  Liverpool;  and  for  other 
ParpoBCfl. 

occlzxiz.  An  Act  for  making  certain  Railways 
from  the  London^  'Brighton,  and  South  Coast 
Railway  to  the  Eact  QrintUad,  Grownbridgc, 
and  Tunbridge  Wells  Railway,  and  to  the 
Brighton,  Uekfield,  and  Tunbridge  Wells  Rail- 
way ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

ocolzxx.  An  Act  to  authorixe  the  Construction  of 
a  Railway  from  the  South  Wales  Railway  to 
Fishguard  Bag,  and  of  a  Harbour  there ;  and 
for  other  Purposes. 

ccclzxxi.  An  Act  to  extend  the  Time  limited  for 
the  Purchase  of  Lands  and  Completion  of  Works 
by  tiie  Acts  relating  to  the  Waterford  and 
Passage  Railway  Company. 

cccUzxil.  An  Act  to  authorize  the  Construction 
of  Railways  in  and  near  Dublin,  to  be  called 
**  The  DubUn  Metropolitan  Junction  Railways." 
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PRIVATE  ACTS, 

PfilKTKD  BY  THB  QUEEN's  FKIMTEB, 
AND   WHEREOF  THE   PRINTED   COPIES  MAT  BE   GIVEN  IN  EVIDBUICE. 


1.  AN  Act  to  enlarge  and  amend  the  Powers 
J\^  and  Provisions  relating  to  the  Manage- 
ment and  tmproTement  of  the  Property  subject 
to  the  Trusts  of  the  WiU  of  the  Most  Noble 
Franeit  late  Duke  of  Brxdgewater, 

9.  An  Aot  for  modifying  the  Trusts  of  the  Settled 
Estates  of  the  Right  Honourable  George  James 
Earl  of  WxnehUiea  and  NoUingham,  declared 
by  his  Marriage  Settlement,  and  to  take  effect 
during  his  Lifetime,  and  of  which  the  Short 
Title  is  "Earl  of  W%nehUteo^$  Estote  Act, 
1865." 

3.  An  Act  for  the  better  carrying  into  eflbot  of 
"Baroness  Windior^i  Estate  Aot,  1857." 

4.  An  Act  for  amending,  extending,  and  enlarg- 
ing the  Powers  and  modifying  certain  Condi- 
tions as  to  Residence  contained  in  the  Will 
and  Codicils  'of  the  Right  Honourable  John 
Lord  RoUe  deceased. 

5.  An  Act  for  confirming  an  Agreement  between 
the  Right  Honourable  CharUt  Morgan  Robin- 
ton  Lord  Tredegar  and  Promoters  of  the  AUk- 
andra  Dock  Company  for  the  Conveyance  to 
the  Company  of  Lands  forming  Part  of  his 
Settled  Estates,  and  the  making  by  Trustees 
of  the  Settlement  of  the  Estates  out  of  Trust 
Monies  subject  to  tho  Settlement  of  a  Contri- 
bution towards  the  Capital  of  tho  Company  ; 
and  for  other  Purposes ;    and  of  which  Uie 


Short  Title  is  "Lord  Tredegar^ t  EiUtsAe^ 
1865." 

An  Act  for  confirming  Sales  of  Parti  of  u 
Estate  called  OarlhmeiUo,  belonging  to  A 
Wynne  Esouire,  who  has  been  found  a  LoMtje 
by  Inquisition,  and  for  aothorixing  the  Salt  of 
further  Parts  of  the  same  Estate  finr  the  Po- 
pose  of  paying  Costs  incurred  in  the  Hatter  of 
his  Lunacy,  and  certain  of  his  private  Mti. 
An  Act  for  enabling  the  Testamentsry  Tm- 
tees  of  Sir  ^Oaom  JVYiMcit  .fi^M  of  fi(0&i  11^ 
WeUt,  Baronet,  deceased,  to  seU  the  Trvt 
Estates  or  Parte  thereof  for  the  PorpoM  of 
paying  off  or  providing  for  the  Payment  of  tbo 
Debte  which  affect  or  which  may  be  made  to 
affect  the  same,  and  for  other  Porpoeee  in  nb- 
tion  thereto. 

.  An  Act  to  anthoriie  the  borrowing  of  Money 
on  the  Security  of  the  Entailed  Eiiate  of 
Dovtmie  Park  in  the  County  of  Forfar^  or  tie 
Sale  of  a  Portion  of  the  Estete.  for  thsPBipoN 
of  paying  the  Debte  and  Legaoies  aflbetiiig  the 
same. 

.  An  Aot  for  authorizing  Sales  of  flBherieamd 
Righte  of  Fishing  and  other  HereditanMotibj 
the  Provost  of  the  College  of  the  B?^  o"' 
Undivided  Trinity  of  Queen  £tfwW4  setf 
Dtd)lin  in  his  Corporate  Capioity;  vAw 
other  Purposes. 


PRIVATE  ACT, 

NOT   PBUfTBD. 

20.  An  Act  to  enable  Abraham  Edwards,  Clerk,  to  exci-oiso  his  Offlceof  a' Priest^andtoboUtf^ 
Benefice  or  Preferment  in  tho  United  Church  oi  England  and  Ireland, 
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INDEX 


TO 

HANSARD'S   PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES^ 

IX  THE  SEVENTH  SESSION  OF 
THE   EIGHTEENTH   PARLIAMENT   OF   THE   UNITED    KINGDOM. 

28^  &  290  VICTOEIA. 
1865. 


Explanation  of  the  Abbbbtiations. 

Id  Bills,  Read  I**,  3o,  d«,  or  l\  2»,  3%  Read  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Time.^In  Speeches* 
IR.,  2R.,  SR.,  Speech  delivered  on  the  First,  Second,  or  Third  Reading. — Amendt,,  Amend- 
ment. — Res.,  Resolution. — Comm.,  Committee. — Re-Comm.^  Re-Committal. — Rep.f  Report.— 
Consid.,  Considorntion. — Adj.t  Adjournment  or  Adjourned. — el.,  Clause. — add,  cl.,  Additional 
Clause. — neg.t  Negatived. — M.  Q.,  Main  Question.— 0.  Q.,  Original  Question. — 0.  M.,  Original 
Motion. — P.  Q,,  Previous  Question. — b.  p.,  Report  Progress.—^.,  Ayes.— iNT.,  Noes. — if..  Ma- 
jority.— Ut  Div.,  2nd,  Div,,  First  or  Second  Division. — I,,  Lords. — c.,  Commons. 
tsr  When  in  the  Text  or  in  the  Index  a  Speech  is  marked  thus  *,  it  indicates  that  the  Speech 

is  reprinted  from  a  Pamphlet  or  some  authorized  Report. 
When  in  the  Index  a  f  is  prefixed  to  a  Name  or  an  Office  (the  Memher  having  accepted  or 

vacated  office  during  the  Session)  and  to  Subjects  of  Debate  thereunder,  it  indicates  that  the 

Spcoclios  on  those  Subjects  were  delivered  in  the  speaker's  private  or  official  character,  as  ^ 

case  may  be. 
When  in  this  Index  a  *  is  added  to  the  Reading  of  a  Bill,  it  indicates  that  no  Debate  took 

place  upon  that  stage  of  the  measure. 


Abingdon  GAOL 

'^'^     Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith  {   Answer, 
Sir  George  Grey  Feb  9,  [177]  116 

Abolition  of  Arrest  upon  Final  Process 

BiU    (The  Lord  Chancelltn-) 
L  Presented ;  read  1«  Mar  0,  [177]  1805  (No.  20) 
Bill  withdrawn  •  Mar  13 

AboUtion  of  Arrest  on  Final  Process 

(No.  3)  BUI  (The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1»  •  Mar  13  (No.  83) 

Abyssinia,  Imprisonment  of  British  Sulh 
jeets  in 
Question,  Mr.  Warner ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
April  34,  [178]  057  ;  Question,  Lord 
Chelmsford ;  Answer,  Earl  Russell  April  27» 
1075 

VOL.  CLXXX.  [thibd  sbbtes,]  [cont. 


Abyssinia,  Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects  I 
cont. 

Address  for  Copies  of  Letters  and  Papers, 
(Lord  Chelmsford)  May  23,  [179]  726  ;  after 
long  debate,  Cont.  43,  Not-Cont.  42  ;  M.  1 ; 
List  of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.,  780  ;  Question, 
Lord  Chelmsford;  Answer,  Earl  Russell 
May  30,  1048  ;  Observations,  Lord  Chelms- 
ford ;  Reply,  Earl  Russell  June  18,  FiSo]  109 ; 
Observations,  Sir  Hugh  Cairns ;  Reply,  Mr. 
Layard  ;  long  debate  thereon  June  80, 093 ; 
Observations,  Lord  Chelmsford ;  Reply,  Earl 
RusseU  July  4, 1145  ^  Pari.  P.  [1951] 

Acts  of  Parliament,  Obsolete 
Question,  Mr>  Hadfield ;  Answer,  The  AUorney 
GeneralJjpnV  25,  [178]  1002 

AsAiB,  Mn  H.  E.,  Ipsuich 
Greenook  Railway,  Ro-Oomm.  [i^Q  IM 
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ADD        ADV         {GENERAL    INDEX) 
177  —  178—  179  —  180. 


AFP       AIR 


Adderley,  Right  Hon.   C.  B.,  Stafford- 

shirdf  i\r. 
Africa— Western  Coast  of,  Comm.  mored  for, 

[177] 635 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Bnildings,  Ac.  [178] 

110 
British  Kaffiaria, Comm.  [i 77]  1007; el. 2, 1008 
Canada— Dcfonoes  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

8H 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 

[i  79]  1025;  Comm.  d.  2,  Amendt.  [180]  513 ; 

8R.  842 
Colonial  Naval  Defence,  Comm.  [177]  1823 
Companies  Workmens'  Education,  2R.  [i 

440 
Education,   Comm.    moved   for,   [177]  884; 

Minute  of  Council,  [178]  1317,  1318 
Mayne,  Sir  R.,  and  the   Bamet  Magistrates, 

[178]  719 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1497 
Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  220  ;  Comm.  Sohedulo  1, 


80] 


[179]  1332 
liver  Wa 


River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1341 
Union  Chargeabilitj,  2R.  [178]  333;  Comm. 
[179]  124, 127 

Admiralty,  ftc..  Acts  Repeal  Bill 

{The  Duke  of  Somerset) 
I  Read  !••  June  16  (No.  165) 

Read2»»/un<?20 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jwie  22 

Read  3*  •  Juixe  23 
e.  Read  P  •  June  23  [BiU  242] 

Read  2°  •  June  26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3o  ♦  Ju^e  30 

Royal  Assent  July  5    [28  &  29  VieU  0.  1 12] 

Admiralty  Powers,  &c.,  Bill 

( The  Duke  of  Somerset) 
I.  Read  !•  •  June  16  (No.  166) 

Read  2*  •/un«  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  22 

Read  3«  •  June  23  (No.  245) 

c.  Read  lo  •  June  23  [Bill  243] 

Read  2''  •  June  26 

Committee  •  {on  re'Ccmm) ;  Report  Jum  29 

Read  30  •  June  30  [Bill  245] 

Royal  Assent  July  6    [28  di  29  Vict.  c.  112] 

Advocate,    The  Lord    (Right   Hon.    J. 

Moncreiff),  Edinburgh 
Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [177]  779 
Judicial  Statistics,  Scotch,  [177]  958 
Lanarkshire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  [178] 

196 
Leeds  Bankruptcy   Court,   [180]  902;    Res. 

Amendt.  1072 
Medical  Practitioners,  Scotch,  [177]  600 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 

183,  538 
Sheriff  Courts  (Scotland),  [177]  1042 
Supply— Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  [179] 

601 ;— Fishery  Board  (Scotland),  1306 
Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Leave,    [177] 

633;    2R.  [178]  1156,  1168,  1571;  Comm, 

C179]  1203,  1337 
Writs    Registration,   &o.  (Scotland),   Leave, 

4:177]  952 


Affirmations  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Edward  Craufurdf  Mr,  Dwdop) 
<?.  Ordered*  Feb  22 

Road  V  Feb  2i  [Bill  40] 

Bead2^»Jfar8 

Committee*;  Report  Jfor 9 

Rcad3*»*  Jfar  13 
/.  Read  1»  •  {Lord  Chelmsford)  Mar  14  (No.  31) 

Read  2*  after  short  debate  Mar  21,  [178]  I 

Committee*  i/or 23;  Report*  Jfar 24 (No. 45) 

Read3»*lfer27 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [28  Ftri.  c.9] 

Africa — [Western  Coast) 

Select  Committee  appointed  <*  to  oonsider  the 
state  of  the  British  EstablishmenU  on  the 
Western  Coast  of  Africa"  {Mr.  AddeHei) 

Feb  2l,[i77']^^ 
And,  on  March  3,  Committee  nominated  ai 

follows:— Mr.    Adderley  (Chairman),  Mr. 

Card  well,    Mr.  Chichester   Forteacw,"  Sir 

Francis  Baring,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  Seynwar 

Fitzgerald,  Sir  John  Hay,  Mr.  Buxton,  Lord 

Alfred   ChnrchiU,  Mr.   Arthur  Milli,  Mr. 

Baxter,  Mr.  William  Edward  Fonter.Mr. 

Gregory,    Mr.    Cheetham,  and  Mr.  Caw; 

March  6,  The  Marquess  of  Hartiogtonud 

Mr.  H.  Seymour  added 
Report  June  26— (Pari.  P.  No.  418) 
Cape    Colony --  The   Kaffirs^  (iuestion,  Mr. 

Warner ;    Answer,  Mr.  CJardwell  Jftjf  % 

[1 79]  976 

(See  Ashaniee) 

African  Merchants*  Company,  Subsidy  to 
Question,  Mr.  White ;  Answer,  The  Chancelkr 
of  the  Exchequer  Feb  27,  [1 77]  W 

Agae-Elli8,  Hon.  L.  G.  F.,  Mlmy  (J. 
County   Voters   Registration   (Ireland),  3R. 
[178]  265 

Agricultural  Gangs 
Motion  for  an  Address,  "  That  the  Commiam 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  Employowj 
of  Children  and  young  Persons  in  tnAnvA 
Manufiujtures  not  already  regulated  by  U», 
do  include  within  its  Inquiries  Children  im 
young  Persons  employed  in  some  Part*  ot 
the  Country  under  an  organised  SyBtoo 
known  as  that  of  Agricultural  Gaags 
{The  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  May^^m 
174;  after  short  debate,  Motion  afwed  to 

Agricultural  Parishes 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Knight,  Return  ortertd 
Feb  27,  [177]  830  ;  Motion  for  further^- 
turns  {Mr.  Knight);  Debate  »d>"J^' 
Debate  resumed  ifar6;  Returns  onierti' 
1201— (PaW.  P.  No.  151) 

Agricultural  Statistics 
Question,    Mr.  Oaird  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Mil** 
Gibson  3far  31,  [178]  «eO 

AiBLTE,  Earl  of 
Canada— Defences  of,  [178]  1526 
North  West  Territory— British  North  Amine. 
[177]  588 
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177  —  178—  179  —  180. 


ARM 


ARM 


Ar.BinfABT.E,  Earl  of 
Singapore  and  tho  Straits  Sottlements,  [180] 
487 

Aldemey,  Breahoaier  at 

QnesUon,  Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
ifay  10,  [179]  660 

Alkali  Act — Inspector's  Report — Parh  P. 
[1935] 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Derby  ifay  22,  [179] 
681 

Anobbstein-,  Mr.  "W.,  Oremwich 

Army  Estimates— Administration  of  the  Army, 

[1783992 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [179]  1010 
Nayy  Estimates — ^Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home, 

[178]  946 
New  Cross  Roads,  2R.  Amendt.  [177]  496,  497 

Anglo-Austrian  Commercial  Treaty 

Question,  Mr.  Baines;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
June  15,  [180]  264 

Anson,  Hon.  Major  A.  H.  A.,  Lichfield 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [178] 

116 
Canada— Defences  of,  Papers  moTod  for,  [178] 

882 

AN8TEI7THBB,  Sir  B.,  Fifeshire 
Scotland— Postal  System  of  Fife,  [178]  370 

Anti'Slavery  Society 
Petition  presented  by  Lord  Brougham  June  13, 
[180]  122 

Appeal  Committee 
h  Appointed  Feb  7 

Abohdall,  Captain  M.  E.,  Fermanagh  Co. 
Game  Licences  (Ireland),  Leave,  [177]  224 

Argentine  B&puhUc,  The — Treatment  of  a 
British  Officer 
Question,    Admiral    Walcott;   Answer,    Mr. 
Layard  June  20,  [180]  540 

Abotll,  Duke  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 
British  Kaffraria,  211.  [177]  1531, 1532 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  211.  [178]  1188; 

Comm.  eZ.  16,  1314 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  3R.  add, 

«/.  [178]  1588 
Edmunds,  Leonard— Resignation  of,    Comm. 

moved  for,  [i  77]  1221 
India— Officers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  [179]  282 

Abmt 

Army  and  Navy  Expenditure,  oonsiderod  in 
Committee /uDtf  15,  [180]  331 ;  Resolutions, 
I^rd  Clarence  Paget  and  The  Marquess  of 
llartington,  agreed  to 

[eonU 


Abmt — eont 
Artillery 

Armttrona  and  Wkitworth  Guns,  Question,  Sir 
John  Hay ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  llart- 
ington fV6 17,  [177]  320  ;  Question,  Mr.  H. 
Baillie ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  llarting- 
ton ifar  16, 1739  ;  Question,  Mr.  U.  Bnillie ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  9, 
[179]  48  ;  Questioh,  Mr.  11 .  Baillie  ;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  llartington  Jum  16,  [180] 
366 

Armstrong  Oun  Commission,  Question,  Sir 
John  Hay  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  llart- 
ington June  16,  [180]  368 

Armstrong  Ouns  for  Foreign  Governments, 
Question,  Mr.  I^ird ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Mar  2,  [i  77]  900 

Armstrong  l2'poundcr  (runs.  Question,  Mr. 
H.  Baillie  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington /V?6  20,  [177]  449 

Enf,eld  Rifles,  Conversion  oft  Question,  Mr. 
U.K.  ViTian ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  May  16,  [179]  388 

Ouns  for  Coast  Defences,  Observations,  Mr. 
Henry  Berkeley ;  Reply,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington;  debate  thereon  Mar  20,  [177] 
1924 

Mofikay's  Gun,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Ewart; 
Answer,The  Marquess  of  Hartington /mk^  30, 
[180]  983 

Ht/le  Brigade  and  TFhitworth  Rifles,  Question, 
Sir  Frederick  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Mar  20,  [177]  1920 

Cliaplains,  Dress  of,  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
Griffith ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton Ju«(f  23,  [180]  731 

Chaplains  in  New  Zealand,  Question,  Colonel 
Herbert ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington ;  Debate  thereon  June  2,  [179]  1224 

Commissions,  Issue  of,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Longford ;  Answer,  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripen 
June  SO,  [180]  971 

Contagious  Diseases  Prevention  Act,  Q,neniion, 
Colonel  North ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  May  19,  [179]  562 

Dawkins,  Lieutenant  Colonel,  Caee  o/,Question, 
Mr.  Darby  Griffith  May  22,  [179]  641  ; 
after  long  debate^  Question,  *'That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn;"  A.  112,  N,  172; 
M.  60  ;  Question,  Mr.  Darbv  Griffith  ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  May  23,  744 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  20, 
"  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  a  Copjt 
of  all  Correspondence  relating  to  the  first 
Court  of  Inquiry  on  Lieutenant  Colonel  Daw* 
kins  in  or  about  July  1864,  Ac."  (Mr.  Darby 
OHfiih),  [179]  879;  Question,  "  That  the 
words,  &o.'t*  after  long  debate,  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Explanation,  Mr.  Darby 
Griffith  ifay  29, 1041;  Question,  Mr.  Darby 
Griffith;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
/tm«  9,  [179]  1386 

Deptt  Battalions,  Explanation,  The  Marquess 
of  Hartington  Mar  24,  [178]  241 

Field  Allowance  to  Offieers  at  Aldershot,  QjitB' 
tion,  Major  Knox  ;' Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
llartington  June  30,  [180]  984 

Foot  Guards,  Tlic,  Questions,  Sir  John  Tre- 
lawny  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  llarting- 
ton Jfar  23,  [178]  80  .^  I 
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Ckurdinit  CulHvaiion  qf,  hy  SoldUri,  QuestioD, 
Mr.  W.  Ewftrt ;  Answer,  The  Marquou  of 
IlAriiDgUm  Apnl  3,  [178]  670 

Ounpowdar 
AceidenU  hy,  Qnettion,  Mr.  A.  F.  Egerton ; 

Answer,  Mr.  T.  G.  Baring  3fay  26,  [179]  877 
OovemmerU  Powder  Magazines,  Question,  Mr. 

Butler ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Feb  10, 

[177]  135 
Storage  of,  Question,  Mr.  SerjeAnt  Kinglake ; 

Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Mar  6,  [177]  1116 

Hymn  Booh  for  the  Army  and  Navy,  Question, 
The  Marquess  of  Wcstmeath ;  Answer,  Earl 
Do  Grey  and  Ripon  June  27,  [180]  850 

Libraries,  ire*.  Address  for  Copy  of  Cata- 
logue of  Books,  &e.  (Mr.  Whaliey)  Mar  21, 
[178]  47;  after  debate.  Question  put,  and 
negatived 

MUiUxry  Commissioners  to  the  United  States, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Ewart ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  3far  23,  [17  8183 

Military  Hospitals  at  Netley  and  Woolwich, 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Dinlhousie  ;  Reply, 
Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon ;  long  debate  thereon 
ifar  6,  [177]  1099 

Military  Ueserve  Fund,  Question,  Lord  Ho- 
tham ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Ilartington 
MarZ,  [177]  1043  ;  Question,  I«ord  Hotham  ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  22, 
J179]  689 

Military  Store  Department,  Question,  Mr. 
Gregory ;  Answer  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton ifor  6,  [177I 1123 

MUitary  Telegraphs,  Question,  Captain  Jenris ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  18, 
ri79]*01 

Muiiary  TradUp  Question,  Mr.  Rogers;  An- 
swer, The  Marqueu  of  Hartington  May  22, 

[179]  641 

MiHtia  Travelling  Allowances,  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Straoey;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington  Feb  28,  [177]  846 

Nmnber  of  the  ^rmy.  Question,  Colonel  Gilpin; 
Answer,The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Feb  27, 
[1773  746 

Ordnance  Experiments,  Question,  Mr.  Pea- 
eooke ;  Answer,  The  Marqueu  of  Hartington 
-ipra  3,  [178J  672 

Ordnance  Select   Committee,   Question,    Mr. 

Hanbory  Traoy ;  Answer,  The  Marqueu  of 

*  Hartington  JTor  28,  [178]  371 ;  Observations, 

Mr.  H.  Baillie;  Debate  thereon  June  2,  [170] 

1216 

Ordnance  Survey,  Question,  Sir  William  Jol- 
liffo ;  Answer,  The  Marqueu  of  Hartington 
Mar  8,  [177]  1091 ;  Observations,  Mr.  cTghy 
Seymour ;  Reply,  The  Marqueu  of  Hart- 
ington May  12,  [179]  211 

Promotion  in  Rifle  Corps,  Question,  Colonel 
Sylies ;  Answer,  The  Marqueu  of  Harting- 
ton J%9,[i79]*7 

RaHng  of  Houses  of  Officers,  Question,  Colonel 
North ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  May  19,  [i  79]  687 

UecndUna,  Addreu  for  a  Royal  Commission 
{Mr.  aHeiUy)  Feb  21,  [177]  515  ;  after  long 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn ;  Question,  Colonel 
North ;  Answer,  The  Marqueu  of  Harting- 
ton ^or  28,  [178]  372;  QuesUon,  Colonel 
Worth  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 


ton June  20,  [180]  639 


Iront, 


Abmt — cent. 

Regimental  Paymasters,  Question,  Mr.  H.  E. 
Surtees ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Ilirt- 
ington  Jtme  16,  [180]  366 

Regimental  Qmrtermasters,  Qaettion,  Sir 
Frederick  Smith  :  Answer,  The  Marqoeis  of 
Hartinffton  Ffb  9,  [177]  115 

Roman  Caiholie  or  Irish  Recruits,  QnettioD, 
Mr.  O'Reilly:  Answer,  The  Marqaea  of 
Hartington  Mar  16,  [177]  1739;  QaeitioD. 
Mr.  O'Reilly ;  Answer,  The  Biaiqoea  of 
Hartington  3fay  22,  [179]  639 

Sentences  of  Courts  MarHal,  Question,  Mr. 
Morritt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Headlam  Mtr  3, 
[17711042 

Sutherland,  Dr.,  Employwkeni  of,  <iDaitio&, 
Sir  Stafford  Northoota ;  Answer,  Tlie  Mar- 
queu of  Hartington  June  19,  [180]  4il ; 
Question,  Colonel  Herbert ;  Answer,  The 
Marqueu  of  Hartington  June  30, 989 

Tower,  Deputy  Lieutenancy  of  the,  QaeiUoB. 
Sir  John  Trelawny  ;  Answer,  The  Marqnen 
of  Hartington  Ifar  3,  [177]  1044 

VolunUer  Officers,  Question,  Mr.  Wttkin; 
Answer,  The  Marqueu  of  Hartingtoi 
Mar  14,  [177]  1663  —  Service  on  Jwiw, 
Question,  Mr.  Algernon  Egerton ;  Aniwer. 
The  Marqueu  of  Hartington  AprH  3,  [17SJ 
671 

Volunteer  Sergeant  Instructors,  AUowamtU^ 
Question,  Sir  Graham  Montgomery ;  Amver, 
The  Marqueu  of  Hartington  ifor  23,  [178] 
86 

Volunteers,  Drill  Instructors  of,  Qnestioo,  Mr. 
J.  R.  YorlLe ;  Answer,  The  Msiqnen  of 
Hartington  April  8,  [178]  671 

JFar  Office,  The,  Question,  Sir  Staflbrd  North- 
oote  ;  Answer,  The  Marqueu  of  HsrtiaetoB 
Mar  17,  [177]  1830  ;  Quution,  Sir  StiiW 
Northoote ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington ifor  24,  [178]  202 


Arrests  for  Debt  AboUtion  (Ireland)  BQl 

(5tr  Colman  O'Loghlen,  Mr,  EenMSSfj) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^  •  May  4  [BQl  124] 

Read2«**  Juneli 
BiU  withdrawn  *  Jwne  16 


Ashantee,  Rumoured  Sxpediiion  tuami 
Question,  Sir  John  Hay ;  Answer,  Mr.  Card- 
well  JV6  17,  [177]  323 

Ashworth,  Case  of  Mr.  Oharlee 
Question,  Mr.   Bailey ;  Answer,  Sir  Oe(^P 
Grey /V6  9,  [177]  118 

Atkinson,  Matthew,  Execution  ai  Dwrhn «/ 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  ifor  21,  [17837 

Attornet  Gbkbral,  The  (Sir  Eoundell 
Palmer),  Richmond 
A  seem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  R«P«*' 
Res.  [178]    1611  ;    Comm.  [179]  ^^  **' 
Report,  1233,  1234,  1245 
Banliruptoy  Acl^  Select  Committee  mofeJ  ^* 
[«77]133;  [178]  968}  lies.  1113 
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Attoqxst  GBintRAL— con<. 
Bankruptcy  Lawa,  [179]  49 
China— British  Subjects  in,  [177]  1949 ;  [178] 

782 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  656 ;  Comm. 

cl.  2,  840 
County  Courts   Equitable    Jurisdiction,   2R. 

[179]  858;  Comm.  [180]  680;  eL  1.  681  ; 

cl,  13,  Amendt.  682;  cl.  14,  Amendt.  %h.\ 

add.  cl.  683,  684  ;  Consid.  d.  20,847 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  500, 

512,532,894 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  Leave, 

[177]  311;  2R.1027 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  157, 

103,  197  ;  2  a.  294,  299  ;  Comm.  604,  605  ; 

add.  d.  606,  607 ;  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt. 

[179]  1183 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  In- 

sti-uotion  to  Comm.  [177]  934,  938  ;  Comm. 

[178]  178,  179,589  ;  Lords  Amendt.  [179] 

1184 
Criminal  Cases  (Evidenoe),  2R.  deferred,  [T77] 

945 
Crown  Suits,  Ac.  [179]  490 
Dyco  Sombre  Case,  The,  [180]  1019, 1022 
Episcopal  Churoh  in  the  Colonies,  [178]  276, 

277 
Forfeitures  on  Conviction  of  Felony,  [177]  205; 

[180]  445 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  el.  10,  [179]  1320, 

1321 ;  Consid.  cl.  13,  [180]  503 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  Preamble,  [180]  308 
Inns  of  Court,  2R.  [178]  1049 
Ireland— Circulation  of  Lottery  Tickets,  [179] 

1121 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  750  ; 

cl.  7,   751;    Amendt.   752;    cl.  11,  753; 

Amendt.  754,  757 
Iaw  of  Evidence,  2.R  [177]  941  ;  Comm.  cl.  1, 

[180]  314  ;  el.  2,  816 
Mortgage  Debentures,  Comm.  [178]  455 
Obsolete  Acts  of  Parliament,  [178]  1002 
Psirtnership    Amendment,    2R.    [178]    1290; 

Comm.  cl.  2,  [179]  529,  531 ;  add.  el,  536, 

539 
Patent  Uws,  [177]  1475  ;— Hon.  R.  BethcU, 

[179]  392 
l»fttent  OflBce  —  Alleged  Irregularities  in  the, 

[177]  1120,  1122 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),    2R.  [179]    841  ; 

Comm.  1182;  cl  6,  [180]  87;  cl.  20,  88;  add. 

cl.  331 
Registmrship  of   the  Court  of  Bankruptcy, 

Leeds,  [179]  293,  489;  Coram,  moved  for, 

776  ;  [180]  893,  895,  907,  008,  1120 
Roman  Catholic  Oath.  Comm.  [179]  018,  619 
Rupert's  Und,  [178]  1601 
Simony.  Law  of,  [180]  982 
Stonor,  Mr.,  Appointment  of,  [178]  563,  667 
United  Stites— The  Reciprocity  Treaty,  Papers 

moved  for,  [177]  414; — Extradition  Treaty 

with,  1537 
Winslow,  Mr.,  Pension  to,  [180]  1041 


Attorneys  and  Solicitors'  Bill 

( Yhe  Lard  Chancellor) 
/.  Presented  ;  read  1*  Feb  24,  [177]  634  (No.  15) 
>Ioved,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»"  Mar  10, 
1103 ;  after  debate.  Cent.  21,  Not-Cont.  23  ; 
M.  2  i^  List  of  Cent,  aud  Not-Cont.,  1474 


AUormy8%  ^e.,  C&rtificate  Duty 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  19, 
To  leave  out  from  "That  the''  and  add 
"in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  just  and 
expedient  that  the  annual  Duty  payable  upon 
Certificates  taken  out  by  Attorneys,  Soli- 
citors, and  Proctors  in  England  and  Ire- 
land, and  by  Writers  to  the  Signet,  Solicitors, 
Agents,  Attorneys,  and  Procurators  in  Scot- 
land, should  be  abolished  "  {Mr.  Dcnman), 
[179]  564;  Question,  "Th.nt  the  words, 
Ac.;**  after  debate,  A.  143,  N.  146;  M.  3 ; 
Words  added ;  Main  Question,  as  amended, 
agreed  to 

Augmentation  Act 
Returns    presented   {The    Lord    Chaneelhr) 
Feb  14,  [177]  225— (Par/.  P.  No,  7) 

Australia,  Transportation  to 

Question,  Mr.  Moor;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell 
Feb  10,  [177]  137;  Petitions  (Xor^  Taunton) 
Feb  27,  787 

Ayr  Barehs  Election  Bill 

(Mr.  Edward  Craufurd,  ViscouiU  Bury) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l^*  May  25  [Bill  166] 

Read  2°*  Junel 

Committee  •  ;   Report  June  8 

Considered  as  amended*  June  19 

Read  8<»  •  June  20 
I.  Read  l'^*  {The Lord  Privy  Seal)  June  20 

Read  2«  •/«««?  27  (No.  180) 

Committee* ;  Report  June  29 

Read3»*  Juw^SO 

Royal  Assent  July  5     [28  &  29  Vict.  0.  92] 

Aybtoit,  Mr.  A.  S.,  Tower  Hamlets 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]   1788, 

1999 ;— Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [178]  249; 

— Military  Education,  256; — Miscellaneous 

Services,  262,  263 
Azeem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Report, 

[179]  1246 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  Amendt.  [178]  1252, 

1264;  cL  8,  1267;  Re-Comm.  el.  8,  [179] 

812 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861),  Res.  426,  [179]  1111 
Borough   Franchise  Extension,  Leave,  [177] 

560;  2R.  [178]  1445 
Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[177]  1606 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  Adj,  moved,  [178] 

741,742 
Colonial  Governors  (  Retiring  Pensions).  Leave, 

[178]  1517;  Comm.  add.  tf/.[i8o]670 
County  Courts    Equitable    Jurisdiction,    2R. 

[179]  858  ;  Comm.  Amendt.  [180]  679,  681  ; 

add.  cl.  Amendt.  684 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jnrisdictiou  (Judgos 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  528 
County  Voters    Registration,  Comm.  cl.  12, 

[1793101 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills— Standing 

Order  88.  [180]  808 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  ri77]  186 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (bite).  Lords 

Amendts.  [179]  1185 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl,  6,  [179] 

d82,  483 
Dyco  Sombre  Case,  The,  [180]  1022 
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Atbtov,  Mr.  A.  8.— ^ml. 
East  India  (Rerenue  Acoounts),  Report,  [180] 

1024 
Eduoation,  Comm.  mored  for,  [177]  010 
Election  Petitions  Act  (1848)   Amendment, 

Comm.  [177]  632 
Exeter.  Diocese  of,  [178]  033 
Fire  Brigade   (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  884; 

Comm.  cl,  10,  Amendt.  [180]  530 ;  el  11, 

531 ;  Amendt.  532 ;  cL  17,  533 ;  add,  el 

534 
Go?ernment  Annoities,  [177]  957 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [179]  1001 ;  Comm. 

d.  5,  1315 ;  el  10,  1320 ;  cl  20,  Amendt. 

[180]  124,  126 
Indii^-The  Budget,  [180]  260 
Inland  ReTenue,  Comm.  "Preamble,  [180]  807 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Janction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1659 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  el.  2,  [180]  317 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  mored  for. 


[179]  784;  [f  80]  910 
Libel,  r"' 


,2R.  [179]  787 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  652 
Looomoti?es  on  Roads,  Comm.  d,  1,  [178] 

1060, 1070  ;  el  4, 1067, 1068 
Mayne,  Sir  R.,  and  the  Bamet  Magistrates, 

[178]  721 
Metropolis  Sewage  and   Essex   Reclamation, 

2R.  [177]  843  ;  Consid.  Amendt.  [178]  881 ; 

add,  el  1000 
Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [178]  538; 

Comm.  el  1,  Amendt.  765 
Metropolitan  Police  Rate,  [177]  1901 
MetropoUtan  ToU  Bridges,  2 R.[  178]  1057 
Mines,  Comm.  moTod  for,  [179]  72,  73 
Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [177]  275 
NaTy— Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 

399 
Nary  Estimate*— Coast  Guard  SerTiceJi78] 

728  ;— Scientific  Departments,  731 ;— Wages 

to  Artificers  at  Home,  947 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  of.  Res.  [179]  198 
Publie  House  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amendment, 

Leave,  [177]  256;  2R.  [178]  868;  Comm. 

d.  2,  Amendt.  [179]  542,  546 ;  add.  d.  553, 

554 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  624 
River  Waters  Protection,  2a.  [177]  1354 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [i  79]  620 
Saturday  Half-holiday  and  the  Civil  Service, 

[180]  45 
Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1560 
Supply — Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  604;— 

Woods,  ForesU,  Ac.  709,  711 ;  [180]  481 ; 

—British  Museum,  [179]  1351 ;— Post  Office 

Packet  Service,   1361  ; — National    Gallery 

Enlargement,  [180]  496 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  232 
Transport  Service  between  England  and  India, 

[180]  1022 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  c2.  2,  [179]  490, 

510 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

[177]  1460;  [178]  1021 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Fire  Insurance, 

[178]  1509 

Attotin,  Mp.  R.  S.,  Ktrkeatdf/f  Sfe. 
Canadian  RaUways,  [178]  234 
WriU   Registration  (ScotUnd),  Coram.  [179] 


AtMtn  Jah 

COMMOHB— 

Moved,  *<That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap* 
pointed  to  inquire  into  the  'claim  of  Hjs 
Highness  Prince  Azeem  Jah  to  the  tiUe  and 
dignity  of  Nawab  of  the  Comatic,  and  the 
claims  of  His  Highness  under  a  Treaty 
entered  into  in  1801  between  the  Honourable 
the  East  India  Company  and  his  Highness 
Prince  Azeom-ul-Dowlah "  {Sir  FUxRey 
Kelly)  Mar  14,  [177]  1063  ;  after  long  debate, 
A.  88,  N.  53  ;  M.  15 

Forged  Signalures  to  PeHtionSt  Special  Report 
of  the  Public  Petitions  Committee  {Mr, 
Charles  ForsUr) ;  short  debate  thereon 
Mar  10,  [177]  1735  ;  Seloct  Committee  ap- 
pointed Mar  23 

And,  on  March  24,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  : — Mr.  Charles  Forster  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Bonham-Carter,  Sir  James  Fergosson, 
Major  Gavin,  Mr.  Lyall,  Mr.  Tavemer  John 
Miller,  Sir  Colmon  O'Loghlen,  Mr.  Hastings 
Russell,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons,  Mr.  Oven 
Stanley,  Sir  FitsRoy  Kelly,  Mr.  Hennessy, 
and  Mr.  Cox 

Report  of  Select  Committee  April  38  — 
(ParZ.  P.  No.  231) 

Report  oonsidered  May  8,  [1 78]  1604 

Motion,  "  That  George  Morris  Mitchell*  having 
fitbrioated  signatures  to  several  PcUttoos  pre- 
sented to  this  House,  and  having  knowingly 
procured  other  fabricated  signatures  to  such 
Petitions,  has  been  guilty  of  a  Breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  this  House"  {Mr.  C.  FortUr) 

After  debate,  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from 
"  That,"  and  add  <*  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee  bo  re-committed  to  the  said  Commit- 
tee" {Lord  R.  CecU) ;  QuesUon,  «*  That  the 
words  d(c.;"  after  further  debate.  Debate 
adjourned— (Par;.  P.  No.  317) 

Adjourned  debate  [8th  May]  resumed;  after 
further  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with- 
drawn May  0,  [179]  51 

Ordered,  That  the  Report  of  the  Conunittee 
be  re-oommitted  to  the  said  Committee 
{Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral) 

Petition  of  George  Morris  Mitchell  referred  to 
Committee 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  26~(Pfiarl. 
P.  No.  317) 

Report  of  Select  Committee  oonsid^ed  Jims  S 

After  long  debate  resolved,  **That  GeoffS 
Morris  Mitchell,  having  febrioated  signa- 
tures to  several  Petitions  presented  to  this 
House,  and  having  knowingly  procured  othv 
fabricated  signatures  to  such  Petitions,  has 
been  guilty  of  Contempt  and  a  Breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  this  House"  June  3,  [i  79] 
1230;  Motion  agreed  to 

Motion,  <<That  George  Morris  Mitchell  be, 
for  his  said  offence,  committed  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gaol  of  Newgate;  and  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrants  aooordinglyf* 
nftci*  long  debate,  A.  41,  N.  7  ;  M.  34 

Motion,  '*Tlmt  Powell  Marshall  and  Henty 
Whitchoad  having,  in  consort  with  George 
Morris  Mitchell,  £U>ricated  signatures  to 
several  Petitions  presented  to  this  Hoose^ 
have  been  guilty  of  Contempt  and  a  Breach 
of  the  Privileges  of  this  House"  {Mr. 
Charles  Forster)  1246;  after  longr  debate. 
A.  39^  N.  5  ;  M.  84 


Digitized  by 


Googl^' 


AZE 


BAI  {SESSION,   18651 

177  —  178  —  179  —  180. 


BAL 


BAN 


Azeem  Jah^coni, 

The  Serjeant  at  Arms  reported  he  bad  on 
Friday  last  taken  into  his  custody  Powell 
Marshall  and  Henry  Whitehead,  but  that 
he  had  not  yet  succeeded  in  apprehending 
George  Morris  Mitchell  Jtme  8,  [179]  1266 

Petitions  from  the  said  Powell  Marshall  and 
Henry  Whitehead,  brought  up,   and  read 

After  debate,  ordered,  that  the  said  Powell 
Marshall  and  Henry  Whitehead,  having  ex- 
pressed their  regret  and  contrition  for  their 
offence,  be  discharged  out  of  the  custody  of 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms,  without  payment  of 
their  fees 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms  informed  the  House,  that 
George  Morris  Mitchell  had  been  this  day 
apprehended,  and  was  now  in  Newgate 
/nne  19,  [180]  5U 

Petition  of  George  Morris  Mitchell,  a  State 
Prisoner  in  Her  Majesty's  Gaol  of  Newgate, 
expressing  his  deep  contrition  and  regret  if 
ho  has  offended  against  tho  dignity  of  the 
House,  and  praying  for  his  release  from 
custody,  brought  up,  and  read  ;  to  lie  upon 
tho  Table,  and  to  be  printed     [App.  2.] 

Bagwell,  Mr.  J.,  Clonmel 

Bankruptcy    and     Insolvency   (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [i  78]  786 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [178]   1512,  1514;   Comm.  Pi-eamble, 

[179]  986 ;  cL  8,  992  ;  add.  el,  995 
County  Voters    Registration    (Ireland),    2R. 

Amendt.  [178]  266 
Ireland— State  of,  Res.  [177]  684 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [180]  608 
Sheep,  4c.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  461, 

464 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  cL  2,  [i  79]  502 
Union  Medical  Officers  (Ireland),  [177J  319 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation.  8R. 

[177]  1907 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

[180]  547 

Baillie,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Invemesshire 

Army — Armstrong    12-pounder    Guns,    [177] 
449,  460  ; — Armstrong  and  Whitworth  Guns, 
1739  ;  [179]  48  ;  [180]  366  ;— Case  of  Lieut.- 
Coloncl    Dawkins,   [179]    662;  —  Ordnance 
Select  Committee,  1216 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  293 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [i  77]  1932 
Herring  Fishery  (Scotland),  [177]  846 
Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,   [177] 

962,  984,  992 
Navy— The  "  Achilles,"  [178]  1081 
South  Kensington  New  Road,  Re-Comm«  [180] 
362 

Bahtis,  Mr.  E.,  Zeeds 

Anglo-Austrian  Commercial  Treaty,  [180]  264 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,    Leave,  [177] 

659,  561,  957  ;  2R.  [178]  1372, 1394,  1396, 

1448,  1450,  1470, 1675, 1676 
Consular  Reports,  [178]  8 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  1209 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nationfi  Select  Committee 

on,  [17  7]  1890 


Ballot,  The 
Question,  Mr.  H.  Berkeley;  Answer,  Sir  George 
GreyFtf6  24.  [i77]660 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  June  16,  To 
add  after  the  word  ** That  'in  tho  original 
Question,  the  words  ''as  a  General  Election 
is  impending,  and  as  we  have  no  Law  which 
can  put  down  the  intimidation  of  Voters  nor 
prevent  Brihery,  it  is  therefore  expedient 
that  a  trial  should  be  given  to  the  vote  by 
Ballot"  {Mr.Bewy  Berkeley),  [180]  416; 
Question,  "That  those  words  bo  there 
added;"  after  short  debate,  A.  74,  N.  118; 
M.  44 
Another  Amendt.  To  add  after  tho  word 
"That,"  in  the  original  Question,  the 
words  "  this  House  will,  upon  Monday  next, 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  of  Supply  " 
( Viieotmt  Palmerston),  427 ;  Question, "  That 
those  words  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed 
to;  Words  added;  original  Question,  oa 
amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 

Bandok,  Earl 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  [i  79]  970 
Ireland— Case  of  Catherine  Ganghan,  [179] 
1186 


Bank  Notes  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,  Colonel  French) 
€.  Acts  read  ;   considered  in    Committee  ;    Bill 

ordered  ;  read  1°  Matj  2,  [178]  1871 
Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°"  (Sir 

Colman  C^LoahUn)  June  21,  [180]  604 
After  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill 

withdrawn  [Bill  124] 

Bank  NoteB  Issue  Bill 
iMr,  Dodson,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 
Mr.  Peel) 
111] Banki  of  Issue^  considered  in  Committee; 
Resolutions  (Mr.  Chancellor  ef  ihe  Exehe^ 
quer)  Feb  10, 150 
Ordered ;  read  1<»  •  Feb  18  [Bill  12] 

.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«> "  (Mr. 

Chancellor  of  the  Excheqtser)  Feb  23,  608 
.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
"  it  is  expedient  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing and  effects  of  the  Acts  IAS  Vict,  c  32, 
and  8  A  9  Vict.  c.  38,  regulating  Banks  of 
Issue  in  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that,  in 
the  meantime,  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  before  the  House  be  postponed "  (Mr. 
Buchanan),  608 ;  Question, "  That  the  words, 
&o. ; "    after  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ; 
Main  Question  agreed  to  :  Read  2° 
.  Committee  ;  Report  Mar  17, 1909  [Bill  75] 
178]  Order  for  Committee  on  re<comm.  read 
Moved,  '^That    Mr.   Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair"  (Mr.  Chatieellor  of  the  JSwehe^ 
quer)  May  1,  1247    . 
Amendt.  to  leave  oatfh)m  *<Tbat,"  and  add 
"  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  month,  re* 
solve  itself  into  the  said  Committee"  (JA*. 
Ayrton) ;  Question,  *•  That  the  words,  Ao. ;" 
after  debate,    Amendt.   withdrawn;   Main 
Question   agreed    to;    Bill   oonsidered   in 
Committee ;  after  long  debate,  reported 
Considered  •  May  6  [BUI  123] 
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Bank  Notes  htue  Bill — cont. 
Order  for  third  reading  read  and  discharged 
Mai/ 25 

179]  After  long  debate,  Moved,  "That  the  Bill 
be  re-committed  in  respect  of  Clause  8  and 
the  Preamble"  (Mr,  ChanceUov  of  Hie  Exche- 
quer), 800 
Amondt.  to  learo  out  "  in  respect  of  Clause  8 
and  the  Preamble"  (Mr,  Eadjield) ;  Ques- 
tion, "That  the  words,  &c.,"  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  considered  in  Committee  and 
reported ;  as  amended,  considered 

.  Order    for   third    reading   discharged  ;    Bill 
withdrawn  Jun«  1,  1123 

Bank  Notes  Issue  (Scotland) 

(Mr.  Blackburn,  Mr.  Stirling) 
c.  Considered  in  Committee  • ;  Ordered  June  20 
Readl«'*/Mtkj21  [Bill  232] 

BiU  withdrawn  •  Jime  28 

Bank  of  Ireland  (Consolidated  Fond)  Bill 

(Mr,  Dodeon,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

Mr,  Peel) 

e,  Resolation  in  Committee ;  Ordered  Feb  10 
Readl*»fV6  13  [Bill  14] 

Read  2^  after  debate  Feb  20,  [177]  452 
Committee  * ;  Report  Feb  23 
Read3"»  J\?6  27 

I.  Read  l^*  (The  Lord  Steward)  Mar  2 
Read  2*  • ;  Committee  negatived  April  4 
Read3*»-4jpn/6  (No.  19) 

Royal  Assent  April  1  [28  Vict.  c.  1 0] 

Bankruptcy  Act,  1861 
After  debate,  Select  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  **  to  inquire  into  the  working  of 
the  New  Bankruptcy  Act,  and    to  report 
thereon"  {Mr,  Moffait)  Feb  9,  [1 77]  120 

Committee: — Mr.  Moffatt  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  Malins, 
Mr.  Weguelln,  Mr.  Gathorne  Hardy,  Mr. 
Kirkman  Hodgson,  Mr.  Crum-Ewing,  The 
Lord  Advocate,  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Vance,  Mr. 
Cave,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Roebuck,  Mr. 
Taverner  John  Miller,  and  Mr.  Ayrton  ;  Feb 
24,  Mr.  Kirkman  Hodgson  disch.  and  Mr. 
Dunlop  added 

Report  of  Select  Committee  Jfar  21— (PaW.  P, 
No,  144) 

Question,  Mr.  Hurray  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  April  24,  [i  78]  958 

Motion,  '*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  of  1861  deserves  the  prompt 
and  serious  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government"  (Mr,  Moffatt)  May  16,  [179] 
420 ;  [House  counted  out ;]  Motion  again  pro- 
posed May  30, 1100  ;  after  debato,  Motion 
agreed  to 

Court  of,  Observations,  The  Loi-d  Chancellor 

Feh^,  [177]  98 
Lawi,  Question,  Mr.  PauU;     Answer,   The 
Attorney  General  May  9,  [i  79]  49 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Milner  Gibson,  Sir  Coiman  O^Loghlen) 
c.  Readl°«  Feb  21  [Bill  84] 

Read2'»»Fc6  23 

[eont' 


Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  {heland)  Act  Amtad- 
ment  BiU— cont. 
Committee*;  Report  fV6  24 
ReadSo*  F<f5  27  [Bill  1  OS] 

I,  Read  1*  •  (  The  Lord  Steward)  Mar  2  (No.  20) 
177]  Read  2*  after  short  debate  Mar  7, 1221 
.  Referred   to    Select  Committee,    after    abort 
debate  Mar  14,  1645 
And,  on  March  16,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :— Ld.  Chancellor,  Ld.  Steward,  E. 
Belmore,  V.  Hutchinson,  L.  Boyle,  L.  Sil- 
chester,  L.  Somerhill,  L.  Chaworth,  L.  Cran- 
worth,  L.  Belper,  L.  Chelmsford 
Report  of  Select  Committee  •  Mar  23 
Committee •  Mar  24  (Nob.  43  &  44) 

178]  Amendts.  reported  Mar  27, 273 
.  An  Amendt.  moved  (The  Earl  of  Lonqford); 
Cont.   18,   Not-Cont.  21 ;   M.   8 ;    List  of 
Cont.  and  Not.-Cont.,  274 
Read  3»*-Mar28 
c.  Lords  Amendment  considered,  and  one  disagreed 
.      to  April  6,  785 

I,  Commons'  Reasons  for  disagreeing  to  Amend- 
.     ment  considered  May  2, 1805         (No.  66) 
.  Moved, "  Not  to  insist,  &o,"(Ths  Lord  StODord); 
after  short  debate,  Cont.  3S,  Not-Cont.  43; 
M.  10 ;  resolved  in  the  negative ;   the  rest 
of  the  Commons'  Amendments  agreed  to; 
Protest  against  not  insisting,  1808 
Royal  Assent  May  0  [28  Vict.  c.  31] 

Bafdrupicy,  Leeds,  R$gistrar%h%p  of  tk 
Court  of 
(See  Leeds  Cowt  of  Bmkrupiey) 

Baring,  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  F.  T.,  Portsmouth 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public  Audit, 
2R.  [180]  206 

Baeikg,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Marlborough 
British  Passports  to  Rome,  [177]  450 

Baeiwo,  Mr.  T.,  Euntingdon 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  [177]  ^1 
National  Gallery— Mr.  Frith's  "  Darby  Day," 

[178]  1238 
Partnership  Amendment,    2R.    [178]    HW; 

Comm.  cl,  1,  [179]  527  ;  add.  d.  534 

Baring,  Mr.  T.  G.  (Under  Secretary  for 

the  Home   Department),  Penryn  ^ 

Falmouth 
Cattle,  Diseases  in,  [177]  m''  , 

County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  add,  d. 

[179]  103 
Devizes  Turnpike  Trust,  [179]  663 
Fire   Brigade  (Metropolis).    2R.   [179]  ^^\ 

Comm.  cL  6,  [i8o]530  ;  cl.  11,  Amendt.M3 : 

cl  17,  633  ;  add.  cl,  634  ;  Consid.ci.  18,  7lS 
Fires  in  London,  [178]  7 
Gunpowder,  Accidents  from,  [i  79]  877 
Inclosure,2R.[i78]640 
Indk— Claims  of  the  Satpoora  and  Goa  Fr«H 

tier  Field  Forces,  [180]  960 
Local  Government  Supplemental,  Comm.  [17SI 

1034,  1036 
Middlesex  Industrial  Schools,  Roport,  [t  79]^ 
New  Cross  Roads,  2R.  [177]  *07 
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Barino,  Blr.  T.  O.^eont,  j 

Newington  Green  and  Honuej  Road,  [178] 

1239 
Police — Honscs  of  Parliament,  [179]  1102  ; — 

at  Public  Buildings,  [180]  131 
Police  Snperannuation,  Oomm.  el.  6,  Amendt. 

[178]  1071 ;  add.  d.  1072, 1073 
Registration  of  County  Voters,  [177]  1475 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment,  Leave, 

[178]  1024,  1026;  Comm.  el.  28,  [i8o]  364  ; 

add.  d.  365  ;  Consid.  d.  31,  Amendt.  592 
Salmon  Fishery  Acts,  [178]  880 
Supply — Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  [179]  256 
Theatres,  ito.  Leave,  [177]  1629 
Transport  Serrioe  between  England  and  Indin, 

[180] 1028 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [180]  687; 

d.  1,  689,  845  ;  Schedule,  846 
Tnmidke  Trusts,  [178]  1469 

Barrow,  Mr.  W.  H.,  NottinghatMhirey  8. 
Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1144 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  275,  280 
Prisons,  2R.  [177]  1362  ;  Comm.  d.  21,  [179] 

1329 ;  Schedule  1, 1333, 1335 

Babttblot,  Colonel  W.  B.,  Sussex,  W. 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1275 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [  1 78]  1 495 

Bass,  Mr.  M.  T.,  Lerhy 
Army  Estimates— Disembodied  Militia,  [177] 

1979 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861).  Res.  [179]  1111 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1153 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  275,  280 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  Amendt.  [180]  616 

Batesok,  Sir  T.,  Devizes 
Ireland — County  Down  Assises — Chief  Justice 

Monahan,  [i  78]  106,  197 ;— Law  Adviser  to 

the  Castle,  [180]  1042 
Sheep,  d(c.  Protection  (Ireland),  2K.  [178]  467 

Bath,  Marquees  of 

Divisions,  Manner  of  taking— Standing  Order, 

[1793959 
Edmunds,  Leonard  —  Resignation  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1217,  1219;— Pension,  Res. 

[179]  34,  44 
Private  Bill  Costs,  Report,  add.  el  [178]  483 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [177]  735 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [180]  351 

Bath.  Order  of  the 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply,  Address  for 
Copy  of  Regulations  June  16,  [180]  400; 
after  short  doOate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Baztbb,  Mr.  "W.  E.,  Montrose,  ^c. 
Alderney — Breakwater  at,  [179]  560 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  |;i77]  612 
British  and  North  American  Steamship  Com- 
pany, [i  771 1368 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1288 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  [179]  302 
Sheriflf  Courts  (Scotland),  [177]  1042 
SUvo  Trade,  [179]  877 
YOL.  CLXXX.     [tblir])  seaies.J 


Bazlet,  Mr.  T.,  Manchester 
Ashworth,  Mr.  C,  Case  of,  [177]  118 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1380 
Collection  of  Taxes,  [178]  669 
Colonics,  Protection  of  the,  [170]  909 
East  India  (Revenue  Accounts),  Comm.  [180] 

954,  961 
India— Medical  Officers,  [180]  924 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1900 

Beach,  Sir  M.  E.  Hicks-,  Ohuoestershire,  E. 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuanoe,  Comm.  [180]  687 

Beecroft,  Mr.  G.  8.,  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861),  Res.  [179]  1112 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  1},2R.  [178]  479 

Belfast  Commission  of  Inquiry 
Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly;   Answer,  Sir  Robert 
Peel  Feb  9,  [177]  119— PaW.  P.  [3466] 

Belhoee,  Earl  of 
Irish  Railways,  Liabilities  of  Shareholders  in, 

[177]  05 
Juries  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1597 
Pheasants  (Ireland),  2R.  [179]  630 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1457 
Small  Benefices  (Ireland),  Comm.  add.  d.  [180] 

626 

Bbiitinck,  Mr.  G.  Cavendish,  Taunton 
Cartoons  at  Hampton  Court  Palace,  [179]  301 
Ionian  Islands — Pensions  to  Officers,  [170]  214 
Minor  Canons,  Ac.  [180]  984 
Salmon    Fishery    Act    (1861)    Amendment, 
Comm.  d.  28  ;  Amendt.  [180]  364  ;  Consid. 
d.  31,  Amendt.  592 
Supply— Royal  Parks,  [179]  245,246, 247;— Me- 
tropolitan Fire  Brigade,  257 ;  Report,  371 ; — 
Office  of  Works,  d[c.  944,  947  ;— Department 
of  Science  and  Art,  1171,  1180  ;— National 
Gallery,  1259  ;— British  Historical  Portrait 
Gallery,    1276; — Consular   Establishments 
Abroad,  1285,  1286 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 
[177]  1461 

Bentinck,  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  Norfolh,  W. 
Army    Estimates  —  Works,     Buildings,   4(c. 

Amendt.  [178]  104, 175 
Azeem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Report, 

[179]  1240,  1246 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  3R.  [179]  1123 
Borough  Franchise,  2R.  [178]  1470 
Ceylon — Lighthouse  on  the  Basses  Rocks,  [179] 

1134 
Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition,  2R.  Amendt. 

[178]  1302 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [17S]  735,  737,  738 
Commons  and  Open  Spaoes,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  608 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  203,  294 
Dockyard  Extensions,  Comm.  [170]  050,  lOiP 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1133 
France— Commercial  Treaty  with,  [177]  1757 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1941^ 
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Bbntihck,  Mr.  G.  W,  P.— «m<. 
Ireland— SUte  of,  Res.  [177]  699 
Locomotives   on  Roads,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [178] 

1063  ;  el.  4,  1068 
Mortality  among  Children  in  Norfolk,  [178] 

958 
Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  994 
Navy— Board  of  Admiralty,  [178]  686 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  U34  ; 

—New  Works,  Ac.  [179]  936,  941 
Piccadilly  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,    2R. 

[177]  506 
Private  BilU— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [i  77]  1 10 
Railway  Accidents,  [i77]116;  »««•  1124,1136 
Railways  (Guards  and  Passengers  Communi- 
cation), Comm.  [179]  68 
Supply,  Report,  Res.  9,  Adj."  moved,  [178]  859, 

360,  361,  1036;'— Department  of  Science 

and  Art,  [179]  1169, 1170, 1180 
Union  ChargeabOity,  2R.  [178]  806;  Comm. 

Instruction,  [179]  116,  117;  8R.  795 
Waysand  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [i  78]  1494 
Wreck  Abstract,  [177]  1662 

Bbhkelet,  Hon.  C.  P.  F.,  Ohumter 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  d.  5,  [175)]  1317 
Navy  Estimates— Coast  Guard  Service,  [178] 

728  ;— Wages  to* Artificers  at  Home,  953  ; — 

—New  Works,  Ac.  [179]  932 

BfiBKELEr,  Hon.  F.  H.  F.,  Bristol 
Ballot,  The,  [177]  660 ;  Res. [180]  416,  427 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  1209 
Guns  fbr  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1924 
Industrial  Exhibitions — Protection  of  Inven- 
tions, [177]  320 
Theatres,  <fec.  2R.  [180]  183 

Bbrnaiu),  Mr.  T.  T.  Ayhshurp 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  326 

Bessborottgh,  Earl    of   (Master    of   the 
Buckhounds) 
Abyssinia— Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 
in,  Papers  moved  for,  [i  79]  730 

Bishops*  TSrust  Substitution  Act 
Question,  Mr.  Mundy ;   Answer,  Mr.  Walpolo 
JuM  19,  [180]  444 

Black,  Mr.  A.,  Edinburgh 

Attorneys,  Ac.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  571 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1259 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1409 
Medical  Practitioners,  Scotch,  [177]  599 

Blackbttrn,  Mr.  P.,  Stirlingshire 
Bank  Notes  (Ireland),  2R.  [iSo]  608 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  ch  '6,  [179] 

483 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),    2R.  [179]  836; 

Comm.  c/.  16,  Amendt.  [180]  533;  Consid. 

«2. 18.  Amendt.  718 
Hyde  Park,  Gardens  in,  [177]  1830 
Lanaikshi re  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  [178] 

196 

[c<mt 


BLAOKBnBir,Mr.  P.— cowl. 

Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 
537 

Soulage  Collection,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 
413 

Supply— Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Mu,  [179] 
600  ; — Sheriff  Court  Houses  (Scotland),  601; 
—Works  and  Public  Buildmgs,  703;-Woodi, 
Forests,  Ac.  706.  707;  — Oflftce  of  Wirks, 
Ac.  943,  945,  946;  — West  India  Relief 
Commission,  1136  ;— Landed  Estates  Court, 
1150,  1151 ;— Department  of  Science  nd 
Art,  1180 


Blue,  Mp.  J.  A.,  Waterford  City 
Constabulary  Foroe  (Ireland)  Act  Amendmnt, 

Consid.  el  8,  [180]  105 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  169 
Lreland— State    of.    Res.    [177]  820;-Pw 

Fishermen,  [179]  914  ;— The  ConstsbnliTy, 

1338  ;— Distriet  Lunatic  Asyloms,  [180]  367 
Lunatics  in  Gaols,  [179]  593 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Act  Amesd- 

ment.  Leave,  [177]  1301 ;  2R.  [180] M7 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Contimiiw, 

Leave,  [180]  319;  2R.  509 
Railvray    Travelling   (IreUnd),  2R.  Ameiit. 

[178]  55 
Sewage  of  the  Metropolis,  [1 77]  1479 
Supply — Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  [179] 

1303  ;— Brehon  Laws  (Ireland),  1308;-n«x 

Cultivation  (Irehind).  1310 
Tories,    Robbers,   and    Rapparees  (InM. 

Comm.  [178]  1523 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Soperannuatioi,  SB- 

[177]  1908 


Bokham-Cabtbr,  Mr.  J.,  WinchesUr 
Afcem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio-ForgeJ 

Signatures,    Report,  [177]  1788;  Conun. 

[179]  58;  Report,  1243 
Indosure,  2R.  [178]  541  ,    , 

Private  Bills— Chairman's  Casting  Vote, LiJJJ 

447 

Borougli  Franchise  Eztensioxi  Bill 

(Mr.  Baines,  Mr,  Bazley,  Mr.  Sckckf^ 
Mr.  W.  E.  Fwitcr) 
177]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  (Mr.  -5ai»^4|5fq, 
Ordered,  after  short  debate ;  read  1°  /<»  Jl 

1 78]  Moved,  "That  tho  BUI  be  now  readJ^' 
(Mr.  Battles)  May  3, 1372  .    . 

.  Previous  Question,  "  That  that  Qnwtion  » 
now  put"  (Lord  Elcho),  1392;  after  m 
debate,  Debate  adjourned 
Debate  further  adjourned  May  4 

.  Debate  resumed  MayS,  1613;  after  longd^' 
Previous  Question,  "That  that  Qtie^ 
be  now  put,"  A.  214,  N.  288 ;  M.  74;  W"* 

.      sion  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1705 

Borough  Franchise  Extension  BiB 
Question,  Mr.  Collins  ;   Answer,  Mr.  B>i^ 
Mar  2,  [177]  96C  ;  Observations,  Sir  OW 
Grey ;  Answer,  Mr.  Baines  May  2,li  7»J  **"' 
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BoTTVBBiE,  Rt.  'Kon.'E.'P.y Kilmarnock,  8fe, 
BoroQgh  Franohiso  Extension,  2R.  [178]  H40 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1193 
Leeds  Coart  of  Bankruptcj,  Res.  [180]  1112, 

1132 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

<??.2,[i79]Wl 
St.  Benet,  Gracechuroh  Street,  and  Allhallows, 

Lombard  Street,  [177]  321 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  246 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leare, 

[177]  H58,  U60  ;  [178]  1013,  1017 

BoTELL,  Mr.  W.,  Oidldford 
Gonrts  of  Justice  Boilding,  Leayt,  [177]  104 
Courts  of  Justice  Conoentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  180 
Byce  Sombre  Case,  The,  [180]  1031, 1022 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1199 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.ri78]  1291, 1293; 

Comm.  el  1,  [179]  527;  ocU.  cl.  631,  638, 

539 

BowTEB,  Sir  G-.,  Dundalk 
Army  —  Recruiting,  Commission  moyed  for, 

[177]  525 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  787 
Cheltenham  and  Glonoeetershire  Water,  2R. 

[177]  493 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Pablio  Audit 

2R.  [180]  295 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  530 
Courts  of  Justice  Conoentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[1781178,180 
Game  (Ireland),  2R.  [177]  1528 
India  Office  (Site,  d(c.),  Comm.  a.  2,  [178] 

861,  863 
Inns  of  Court,  Leaye,  [177]  829;   2R.   [178] 

1040.  1048, 1053 
Law  of  ETidenoe,  Comm.el.  1,  [180]  309 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [180]  509 
Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  222 
Private   Billi— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [i77] 

103 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  9R.  [i  79]  850 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1352 
Science  and  Art  Collections,  ti78]  1554 
Supply— National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [180] 

492,  497 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

[178]  1014 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved 

[180]  588 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  781 

Bbadt,  Mr.  J.,  Leitrim  Co. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  58; 

Report,  90 
Army  Estimates— Military  Education,    [178] 

261  ;~Mi8oelIaneous  Services,  263 
Chemists  and  Bruggiste  (No.  1),  2R.  [178] 475, 
ConstabuUiry  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  [179]  978 ;   c/.  4,  989 ;  add,  cl.  994, 

995 
Inclosure.  2R.  [i78]541 
Infant  Mortality  at  Emneth,  [178]  562 
landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178300? 


Bbidt,  Mr,  J. — eonU 
Metropolis  Sewago  and    Essex   Reclamation, 

Consid.  [i78]887 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [180]  508 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 

[177]  1303 
Supply— Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  [179]  258 
Theatres,  Ac.  2R.  [180]  183 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

[180]  588 

Bramston,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Essex,  8. 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [1 79]  1263 

Brazil  and  Uruguay 

Question,  Mr.  Mognire ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
Feb  10,  [177]  188  ;  Question,  Mr.  Maguire; 
Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Feb  24,685  ;  Question. 
The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde ;  Answer,  Bar! 
Russell  Mar  9,  1367 ;  Qucstipn,  Mr.  Ma- 
guire ;  Answer,  Viscount  Palmerston  ifiir  9, 
1371 


Brazil,  Diplomatic  Relations  with 

Question,  Mr.  White  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Pal- 
merston  Mar  9,  [177]  1369 

Bbidgks,  Sir  B.  W.,  Kmt,  E. 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  Comm;  [180] 

720 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  612 
Supply— Rates  for  Government  Property,  [i  79] 

604 


Bbioht,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham 

Army— Case  of  Lient.-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 

658 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  ho,  [178] 

164 
Canada— Defences  of— ColonelJervois'  Report, 

[177]  1611,  1613 
Cobden,  Mr.,  The  late,  [178]  677 
Indemnity,  2R.  [180]  086 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1657 
Kavy— Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [x8o] 

385,  387,  391 
Private  Billa— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  [177] 

442 
Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  8R.  [178] 

183 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1836 
Saffron  Hill  Murder,  [177]  209 
United  SUtcs— Claims  for  compensation,  [177] 

1372 

Bbiscoe,  Mr,  J.  I.,  ^urrey^  W. 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.c/.  8,  [178]  1266 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  649 
Inclosure,  Comm.  [178]  628 
Prisons,  Comm.  Schedule  1,  [179]  1332 
Supply  — New  Houses   of   Parliament,  [179] 

260  ; — Printing  and  Stationery,  1142 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [179]  516 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea4;i78]  1484 
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Bristol   and   Korth    Somerset    Railway 

{Southern  Extension)  Bill 
0.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^** 
(Mr.  Gore  Langton)  April  7,  [i  78]  887 
Amcndt.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  and  add  *'  upon 
this  day  iix  months  "  (Mr.  Greaves) ;  Ques- 
tion, **  That '  now/  Ao"  put,  and  negatived ; 
Main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to ; 
Bill  put  off  for  six  months 

Bristol,  Episcopal  Besidenee  at 
Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote;  Answer,  Sir 
George  Gre/  June  32,  [180]  632 

British  Guiana — Coolies 

Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird  ;    Answer,  Mr,  Card- 
well  ifoy  dO,  [179]  1103 

British   India   and  Colonial   Trust   and 

Ageneu  Corporation  {Limited) 
s     Question,  Mr.  Crawford  ;   Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  June  20,  [180]  025 

British  Kaffraria 
Question,   Mr.  Arthur  Mills;   Answer,  Mr, 
Cardwell/VftH,[i77]287 

British  Eaffiraria  Annexation  Bill 

(Mr,  Secretary  Cardwell^  Mr,  C.  Forteseue) 
1 77]  e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  Feb  16,  812     [Bill  27] 

Read  20  •Feb  23 

Committee  • ;  Report  Mar  1  [BiU  45] 

Considered  *  Mar  6 
.  Considered  in  Committee;  after  debate,  re- 
ported Mar  3, 1008 

Read3°«ifar7 
/.  Kehd  I*  •(The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  Mar  9 
.  Read  2*  after  debate  Mar  13, 1531      (No.  27) 

Committee* ;  Report  Mxr  U 

Read3*»ifarl6  (No.  84) 

Royal  Assent  Mar  27  [28  Vict.  c.  5] 


British  Museum 

Tetition  of  Trustees  of  the  British  Museum 
(EaH  Stanhope)  Mar  22,  [177]  056  ;  with- 
drawal of  Notice  of  Motion  (JSarl  Stanhope) 
Mar  13,  1580 ;  Observations,  Mr.  Walpole ; 
Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  13,  1534;  Question,  Mr.  Augustus 
Smith ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer May  18,  [179]  488 

Eftlargement  of  the,  Question,  Mr.  Henry  Sey- 
mour ;  Answer,  Mr,  Oowper  May  16,  [179] 
300 


British  North  America 

Canada,  Defences  of -^Report  of  Colonel  Jer- 
vais.  Question,  Lord  Lyveden  ;  Answer,  Earl 
De  Grey  and  Ripon  ;  long  debate  thereon 
-P<f6  20,[i77]416;  Observations,  Mr.  Sey- 
mour Fitzgerald ;  Reply,  Mr.  Cardwell ; 
long  debate  thereon  Mar  13, 1530  ;  Question, 
The  Earl  of  Airlie  ;  Answer,  Earl  De  Grey 
and  Ripon  May  5,  [178]  1520;  Utter  of 
Colonel  Jcrvois— Par/.  P.  [3434] 

[cont. 


British  North  Ameriea^-ooni. 

Qy^bec,  Defences  of  Observations,  Lord  Elefao 
Mar  24.  [178]  242 ;  Amendt.  on  Committee 
of  Supply  April  6,  For  Copy  of  Papers  and 
Extracts  of  Correspondence  rebtive  to  the 
proposed  Canadian  Defences  and  the  share 
of  the  total  cost  which  is  to  be  respectively 
borne  by  Canada  and  the  United  Kingdom  " 
(Ixnd,  Eleho),  [178]  703 ;  after  long  debate. 
Question,  '*That  the  words,  ko^*  pat,  and 
agreed  to ;  Question,  Lord  Elcho ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Cardwell  Aprill,  802 

Canada,  Dismissal  of  Judge  Cotirsol,  Question, 
Mr.  Peacocke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  Feb  10, 
[177]  137 

ConfederaUon,  The^  QnestioD,  Lord  Robert 
decil ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  Mar  28,  [178] 
83 ;  Observations,  Mr.-  Cardwell  Jvme  10, 
[180]  430 ;  Papers  relating  to  the  late  Con- 
ferences presented  [by  CommaDd];  to  lie 
on  the  Table— Par/.  P.  No.  [8426,  8535] 

North  West  Territory,  Question,  Lord  Wham- 
oliffo ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  Feb  28»^i  77] 
533 

Railways,  Question,  Mr.  Aytoun;  Answer, 
Mr.  CardweU  Mar  24,  [i  78]  234 


British  North  American  SieamMp  Com- 
pany 
Question,    Mr.   Baxter;    Answer,   Mr.    Ped 
iforO,  [177]  1368 


Bromley,  Mr.  W.  D.,  Warwicishire,  N. 
MetropoUUn  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [178]  599; 

Comm.  add.  el,  Amendt.  758,  764 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  07 
Union  Chargeability,  Con8id.[j79]  608 
Westminster  Improvement  uommission,    Re- 
turns  moved  for,  [179]  211 


Bbouqhak,  Lord 
Anti-Slavery  Society,  [i8oi  122 
Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  [180]  258 
Private  Bills^Standing  Order  No.  170,  [180] 

852 
Slave  Trade  Papers,  [180]  338,  481 ;  Explana- 
tion, 1025 
Union  ChaigeabiUty,  2R.  [180]  20 


Bbownb,  Lord  J.  T.,  Mayo  Co. 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.  [178]  1514;  Comm.  [179]  080 ;  cf .  0, 

003  ;  add,  el,  005 
D<^  Regulation  (Ireland),  Oomnu  cL  6,  [179] 

481 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Aot  GontinuaBee, 

Leave,  [180]  324 
Railway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  62 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  614 
SuppIy^Lunatio  Asylum,   Isle  of  Man,  [179] 

507.  500,  600  ;  —  Fishery  Board  (Scotland). 

1307 
Union  OfBcers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  SR. 

[177]  1008;  Comm.  cl,   1,  Amendt.  [178] 
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Brucr,  Right  Hon.  H.  A.  (Vice  President 
of  the    Committee   of   Council   for 
Education),  Merthyr  Tydvil 
Cattle  Diseases  PrevcDtion,  [179]  298 
Charitable  Trusts  Fees,  2R.  [178]  1082 
Charities,  Vacant  Inspectorship  of,  [180]  263 
Education — Revised  Code  of  Regulations,  [177] 
323,  328;   Committee    mored  for,  894;— 
School  Grants,  [178]  1466;  — Endowments 
for,  Minute  of  CouncU,  1536,  1636,  1637 
Endowed  Grammar  Schools,  [180]  440 
Grand  Junction  Canal  Basin,  [180]  1043 
Science  and  Art  Department,  [177']  600 
Soulage  Collection,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 

413,  416 
Supply— Privy  Council  Office,  [179]  608,  600 ; 
—Education,  1163,  1160,  1162 ;  — Depart- 
ment of  Science  and  AH,  1166, 1170, 1178, 
1180 
Union  Chargeabilitv,  Comm.  [179]  324 ;  Consid. 
667, 671, 683  l  /!fj        . 

Bbttob/  Sir  H.  H.,  Coleraine 

Bel&st— Riots  at,  [i  77]  409 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 
Comm.  Preamble,  [179]  985 

Game  (Ireland),  2R.  [177]  1628 ;  Comm.  [179] 
372 

Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [177]  796  .•—Stipen- 
diary Magistrates — Mr.  Ffrench,  1476 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  616 

Buchanan.  Mr.  W.,  Glasgow 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  Amendt.  [177]  608 
Writs   Registration,    &o,   (Scotland),    Leave, 
[1773952 

'Buckley,  Lieut.-Gen.  E.  P.,  Salisbury 
India— The  Sixty-fourth  Foot,  [178]  1240 

BuLKELEY,  Sir  R.  B.  W.,  Anglesey 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  of.  Res.  [179]  204 


BxTLLEB,  Sir  A.  "W.,  Devonport 
Navy — Superannuation  in  the  Dockyards,  [i  77] 
462 

Burial  Service,  The 

Question,  Lord  Ebury;  Answer,  The  Arch- 
bishop  of  Canterbury  June  23,  [180]  707 

Moved  to  resolve,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  the  Evils  arising  from  the  compul- 
sory and  almost  indiscriminate  use  of  the 
Burial  Service  of  the  Church  of  England 
demand  the  early  attention  of  the  Legisla- 
ture {Lord  Ebm-y)  July  8,  [180]  1026; 
Cent.  20,  Not-Cont.  44 ;  M.  23  ;  Resolved 
in  the  negative;  List  of  Cent,  and  Not- 
Conl.,  1033 

BuRLEjGH,  Lord,  Northamptonshire,  N. 
Militia— Reviews  of  the,  [180]  638 

BuRRELL,  Sir  P.,  New  Shoreham 
i^oman  Catholic  Qath,  Comm.  [179}  1007 


BuBT,  Viscount  (Treasurer  of  the  House* 
hold),  WicJt,&'e. 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  So.  [178] 

Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moved  for. 

[177]  606 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1660 
Princess  of  Wale»— Answer  to  Address.  fiSol 

260  ••      ■' 

Wimbledon  Common,  Postponement   of,  2R. 

[i77]«8;2R.Li78]769 

BuTEEB,  Mr.  C.  S.,  Tower  Samlets 
Powder  Magazines,  Government,  [177]  135 

Btttt,  Mr.  I.,  Toughal 
Courts  of  Common  Law  (IrelandX  [177]  847 

Buxton,  Mr.  C,  Maidstone 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1660 
Canada— Defences  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178! 

804  ••  '  ■• 

Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  646 
East  India  (Revenue  Accounts),  Comm.  fiSol 

962  /LI 

New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1490 
Saturday  Half-holiday  in  Government  OfSoes. 
[180]  633 


Caird,  Mr.  J.,  Stirling,  Sfo. 
Agricultural  Statistics,  [178]  660 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland). 

[179JJI8O 
Export  Duties  (India),  [178]  1600 
Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [177]  816 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  264,  267 
Metropolis  Sewage  and    Essex   Reclamation. 

2R.  [177]  839, 844 
Piers  and  Harbours  (Scotland),  [179]  921 
Supply— Office  of  Woods,  Ac.  [180]  470, 484 


Cairns,  Sir  H.  M.,  Belfast 
Abyssinia— Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in,  [180]  902,  1013 
Belfest— Riots  at,  [177]  320,  828,  363,  864, 


366,  366,  367,  869,  860  ;  Res.  [t8o]  160 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  3R.  [180] 

826 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Leave,  [178]  1170  ;  Comm.  [179]  982,  983  ; 

cl.  1,  Amendt.  986 ;  d,  4,  Amendt.  088,  989, 

990 ;   cl  7,  991 ;  cL  9,  Amendt.  092,  904  ; 

add,  el  996  ;  Consid.  add,  d,  [i8o]  104 ;  cL 

3,106;  c2.  4, 106 
Court  of   Chancery  (Ireland),   Comm.  [178! 

628 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  493 
India— District  Judges,  [177]  203 
Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [177]  761 ;— The  Con- 
stabulary, [179]  1339, 1341 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  626 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  104 
Railway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178J  60 
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CAiiirf,SirH.M.— eoM<. 

Record  of  Title   (Ireland),  2R.    [179]    851 » 

853  ;  Comm.  1182 ;  el,  U,  [180]  88  ;  el.  40, 

80 
RonuA  CmthoUc  Oath,  Comm.  [179]    1<>S7, 

1097 ;  el,  1,  Amendt.  [180]  46 
Small   Benefloes  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

2R.[i78]50 

Caithke86»  Earl  of 
LooomotiToa  on  Roadi,  2R.  [179]  ^71 

Cambridge,  Duke  of  (Field  Marshal  Com- 
manding-in-Chief) 
Army  — Militarj   Hospitals   at   Netlej   and 
Woolwich,  [177]  111* 

Campbell,  Lord 
Private  BUls— Standing  Orders,  [180]  917 
PabUo  Schools,  2R.  [178]  667 

Canada^nee  JBritiih  North  Ammea 


CiKTEBBiTRT,  Arohbishop  of 
Burial  Serf  ice.  The,  [180]  708,  709 ;  Res.  1080 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [179]  878  ;  Res. 

1046 
Episcopate,  Increase  of  the,  [180]  699 
PubUc  SchooU,  2R.  [178]  657,  749 

Cap0  of  ffood  Sop6^Long  v.  Bishop  of 
Cape  Town 
Question,  Mr.  Grant  Duff;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor (A  the  Exchequer  May  18,  [170]  480 
The  KaMrt,  Question,  Mr.  Warner ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Cardwell  May  29,  [179]  »76  —  (see 
BntUhKafraria) 

Capital  PnnislimeiLts  within  Oaola  Bill 
{Mr,  Hibbert,  Mr.  BonhantrCixrter,  VUct,  EnfiOd) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1<»  •  Feb  20  [BiU  80] 

Bill  withdrawn  JuM  28,  [180]  915 

Cabbioav,  Earl  of 
RaUway  Passengers,  IR.  [180]  108, 109 

Caebwbll,  Eight  Hon.  E.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies),  Oxford  City 

Africa— Rumoured  expedition  against  Ashan- 
tee,  [177]  328;— Western  Coast,  Comm. 
moTcd  for,  553 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1818, 
1815  ;— Works,  BuUdings,  &c.  [178]  160 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  d,  8,  [178]  1200 

British  Guiana— CooUes,  [179]  1104 

British  Kaflfrarla,  [177]  237;  Leave,  312; 
Comm.  1098;  e2. 17,  1009 

British  North  American  Colonies,  [178]  83  ; 
—Red  Ri?er  Territory,  [179]  977;— The 
Confederation,  Papers  presented,  [180]  439 

Canada— Dismissal  of  Judge  Coursol,  [177] 
187 ; — ^Defences  of— Colonel  Jenrois'  Report, 
1165,  1595,  1596;  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 
818,  845,  892 ;  — .  Railways  in,  235  ;  — 
Fortiftcitions  in,  [i  79]  114 


Oabbwill,  Right  Hon.  E.— «m<. 
Canadian  Delegates,  [179]  1209 
Cape  Colony— The  Kaffirs,  [177]  ?76 
China— Taxation  at  Hong  Kong,  [177]  1119 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [i  78J  852 
ColonUl  Bishops.  [1 78]  783 ;— See  of  Raperf  s 

Land,  [179]  11^6 
Colonial  Defences,  [179]  1106 
Colonial  Governors (ReUring  AUowanoei),  [177] 

Colonial  Governors  (ReUring  Pensuma),  [«  78] 
959;  Leave,  1514.  1517,  1519  ;  2B.  [179] 
1031,1035;  Comm.  el.  2,  [i8o1  613,  514; 
el  4, 065  ;  el.  12,  668,  669 ;  add,  rf.  676 ; 
3R.  843  ,     ^^ 

ColonUl  Naval  Defence,  Leave^  [177]  1027, 

1030 ;  Comm.  1824 
Colonies,  Protection  of  the,  [179]  ^^  ^      ^ 
Episcopal  Church  in  the  Colenies,  [178]  276 
Mauritius— Military  Defence,  [177]  1746 
New  Zealand-War  in,  [177]  289,  2»0. 1511, 
1512, 1746, 1747 ;— Renewal  of  hostilities  m, 
[178]  785,  893;— Affiiirs  of,  [179]  879;— 
Separation  of  Provinces,  1 104 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops,  [180]  927 
Supply,  Report,  Res.  9.  [178]  360,362  ;— CHva 
Service  Estimates,  852 ;— Education  (Ire- 
land), [179]  1259  ;— Bermudas,  1281  ;—U- 
huan,128l  ^    r,    ^     y^ 

Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Irolnfl) 

[180]  753 
Transportation  to  Australia,  [177]  187 
United  States— Passport  System,  [i77j6ol 
Western  Africa— War  at  Lagos,  [179]  890 


Carkakvon,  Earl  of 
Companies  Workmens'  Education,  CotoBL.  d,  1, 

[179]  956 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  2R.  [179]  869 ;  Nooi- 

nation  of  Comm.  [180]  7,  8 
MetropoUfr^in  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [i7931W; 

Comm.  380 
Prisons,  2R.  [180]  5 19 ;  Comm.  d.  W,  Ameodt 

853 ;  Schedule  1,  Amendt.  854 ;  Schedule  3, 

855 
Union  ChargeahUity,  2R.  [180]  Zi^  83 


Cabkegie,  Hon.  C,  Forfarshire 

Army— Recruiting,   Commission    moved  ftr, 

[177]  523 
Writs  Registration  (Scotland)^  2R.  Ad|}.  moved, 
[178]  1168,  1571 


Carriers  ActAmendmeiitBill 

{Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  Mr.  EuU) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Bill  ordered  ;  nti 
10  •/««<?  16  [BiU  224] 

Read  2°  *  Jt4ne  19 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3°  •  June  21 
I.  Read  1»  •  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  Jtme  » 

Read  2**  June  26  (No,  196) 

Committee*;  Report /miw  27 

Rend  3*  •  June  29 

Royal  Assent  July  5      [28  di  29  VUt.  c  94] 
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Cartoons  and  Ornamental  Sorems  at  Hamp- 
ton Court  Patace— Petition 
Observations,  Lord  St.  Leonards  Mar  81,  [178] 
556  ;    Question,  Mr.  CaTondish  Bentinok ; 
Answer,   Mr.  Cowper  May  15,  [179]  301 
^{Parl  P.  L.  No.  84) 

Casey,  Alexander,  Property  of  the  late 
Question,  Colonel    Vandelour :    Answer,   Sir 
Robert  Peel  Mar  28,  [178]  370 

Cattle,  Diseases  in 
Question,  Mr.  Waldegrave-Leslie  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
T.  G.  Baring  Mar  6,[i77]  1117 

Cattle  Diseases  Prevention  Bill 
Question,  Sir  Jorvoise  Jerroise  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
11.  A.  Bruoe  May  15,  [179]  207 

Cavb,  Mr.  S.,  New  Shoreham 
Afi-ioa — Western    Coast,  Comm.    moTed  for, 

[1773545 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1256 
Banks  of  Issue,  Res.  [177]  154, 155 
Colonial  Governors   (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 

[179]  1020;  C'Omm.  ci.   4,  Amendt.  [180] 

663,  664 
Colonial  Naval  Defence,  Comm.  [177]  1823 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  mored 

for,  [178]  1210 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  [179]  1314 
Industrial    Schools,    Suspension  of   Standing 

Order,  [178]  487 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  2R.  [180]  004 
Navy— Loss  of  the  "  Bombay,"  [180]  631 
Now  Zeaknd— War  in,  [177]  1502 
Oyster  Fishery,  [178]  672 
Partnership    Amendment,    2R.    [178]    1286; 

Comm.  eL  1,  [179]  526  ;  add.  cL  534 
Poland— Aflfeirs  of,  Res.  [177]  1839 
Post  Horse  Duty,  Exemption  from,  [i  78]  804 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  of.  Res.  [179]  104 
Prisons,  Comm.  Schedule  1,  [179]  1334 
Slave  Trade,  [177]  846 
Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks,  Re-Conun.  £180] 

516 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180]  476 
Thames  Embankment,  [180]  633 
Trinity  Board— Steam  Tugs,  [177]  1117 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  337 ;  add,  eL 

521;  Consid.  701 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Tea,  [i  78]  1475 
West  India  and  Pacific  Steam  Ship  Company's 

Mail  Contract,  [177]  1921 
West  India  Postage  Rate,  [i8o]  46 
Wrecks  and  Casualties,  Abstract  of,  [177]  287 


CAVE!n)iSH,  Lord,  G.  II.,  Derhyshire,  N. 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  add,  cl.  [179]  524 

Cecil,  Lord  E.  T.  G.,  {see  also  Cbakboubwe, 
Viscount)  Stamford 
Azeom  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Report, 

Res.  Amendt.  [178]  1611 ;  Comm.  [179]  60 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2 R.  Adj.  moved, 

[;i78]  1448,  1449 
British  North  American  Colonies,  [178]  83 

IcojU, 


Cbcil,  Lord  R.  T.  Gr,—coni. 
Canada — Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[177]  1609 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  734,  730,  739, 

741,742,851 
Education — Revised  Code  of  ReguUtions,[i77] 

327;  Comm  moved  for,  902 
India  Office  (Site,  ^.),  Comm.  el.  2,  [178]  862 
Ireland,  SUte  of,  Res.  [177]  717 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  [179]  490 ;  Comm. 

moved  for,  781 
Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor,  Consid.   [178] 

859 
New  Zeaknd— War  in,  [177]  1507; — Separa- 
tion of  Provinces,  [179]  1104 
Notices  of  Motion,  Ac.  [i  77]  322 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.[i8o]  93 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  Amendt.  [180] 

210,  228 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  el,  2,  [179]  516 
United  States — Claims  for  compensation,  [177] 

1872;— Extradition  Treaty  with,  1537;— 

The  "  Alabama,*'  [179]  1108 

Certificates  of    Marriage,   Ac.,   Duties 

BepealBill 
{Sir  J.  Feryutson,  Mr,  Dunlop,  Mr,  Blackburn) 
e.  Ordered*  May  2^ 

Ceylon,  Liyhthouse  on  the  Basses  Socks 
Question,    Mr.    Baillie    Cochrane;    Answer, 
Mr.  MUner  Gibson  June  I,  [179]  1130 

Chain  Cables  and  Anchors 
Question,   Mr.    Laird;   Answer,    Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  May  9,  [179]  46 ;  Observations,  Mr. 
Laird ;   Reply,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson ;  short 
debate  thereon  June  23,  [180]  732 

Chairman  of  Committees 
The  Lord  Redesdale  appointed,  Nemine  Dis- 
seniietUe,  to  take  the  Chair  in  all  Committees 
of  the  House  of  Lords  for  this  Session,  [177] 
Feb  7 


Chakcellob,  The  Lokd  (Lord  Westbury) 
Abolition   of   Arrest  on  Final  Prooess,  IR. 


[177]  1365, 1367 
Affirmations  (Scotland),  2R.  [i  78]  2 
Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  IK.  [177]  634;  2R. 


1466 

Augmentation  Act,  Returns,  [177]  225,  227 
Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Ireland),  2R.  [1 77] 

1222,  1223 
Bankruptcy,  Court  of,  [177]  93 
Clerical  Subscription,  Res.  [179]  1046,  1050 
Companies  Workmens'  Education,  Comm.  [179] 

718 
Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — Law  of 

Evidence,  [179]  180, 182 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  IR.  [i  77 

486;  2R.  1038;  3R.[i79]  108 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [178]  1171  j 

Comm.  1310  ;  3R.  el  16,  1570,  1580,  1582  ; 

[180]  252  ;  Commons  Amendts.  359 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  dR.  d, 

14,  [178]  1584  ;   add.  cl,  1585,  1680,  1588  ; 

Commons  Amendts.  [180]  357 


Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


OHA  CHA     {GENBRAL    INDEX) 

177  —  178  — 179  —  180. 


CHA 


CUA 


Cbakobllob,  The  Lord— «(w^ 

Court!  of  JoBtioe  Site»  [177]  il6,  410;  Re- 
turns moTed  for,  1014, 1919 

DestmotioD  of  Metropoiitan  Dwellings  by  Rail- 
ways. [178]  555 

DookraU,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Papers  moTed  for,  [178] 
103, 1532,  1538 

Edmunds,  Leonard — Resignation  of,  Comm. 
mored  for,  [177]  1208,  1212,  1215,  1217, 
1219, 1221 

Felony  and  Misdemeanor  Evldenoe  and  Prac- 
tice, 2R.  [177]  1726 

Johnson,  Colonel,  Case  of,  [178]  193, 1532, 1583 

Juries  (IreUnd),  2R.  [178]  1597 

Marriages  (Lamboume),  Comm.  add,  cL  [179] 
189, 191 

Parliament— Lords    Commissioners*    Speech, 

[177]  3 
Partnership    Amendment,    2R.    [180]    118; 

Comm.  cZ.  5, 253 ;  Report,  711, 716 
Patent  Rights,  [177]  635,  636 
Prirate  Bill  CosU,  2R.  [178]  76 ;  Res.  add,  cl 

484  ;  3R.  Proviso,  768 
Reading  Clerk  and  Clerk  of  Out-door  Com- 
mittees, [177]  317 
Record  of  llUe  (Ireland),  2R.  [1 78]  1453 
Resignation  of — Personal  Statement,  [180] 

1174 
Saffron  Hill  Murder— Case  of  Peliixioni,  [178] 

486 
Standing  Order  No.   191  —  Displacement  of 

London  Poor,  Amendt.  [178]  873,  874,  877 
Statutes  Law  RoTision,  1 R.  [  1 80]  430 

Ohafoellob  of  the   EzcHEaiTEB   (Right 
Hon.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  Oxford  Uhi- 
versity 
AfHcan  Merchant's  Company,  Subsidy  to,  [177] 

748       • 
Army  Estimates — Chelsea  and  Kilmalnham 
Hospitals,   [178]   857 ;— Administration   of 
the  Army,  985 
Army— Salary  of  Dr.  Sutherland,  [180]  090 
Attorneys,  &c.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  572 
Bank  of  Ireland,  2R.  [177]  453 
Bank  of  Ireland  (Consolidated  Fund),  Res. 


[ 


1771156 
ok  Notes  (Ii 


Bank  Notes  (Ireland),  2R.  [180]  605 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  [177]  616;  Comm. 

1909;   [178]  1247;  el  8,   Amendt.   1265, 

1267,    1268  ;ada.  d.   1270,    1272,    1273; 

8R.  Amendt  [179]  800;  Re-Comm.  810; 

d.  S,  815,  819,  821,  822,  823 ;  Preamble, 

Amendt.  827;  3R.  1123 
Banks  of  Issue,  Res.  [177]  150, 154,  155 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [177]  1450 
British  Museum,  [177]  1584;  [179]  488,  489 
Business,  Public,  [178]  1204 
Cape  of  Good  Hope— Long  v.  Bishop  of  Cape 

Town,  [179]  486,487 
Church    Estoblishment  (Ireland),  Res.   [178] 

420,  444 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  736, 737,  740 
Collection  of  Taxes,  [178]  669 
Collection  of  the  Revenue  in  Scotland,  [179] 

236 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public  Audit, 

2R.  [180]  284,  802 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  2R.  [180] 

675 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (Judges 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  028 


Chakoxllob  or  thb  Exohxquxb — eont. 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [180]  1212 
Dockyard  Extensions,  2R.  [179]  541 ;  Comm. 

949.  950  ;  cl,  1,  951,  952,  1038 
Education,  Comm.  movedfbr,  [177]  850 
Established    Church    Service  —  Rev.  A.  D. 

Wagner,  Comm.  moved  for,  [i  79]  770 
Financial  Statement,  [177]  1634  .-—Ways  and 

Means,  Comm.  Res.  [i  78]  1084, 1 143 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  37, 1467 
Government  Annuities  Act,  [177]  238,   500, 

959;  [180]  823 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Consid.  d,  13,  [180]  508 
Highway  Contracts,  Stamp  Doty  on,  [180]  446 
Income  Tax  Papers,  [178]  670 
India  Office  (Site,  Ac.),  Comm.  ei.2,  [178]  863 
Inland  Revenue  Acts,  Comm.  Res.  (Malt),  [179] 

555;  Res.  1   (Stamp  Duties),  711  ;  Res.  2. 

712,713;  Res.  3,  16.;  Res.  4,  714 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  cl.  7,  Amendt.  [180] 

304  ;  d.  16, 805  ;  d.  25, 306  ;  Preamble,  807, 

308 
Ionian  Islands— Pensions  to  Officers,  [i  78]  204, 

209,  211,  212.  874,  375,  377,378 
Ireland— Stote  of,  Res.  [177]  674  ;— Medical 

Officers  in  Unions,  Res.  1519,  1523  ; — Rail- 
way   System,   Address  moved,   [178]  917; 

[180]  927 
L^B;acy  and  Succession  Duty,  [177]  134^  448 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  655 
Lotteries — Public  Departments,  [179]  1268 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  272,  275,  278, 380 
Man,  Isle  of,  Disafforestation  (Compensation), 

Comm.  [177]  1458 
Marriage  Certificates,  Stamp  Duties  on,  [179] 

298 
Mileage  Duty  on  Stage  Carria^,  [180]  261 
Navy — Dockyard  Accommodation,  [178]  1603 
New  Museum  of  Natural  History,  [i  79]  876, 

S11 
North  and  South  Shields,  Ports  of,  [180]  1163 
Patent  Office,  Alleged  irregularities    in  the, 

[177]  1123;— AooounU,  [179]  637.  638 
Paymaster  General  and  the  Audit  Office,  [iSo] 

628 
Pensions  to  Officers  of  the  House  of  Lords, 

[177]  1370 
Postmasters,  Remuneration  of.  Res.  [179]  304 
Post  Office— Threepenny  Postage  Stamp,  [177] 

410 
Public  Accounts,  Committee  of.  [i  77]  331 ; 

Committee  nominated,  455,  450 
Railway  Legislation,  [177]  232,  236,  237 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  013,  618 
Savings  Banks  and  the  National  Debt,  [180] 

443,  444 
Science  and  Art  Collections,  [179]  1550,  1563, 

1565 
Silver  Coinage,  [180]  262 
Sugar  Duties  and  Drawbacks,  Comm.  ci.  1, 

[180]  28 
Supply— Redemption  of  the  Scheldt  Toll,  [17  7] 

1456; — Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man,  [179] 

599 ;— Works  and  Public  Buildings,  704  ,*— 

Woods,  Forests,  Ao,  707,  709  ;— OAoe  of 

Works,  Ae,  943,  946,  947 ;  — Printing  and 

SUtionery,  1144,   1145,   1146  ;  — National 

Gallery,  1260,  1275 ;  —  Royal  Academy  of 

Music,  1280 ;— British  Museum,  1358 ;— Post 

Office  Department,  1359. 1360 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  217,  234 
Timber  Duties,  [177]  1480 
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Chjlnoillob  of  tho  E  xoniQiriB— eonf. 
Tobacco,  Uome  Grown,  [180]  025 
Union  Ghargeability,  Gonsid.  [179]  696 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moTcd, 

[180]  577,  683 
University  of  Oxford,  Election  for  the,  [179] 

50  • 

Ways  and  Means — Financial  Statement,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1084,  1143;— Tea,  1240.  1342, 

1466,1483, 1480,1492,1403;  Amendt.  1500; 

— Income,  1501 ;  —  Fire  Insurance,   1505, 

1506, 1500, 1512  ;  Report,  Exchequer  Bonds, 

1710 
Wines,  Foreign,  [i  79]  113 

Chapter  ITouse,  IFestminster 
Question,   Sir   Stafford  Northcote;    Answer, 
Mr.  Oowper  Maff  18,  [179]  488 

Charitable  Trnsts  Fees  Bill 

{Afr,  Hankey,  Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Mar  10  [Bill  651 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  (Mr. 
Thomson  Hankey)  April  25,  [178]  1027 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  six  months"  (Sir  M,  Peto)  ;  Ques- 
tion, "  That  'now'  ^o.  ;*'  after  short  de- 
bate. Question  put,  and  negatived;  main 
Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to ;  Bill  put  off 
for  six  months 

Charities  of  tlie  Cities  of  London  and 
Westminster 
Moved,  <'That  the  Digest  of  the  Parochial 
Charities  of  the  Cities  of  London  and  West- 
minster, referred  to  in  the  Eleventh  and 
Twelfth  Reports  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, be  laid  before  the  House"  {The 
Bishop  of  London)  June  23,  [180]  705  ;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to — ParL  P, 
No.  [3461] 

Chableuont,  Earl  of 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [17  7]  7 

Chebthak,  Mr.  J.,  Salford 

Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Comm. 

el,  12,  [180]  669 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Comm. 

«/.  1,  [180]  681 ;  a<W.<rf.  684 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1654 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1899 
United  States — Consols  for  the  Southern  States, 

[180]  368 

Chelksfobd,  Lord 
Abolition  of  Arrest  on  Final   Process,  IR. 

[177]  1366 
Abyssiniar— Imprisonment  of  Britbh  Subjects 

in,  [178]  1075  ;  Papers  moved  for,  [179]  726, 

1043,  1044 ;  [180]  109,  1145,  1155 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  38 
Affirmations  (Scotland),  2R.  [178]  1 
Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  2R.  [177]  1471 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency   (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  2R.  [177]  1322;  Report,  [178] 

274 

YOL.  CLXXX.  [tmb©  sekibs-I  [eom. 


Cbxlmsvobo,  Lord'-eont, 

Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 
695 

Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  [179]  1045, 1047; 
3R.  e^  4,  Amendt.  1117 

Confession  in  the  Church  of  England— Law  of 
Evidence,  [179]  181,  182 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  2R. 
[177]  1036 

Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Comm.  cl,  4,  [178] 
1313 ;  3R.  cL  16, 1582  ;  [180]  251 

Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Pension, 
Res.  [170]  31,  38,718 

Felony  and  Misdemeanor  Evidence  and  Prac- 
tice. 2R.[  177]  1725,  1727 

Illicit  Distillation  in  Clare  and  Donegal,  Re- 
turn moved  for,  [  1 7  7]  28 1 

Johnson,  Colonel,  Case  of,  [178]  1533 

Juries  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1597 

Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4),  2R. 
[180]  253 

Marriages  (Lambourne),  Comm.  add,  el,  [179] 
191 

Navy  —  Captains  on  the  Reserved  List,  [180I 
975 

Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  el,  5,  [180) 
252,  253  ;  Report,  709 ;  Amendt.  715,  710 

Patent  Rights,  [177]  786 

Penalties  Law  Amendroeni,  2R.  [180]  068      ' 

Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 
[180]  114;  c/.  5,  115 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  812 

Salmon  Fishery  Act  Amendment,  Comm.  d,  40, 
Amendt.  [180I  858 

Standing  Order  No.  191— Displacement  of  Lon- 
don Poor,  [178]  875 

Winslow,  Mr.,  Pension  to.  Explanation,  [180] 
1189 

Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition  Bill 

(Sir  J,  Shelley^  Mr,  Loeke  King,  Mr,  Locke) 
c.  Ordered*  3far  15 

Readl'^iforie  [Bill  74] 

Moved.  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«'' 
(Sir  J,  SheUey)May  1,  [1^8]  1301 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,'*  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months*'  (Mr.  Bentinek) ;  Ques- 
tion, '*  That  *  now*  Ao, ;  *'  after  short  de- 
bate, A.  27,  N.14;  M.  13;  main  Ques- 
tion agreed  to;  Bill  read  2**,  and  com- 
mitted to  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges  Bill— (see  Metropo- 
litan Toll  Bridges  Bill) 

CheUenham   and    Gloucestershire    Water 
BUI  (hy  Order) 

e.  Moved,  «  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«'' JF'e&21, 
[177]  490 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,''  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  six  months"  (Lord  R.  MtnUagu)^ 
491;  after  debate,  Question,  ** That  'now' 
Ac,"  A.  88,  N.  118 ;  M.  30 ;  Bill  put  off  for 
six  months 

Chemists  and  Druggists  Bill 

(SirF.  Kelly,  Mr.  Kinglake,  Sir  8,  NortheoW) 
1 77]  e.  Resolution  in  Committee,  1910 

Ordered ;  read  1*>  •  Jfor  17  [BO!  78 

178]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^* 
(Sir  FitgRoy  KeUy)  Mar  20, 470 
2  X  f^         [C9nt. 
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Chemiiti  and  DrugguU  jE^i^^-oont. 

After  debate,  Bill  read  2^,  and  oommitted  to  a 
178]  Select  Committee,  470 

And^  on  April  6,  Select  Committee  nominated 
aa  follow! :— Mr.  Baring  (Chairman),  Sir 
FitxRoy  Kelly,  Sir  John  Shelley,  Lord  Elcho, 
Mr.  Brady,  Mr.  Haatings  Russell,  Mr.  Charles 
Wynn,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr. 
Cox,  Mr.  Schneider,  Sir  James  Fergnsson,  Mr, 
Charles  Forster,  Mr.  Roebuck,  and  Mr.  Black 

Report  of  Select  Committee*  Jwic  10— (Pari. 
P.  No.  881) 

Chemist!  and  Brnggigt  (No.  3)  BUI 

{Sir  John  SkeUey,  Mr.  C,  Fortter,  Mr.  Ayrton) 
e.  Acts  considered  in  Committee  Mar  91,  [178]  46 
Ordered ;  read  1«  after  short  debate  Mar  21 
Read  2^*  ifor  39,  and  referred  to  the  same 

Select  Committee  [Bill  84] 

Report  of  Select  Committee*  Jtme  l9^Parl. 
P.  No.  881) 

Chester,  Bishop  of 
St.  Titus  Chnroby  Lirerpool,  [179]  8$l 


CHIO&E8TER9  Earl  of 
Episcopate,  Increase  of  the,  [180]  705 
St.  Titus  Church,  Lirerpool,  [179]  861 

Chilbers,  Mr.  H.  C.  E.  (Lord  of  the 
Admiralty),  Pontefract 

Dockyard  Extensions,  2R.  [179]  541, 1041 

Greenwich  Uoipitol,  Leave,  [178]  1002,  1013  ; 
2R.  [179]  1011,  1012, 1017  ;  Comm.  el.  5, 
1316, 1317, 1318  ;  el.  10, 1319, 1320, 1322  ; 
cl,  11,  1324,  1325  ;  cl  14,  1326 ;  cl.  20, 
[180]  125,  126;  a.  43,  127;  d.  51,  128; 
add.  d.  129,  130;  Consid.  el.  13,  Amendt. 
400,  506 

Lancashire  and  Torkshire  and  Great  Eastern 
RaUway,2R.  [177]  1656 

Nary— Chaplain  General,  [i  77]  1017  ;— Dock- 
yard Accounts,  1018 ;— Wages  in  Dockyards, 
1143; — NrtbI  Chaplains,  1537;— Greenwich 
Hospital,  1923 ;— Chaplains'  Quarterly  Re- 


896,  397,  751  ;--Ma8ter8  in  the,  988 
Nary  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1444; 
—  Coast  Guard  Serrioe,  [178]  728;  — 
Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  049,  952; 
—Wages  to  Artificers  Abroad,  954 ; — Mis< 
cellaneous  Services,  055; — Naval  Stores, 
995 ;— New  Works,  Ac.  [i  79]  932, 942 
Supply,  Report,  [178]  1039 

China 

British  Subjects  in  tfie  Chinese  Service,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Sykes;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
i!V616,ri77]287 

British  Subjects  in,  Observations,  Colonel 
Sykes ;  Reply,  The  Attorney  General  Mar  20, 
1945  ;    Question,  Colonel    Sykes ;  Answer, 

^  The  Attorney  General  April  6,  [178]  782 

Consular  Courts  in.  Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Mar  23,  [178]  81 

leofU. 


CAtno— cent. 
Dismissal  of  Prince  Kung^  Question,  Colooel 

Sykes;   Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Jrukci,  [179] 

1209 
Foreign  Vessels  under  the  Chinese  Flag,  QDei- 

tion,    Mr.  Liddell ;    Answer,   Mr.  Ujard 

June  20,  [180]  539         ^ 
Indian  AlUnoanees  tn,  Questioo,  Mr.  Walde- 

Save-Leslie;    Answer,   The    Marquess  of 
artington  Mar  23,  [1 78]  81 
Piracy  in,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Layard  AprU  7,  [i  78]  888 
Proceedings  in,  Question,  Colonel  Sykas;  As- 

swer,  Mr.  Layard  May  1,  [178]  1239 
Taxation  at  Hong  Kong,  Question,  Mr.  Walde> 
grave-Leslie  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  ifor  6, 
[177]  1119 


Church  Attendance  on  SnncUty  Bill 

{Mr.  CUfford,  Mr.  A.  Russell,  Mr.  S.Lefem) 
€.  Resolution  in  Committee  Mar  1,  [177]  94« 
Ordered ;  read  1<>  •  Mar  1  [Bill  46] 

Bill  withdrawn*  Mar  13 


Church  EstahlUhmcnt  {Irchnd) 
Motion,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Home, 
the  present  position  of  the  Irish  Chutb 
Establishment  is  unsatisfactoiy,  and  calls  fiir 
the  early  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Goren- 
ment"  {Mr.  DUUow)  Mar  28,  [i78]S84; 
after  long  debate.  Motion,  **  That  tho  debate 
be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Ooscken) ;  A.  231, 
N.  106 ;  M.  115  ;  Debate  adjourned  tiU  Tues- 
day 2nd  May  ;  Question,  Mr.  Walpole;  As- 
swer,  Mr.  Dillwyn  April  28, 1204 


Church  of  England 

Burial  Service,  Moved  to  resolve,  Thst,  is 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  Evils  srisiif 
from  the  Compulsory  and  almost  indisorinu- 
nate  use  of  the  Burial  Service  of  the  Cboitk 
of  England  demand  the  early  attentioa  of  tbe 
Legislature  {Lord  Mtay)  Jufy  3,  [180] 
1026  ;  On  Question  ?  Cent.  20,  Not-Cont, 
43  ;  M.  23  ;  Resolved  in  the  negatire;  List 
of  Cent,  and  Not-Cont.  1033 

Confession  in  the — Law  of  EvideneS'-CsM  w 
Constance  Kent,  Questions,  The  Msrqsesiw 
Westmeath  Jfay  12,  [179]  177;  loogdebite 
thereon 

Convocation  of  Canterbury— Altcratisn  ^  <« 
Canons,  Question,  Mr.  Whiteside;  Aiww, 
Sir  George  Grey  JuneS,  [179]  1269;  Q.^ 
tion,  Mr.  Whiteside ;  Answer,  Sir  Gesfje 
Gi-ey  June  16,  [180]  369 

Ecclesiastieal  Commission,  The,  QuestioD,  Mr- 
Henry  Seymour ;  Answer,  Sir  Geerfs  Gwf 
JuZy3,[i8o]1044 

Episcopal  Church  in  the  Colonies,  Q«««*J?; 
Mr.  Dunlop ;  Answers,  Mr.  Cardwell,  Tie 
Attorney  General  Mar  27,  [178]  275 

Episcopal  Residence  at  Bristol,  QuestioB,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote;  Answer,  Sir  GsflfT 
Grey /wuJ  22,  [180]  682 

EpiscopaU,  Increase  of  the.  Petition  pw««^ 
by  Lord  Lyttelton  June  23,  [180]  696 ;  •«» 
debate,  Petitioii  rM  Mid  ordered  to  li«  ^ 
the  table 
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Chtreh  of  England— ^oni, 

Eitahlithed  Church  Service— The  Rev,  A,  2>. 
Wagner f  Motion,  *<  That  a  Select  Commit- 
tee be  appointed  to  inquire  and  report  to  this 
Hoase  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  service  of 
the  Established  Churoh  is  administered  at 
the  churoh  of  St.  Paul's,  Brighton,"  &c.(Jfr. 
TFhalleg)  May  23,  [179]  767  ;  afler  debate, 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

Exeter,  The  Diocese  of,  Question,  Mr.  Wyld ; 
Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  April  7,  [i  78^  931 

Illegal  Usages  and  Ornaments — Auncular 
Confessioti,  Moved,  and  afler  short  debate 
Miy  23  Resolved,  That  this  House  will  im- 
mediately resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to 
consider  of  the  means  of  enforcing  the  Law 
as  to  illegal  usages  and  ornaments  in  the 
Church  of  England,  and  especially  in  respect 
of  the  practice  of  Auricular  confession  {Mr, 
WhaUey),[i7g]'!7^ 

Liturgy,  Revision  of  the.  Question,  Mr.  Shaw- 
Lefevre ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  June  1, 
[179]  1122 

Minor  Canons,  fro.,  Observations,  Mr.  Caven- 
dish Bentinck ;  Reply,  Sir  George  Grey 
June  30,  [180]  984 

St,  Alban*s,ffolbom,  Services  ai,  Observations, 
The  Marquess  of  Westmeath ;  long  debate 
thereon  June  16,  [180]  334 


Churcli  Bates  CommutatioiL  Bill 

(Mr,  Newdegate,  Lord  Robert  Montagu) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  ^  Feb2\  [BiU  35] 

Moved,  «•  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o*'  (Mr. 

Newdegate)  May  10,  [179]  74 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'now,"  and  add  *'upon 
this  day  six  months*'  (Sir  C,  Douglas);  Ques- 
tion, **  That  'now*  Ac.  ;*'  after  long  debate, 
A.  42,  N.  126 ;  M.  84  ;  words  added ; 
main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to ; 
second  reading  put  off  for  six  months; 
Division  list,  96 


CaixirclLes  and  Chapels  Exemption  (Scot- 
land) Bill  (^^  Lord  Advocate^ 
Mr,  Solieitor  Oeneralfor  Seotiand,  Mr,  Adam) 
e.  Ordered  May  11,  [179]  173 

Read  1«»  May  15, 378  [Bill  147] 

Read2o*Jfay  18 

CommHtee*;  Report  ifay  23 

Read3«*iray  26 
/.  BmA  l'^»  (The  Lord Fnvy Seal)  May  20 

Read  2*  •  June  19  (No.  128) 

Committee*;  Report /tfiM 20 

Read3»*/un«22 

Royal  Aswnt  June  29  [28  A  29  Viet.  c.  62] 


Chttbceill,  Lord  A.  S.,  Woodstock 
Africa— Western  Coast,  Comm.   moved  for, 

[177]  547 
Mutiny,  Oomm.  el,  22,  [178]  867 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [i  77]  1503 


CsxTBSTOKy  Lord 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  ReclamaUon, 
3R.  [179]  Uia 


Civil  Bill  Conrte  Procednre  (Ireland)  Aot 
(1864)  Amendment  Bill 

(Sir  R,  Peel,  Sir  Colman  C^LoghUn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1« •Fehll  [BiU  20] 

Read2«*J*d6  20 

Committee  * ;  Report  Feb  21 

Considered  •  Feb  22 

Read3«»*Jf*<f5  28 
I,  Read  1»  •  ( The  Lord  Steward)  Feb  24  ( No.  16) 

Read  2*  * ;  Committee  negatived  Feb  28 

Rcad3»*  Jfor2 

Royal  Assent  Mar  3  [28  Vict.  0,  1] 

Civil  Service  Estimates 
Question,  Mr.  Augustus  Smith  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Peel  ^/ar  17,  [177]  1906 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Aprils,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That."  and  add  "the Civil 
Service  Estimates  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com* 
mittee  for  examination,  and  to  report  there* 
on,  in  respect  of  each  CUss  separately,  such 
matters  as  may  appear  to  them  specially  to 
deserve  the  attention  of  the  House"  (3ir» 
Augustus  Smith),  [178]  717;  Question, 
"  that  the  words,  d^e. ; "  Amendt.  with- 
drawn ;  Observations,  Mr.  Augustus  Smith 
JfaylO,  [I79]503 

Clawcabtt,  Earl  of 
Ireland— Poor  Law  Unions,  [180]  432 

Clanbioarde,  Marquess  of 

Army— Barracks  (Irebnd),  [177]  1461,  1462 
Bankruptcy    and     Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Comm.  [177]  1645;     Report, 

[178]  274  ;  Commons  Amondts.  1806 
Brnfil  and  Uruguay— The  River  Plate,  [177] 

1367 
Fisheries  Commissioners,   Chairman   of  the, 

[180]  349 
India— Titles  to  Land,  [180]  1038 
Irehind— Publio  Records  relating  to,  [177]  741 ; 

— Curraffh  of  Kildare,  [i  78]  869 
Jackson,  Mr.,  Clahns  of,  [180]  974 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Aot  Amendment, 

Comm.  [180]  021 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  2Rr 

[179]  1116;   Comm.  [180]  112;  d,5,  114, 

1 15 ;  Report,  Amendt.  515,  518 
Railway  Passengers,  IR.  [180]  109,  433 

Record  of  Tit -«-.-.-. 

Roach  River  1 

Roman  I 

Shannon  River,  Nomination  of  Comm.  [179] 

628 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[179]  5 

C1.ABBND0K,  Earl  of  (Chanoellor  of  the 

Duchy  of  Lancaster) 
Poblio  Schools,  2R.  [178]  632,  655,  667,  668, 

746  ;  Select  Conmu  1304, 1305 ;  Nomination 

of  Comm.  1458 
Union  ChargeabiUtj,  2R.  [180]  33 

Cflari^s  Patents 
Question,  Mr.  Magnire ;  Answer,  Lord  Clorenoe 
Paget  fW  20,  [177]  44$ 
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CuYy  Mr.  J.,  EingiUm-^tpon-HuU 

Agency  Money— Conrol  General  at  SUPetew- 

burff,  [i77]3S4 
Attorneys,  Ao.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [1 79]  «72 
Bank  Notea  Iiaue,  3R.  [179]  806  ;  Re-Comm. 

el,  8.  824 
Cuatoms,  Out  Door  Offioera  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  1210  ,    ^^ 

Fire    Brigade    (Metropolia),    Gomm.  cl.   17> 

Amendt.  [180]  088 
Greenock  Railway.  Re-Conim.  [178]  1198 
Russia  Company  Dues,  [i  77]  234 
Supplj  —  Consular  Establishments   Abroad, 

Amendt.  [179]  1282, 1288, 1284, 1285 


Chrieal  8ub$or%ptian 
Clerical  Subscription  oonsidered  in  Committee 
(Sir    George    Grey)   May   8,    [178]   1710 
[House  counted  out] 


Clerical  Siitacription  Bill  [hju] 

(TkeLordPteiidewt) 

179]  h  Presented ;  read  1«  Mtty  19,  560 
lioTed,  "That   the   Bill   be   now  read   2^'' 

ifay26  (No.  Ill) 

.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate,  872 
,  MoTcd,  '*  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 

into  a  Committee  "  May  29,  959     (No.  132) 
;  Amendt.  {^The  Arehbishop  of  DuWtn);  after 

long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  House  in 

Committee,  962 
.  Amendts.  reported  May  30,  1045    (No.  138) 
.  Read  3*  June  1 ;  Amendts.  made ;  Bill  passed, 

1117  (No.  230) 

.  Protest  against  the  third  reading,  1118 
180]  e.  Read  1°  •  Jutus  2  [Bill  1 99] 

Mored,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«> "  {Sir 

George    Grey)  June   22,  034;    after  long 

debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Read  2^ 
•  MoTod,  "  That  the  House  resoWo  itself  into 

Committee   on   the  Bill"  June  26,  837; 

after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
,  Committee ;  Report,  839 
«  Considered  as  amended  June  27, 879 

Read3''*/t*n«28 
2,  Commons  Amendts.  considered  June  29,  924 
Royal  Assent  July  5      [28  &  29  Viei.  0.  122] 


Chrh  of  the  ParUamenU  and  Office  of  the 
Gentleman    Uiher  of  the  Blaeh  Rod, 
Office  of 
On  Feb  10,  Committee  appointed  as  follows  : 
^Ld.   Chancellor,  Ld.  President,  D.  Rich- 
mond,  M.   Lansdowne,  M.    Salisbury,    M. 
Bath,  £.  DcTon,  £.  Carnarvon,  £.  Malmes- 
bury,   E.  Chichester,  Ld.  Chamberlain,  Y. 
Evorsley,  L.  Willoughby  de  Eresby,  L.  Col* 
ville  of  Culross,  L.  Ponsonby,  L.  Foley,  L. 
Redesdale,  L.    Colchester,  L.  Wynford,  L. 
Cran worth,  L.  Chelmsford 
Report  of  Select  Committee  Feb  17 
^Second  Report  May  2^— {Pari,  P,  No.  120) 
Third  Report  July  4-H(PaH.  P.  No.  253) 


Cleveland,  Duke  of 
Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4),  2R. 

[180]  255 
Museums,  Ac.  Public,  [180]  970 
Private  Bill  CoiU,  3K,  add.  el.  il^«\1tl1^ 
Sewage  UtiliEation,  Comm.  [179]  629 
Union  (Jhargeability,  Comm.  [180]  356 

Cliffobb,  Mr.  C.  C,  IsU  of  Wight 
Church  Attendance  on  Sunday,  Leave,  [177] 

946 
Cowea  Trinity  PUots,  [177]  600 
Union.Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  131 

Clipton,  Sir  R.  J.,  Nottingham 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  43 
Master  Manu&cturers— Rental  on  MachiBOT, 

[180]  540 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Gomm. 

odrf.  <:l.[i79]553 
Union  Chargeabmty,2R.  [178]  848 
University  of  Oxford,  Election  for  the,  [179J5O 

CoBBOLD,  Mr.  J.  C,  Ipswich 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  8R.  [179]  810 ;  Re-Comm, 

c^.  8,  Amendt.  81 1.827 
India — Army  Promotion,  [180]  259 

Golden,  Mr.,  The  Laie 
Observations,  Viscount  Palmerston,  Mr.  Dis- 
raeU,  Mr.  Bright  April  3,  [178]  678 

CocHEANB,  Mr.  A.  D.  Baillie,  Emi(m 
Canada— Fortifications  in,  [1 79]  114 
Ceylon— Lighthouse  on  the  Basses  Rooks,  [179] 

1130,1133  ^    , 

Colonial  Govemom  Retiring  AllowaDoe8,[i77J 

119;  [178]  959  «     .     V  o„ 

Colonial  Govemora  (Retinng  Pensioitt),  SK. 

[179]  1019,  1033,  1035  ;  Comm.rf,2,  [»8o] 

514 
Greenock  RaUway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1196 
Indian   Civil    Service  Examinations,  Papers 

moved  for,  [179]  396 
Ionian  Ishinds— Pensions  to  Officers, [178]  302, 

211,  212  ;  ExpUtnation,  372,  378, 874,875 
Ireland— Administration  of  Justice,  [i77]l^5! 
Lanarkshire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  {m 

1«^  ,      r       1 

Ordnance  Survey,  Civil  Assistants  on  the,  [179] 

212 
Public  Oflloea  (Site  and  Approaches),  le»w, 

[177]  1302 
Railways  (Guards  and  Pasaengers  Conunnm- 

cation),  Comm.  [i  79]  65  r  o  i 

Supply— National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [iwj 

496 

CoGAK,  Mr.  W.  H.  F.,  Kildare  Co. 
Army  Estimates— Pay  and  AllowaBoet,[i;?J 

Church  EstablUhment  (Ireland),  Res.  [i^J 
454  . 

Dogs  Regulation  (Irehind),  Comm.  d,  21,[i?9J 
716 ;  Consid.  d,  21,  Amendt.  859 

Ireland— County  Down  Assixes— Chief  Jnw* 
Monahan.[i78]197,  198 

Record  of  TiUe  (Ireland),  2R.  [i  79i  ^^ 
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CoLCHESTEB,  Lord 
Edmonds,   Leonard,    Resignation  0^  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1221 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [180]  867 

CoLB,  Hon.  H.  A.,  Fermanagh  Co. 
India — Pegu  Prize  Money,  [178]  783 

CoLEBRooKB,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkshire 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  2  R.  [177]  621 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills— Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  869 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Gomm.  [178]  1196 
Lanarkshire  Gountjr  Prison  Board,  2R.  Amondt. 

[178]  lU 

CoLLiEB,  Sir  B.  P.|  see  Souoitob  Qenbeal 
The 

Collins,  Mr.  T.,  Khareiborough 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  [177]  957 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  92 
County  Voters  Registration,  Leave,  [1 77]  1364 ; 

Comm.  d,  6,  [179]  99  ;  el,  12, 100 ;  add,  cl, 

102 
Educational  and  Charitable  Institutions,  2R. 

ri8o]616 
Publio  House  Closing  Aet  Amendment,  Comm. 

cZ.  2,  [179]  662,564 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [179]  473;  Comm. 

616,617 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

[178]  1019 
Wakefield  Gaol,  [177]  1091 

Colonial  Docks  Loans  Bill 

{Lord  C,  Paget,  Mr.  Childers) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  *  June  16 

Resolution  reported;  Bill  ordered;  read  1®* 

JitM  16  [Bill  226] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  ^  "  (Lwd 
Clarence  Paget)  June  20,  [180]  696 ;  after 
short  debate.  Read  2« 
Committee* ;  Report  Jutie  26 
Considered  as  amended  *  June  27 
Read8«»*/ttn<J28 
I.  neudl'^ •(The Lord Prendent)Jme2B 
Read  2*  •  June  29  (No.  231) 

Committee*;  Report /tifttf 30 
Readd»*/t</y3 
Royal  Assent  July  5    [28  A  29  Viet.  0. 106] 

Colonial  OoTemors  (Betiring  Pensions) 
Bill 

(Mr.  Dodson,  Mr,  CardweU,  Mr.  C,  Forteteue) 
1 78]  e.  Considered  in  Committee  May  4 

Resolution  (Mr,  CardweU)  agreed  to,  1619 
Resolution  [May  4]  reported ;    Bill  ordered* 

Mag  5 
Read  lo  •  Mag  9  [Bill  133] 

J  79]  Read  2^  after  long  debate  Mag  29, 1019 
180]  Moved,  '*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair  "  June  19,  612 ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  considered  in  Commit- 
tee, 618— b.p. 
.  Committee ;  Report  June  22,  663 
.  Considered  as  amended  June  23,  760 
.  Read  3°  after  short  debate  7tin«  26,  841 
I.  Read  1^*  (Eari  De  Qrey)  Jtme  26  (No.  226) 


N,    1865)  COL  COL 

•  179  —  180. 

Colomal  Chvenkori  (Betiring  Peniiom)  BUl^ 

cent. 
Moved,    <«That   the   Bill  bo  now  read   2«" 

June  30,  964;  after  short  debate,  Motion 

agreed  to  ;  Read  2« 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  3 
Readd»*/u/y4 
Ro7al  Assent  Julg  5   [28  d;  29  Viet,  c.  113] 


Colonial  Laws  Validity  Bill 

{Mr,  C.  ForUecue,  Mr,  Secretary  CardweU) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  May  29,  [179]  1042 

Read  2«»  •  June  12  [Bill  183] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  13 

Read  30  •/und  14 
I,  Read  1*  •  ( Earl  De  Qrey)  Jum  16 

Read  2»  •  Jwne  19  (No.  168) 

Committee  • ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3»*7M>kJ22 

Royal  Assent  June  29     [28  k  29  Viet,  0. 63] 


Colonial  Marriages  Validily  Bill 

{Mr,  C,  Fortescue,  Mr,  Secretary  CardweU) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  May  29,  [179]  1042 

Read  2''  •  June  12  [Bill  184] 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  13 

Read3«*c7iiiMl4 
I.  Read  1»  •  {Earl  De  Grey)  June  16 

Read  2*  •  June  19  (No.  169) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Read  S^^  June  22 

Ro/al  Assent  June  29     [28  di  29  Viet.  0. 64] 


Colonial  Naval  Defence  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary  CardweU,  Lord  Clarence  Paget, 
Mr,  C,  Forteseue) 
e.  Ordered  •  Mar  2  ;  Read  1«  •  Mar  6    [Bill  61] 
Read2«*ifarl3 
Committee ;  Report  after  short  debate  Mar  16, 

[177]  1823 
Read  8«*Jfar  17 
/.  Read  1»*  {Duke  of  Somerset)  Mar  20  (No.  89) 
Read  2*  after  debate  Mar  27,  [178]  272 
Committee*  ;  Report  Mar  28 
Read  3^  Mar  30,  484 
Royal  Ajsent  April  7  [28  Viet.  0. 14] 


CoLOHiss 

Africa  (Western    Coast),   Seleot   Committee 

appointed  and  nominated—see  Africa 
Australia,  Transportation  to,   Question,   Mr. 

Moor;  Answer,  Mr.  CardweU  F^  10,  [177] 

137  ;  Petitions  {Lord  Taunton)  Feb  27,  737 
British  Kaffraria,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills; 

Answer,  Mr.  CardweU  Feb  14,  [177]  237 
Cape  of  Oood  Hope — Long  v.  Bishop  of  Cape 

Town,  Question,  Mr.  Grant  Duff;  Answer, 

The  ChanoeUor  of  the  Exchequer  May  18, 

[1791486 
Colonial  Bishops,  Question.  Mr.  Henry  Sey. 

mour ;  Answer,  BIr.  CaraweU  April  6,  [i  78] 

T83 
Colomal  Defences,   Question,    Mr.   Warner; 

Answer,  Mr.  CardweU  Ma/y  30,  [179]  1106 


Digitized  by 


GWjgle 


COL  COM      {GENERAL    INDEX} 

177  —  »7«  —  »79  —  >8o- 


COM 


COM 


Colonial  Owemw^  Retiring  AUowaneei, 
QaestioD,  Mr.  BalUie  Cochrane;  Answer, 
Mr.  Cirdwell  Feb  9,  [177]  1^^  J  .?°*^J!*^"» 
Mr.  Baillle  Cochrane;  Answer,  Mr.  Card- 
well  ^pn7  24,  [178]  969 

Emtcopal  Chure/i  in  the,  QuesUon,  Mr.  Dun- 
lop;  Answers.  Mr.  CardweU,  The  Attorney 
General  Mar  27,  [i 78]  276 

Mauritius,  The^Contrtbutton  for  MUxtary 
Defence,  QuesUon,  Mr.  Lyall ;  Answer,  Mr. 
CardweU  ifar  16,  [177]  1742 

PwUeHon  of  the,  Obserrations,  Mr.  Marsh ; 
Answer.  Mr.  CardweU;  dehato  thereon 
AfovSe,  [i79]905 

Ruperts  Land,  See  of,  Qaeslion,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff;  Answer,  Mr.  CardweU  ifay  80,  [179] 
1100 

Commereial  Treaty  with  France 
Question,  Mr.  Treheme  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Muner 
Gibson  Mar  16,  [177]  1748  — /wioorferfion 
of  Salt  into.  Question,  Mr.  J.  Tollemaohe ; 
Answer,  Mr.  MUner  Gibson  May  15,  [179] 
292 

Commissionaires,  Band  of  the 
Question,  Major  Stuart  Knox;  Answer,  Mr. 
Cowper3fay2,[i78]181« 

Commiflsionersof  Supply  Meetings  (Scot- 
land) BiU 
{Mr.  Fifdaif,  Sir  0.  Montgomery »  Sir  W.SeoU) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  lo  AprU  8,  [178]  743  [BUI  102] 

Read2''*j4i?rti6 

Committee  • ;  Report  May  10 

Committee*  (on  re-eonm,);  Report  May  15 

Read  3°  •  May  19  [BiU  186] 

I.  Read  !*•  (TA*  EarlofAiriie)May22 

Read2**ifay80  (No.  118) 

Committee*;  Report /ufitfl 

Reads**  June2 

Royal  Assent  June  10  [28  VUl.  0. 38] 


Common  Law  Cowit  {Fees)  Pitf— «»*• 
I  Ketidl^^ (The Lord ChaneeUor) Marl 

Read  2**  May  1  (No.  26) 

Committee  • ;  Report  May  4 

Read  3»  *  May  5  (No.  140) 

Royal  AsKDt  June  19  [28  Vict.  o.  46] 

Commons  and  Open  Spaces  {Metropolis) 
After  debate,  on  Motion  of  i#r.  Dotdtom,  Select 
Committee  ^pointed  "to  inquire  into  the 
best  means  of  preserving  for  the  poblie  use 
the  ForesU,  Commons,  and  Open  Spaees  in 
and  around  the  MetropoUs"  Feb  21,  [177] 
502 

And,  on  March  3,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— Mr.  Locke  (Chairmao),  Mr.  DouUob, 
Mr.  Cowper,  Viscount  Bury,  Sir  Henry 
WUloughby,  Mr.  Locke  King,  Mr.  Dn  Cane, 
Mr.  Henry  BailUo,  Sir  John  Shelley,  Mr. 
John  Tollemache,  Mr.  Kinnaird,  Mr.  Ben- 
tinck,  Mr.  Peaoocke,  Mr.  Hanbniy,  Mr. 
Vance,  Mr.  LyaU,  Mr.  Buxton,  Mr.  Towem, 
Mr.  Shaw-Lefevre,  Mr.  Alderman  Roie»  and 
Mr.  Cox 
Report  of  Select  Committee  April  3,  [178]— 
(For/.  P.  No.  178) 

Companies  WorkmenB'  Sducatiooi   Bill 

[hx.]     ( The  Lord  Archbishop  of  York) 
1 70]  Presented  ;  read  1*  *  J%  11      (No.  102) 

Read  2»  May  18,  483 
.  Considered  in  Committee  May  23,718 
.  Amendts.  reported  May  29,  953    (No.  121) 
,  Moved  to  omit  Clause  1,  and  insert  anotbor 
Clause  in  Ueu  thereof  ( Tht  Lord  PresidetU), 
953 
.  On  Question,  that  Clause  1  stand  Part  of  the 
Bill;    Cent.  53,    Not-Cont.    88;    M.    15; 
List  of  Cent,  and  Not-Cont.,  956 
.  Read  3^  after  debate  May  30, 1046  (No.  131) 
c.  Read  1«  *  June  12  [BiU  191] 

Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Ifr. 

Adderley,  [180]  446 
Order  for  second  reading  read  and  disohaifod; 
BiU  withdrawn  June  19 


Commissioners  of  Snpplj  (ScotUnd)  Bill 

{Mr.  Dunlop,  Mr.  Finlay;  Mr.  Ayrton) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«>  *  AprU  4  [BiU  104] 

BUI  wkbdrawn*  May  10 

Committee  of  Selection 
On  Feb  10,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— Mr.  Dunlof,  Mr.  Chregory,  Mr.  Bon- 
ham-Carter,  Lord  HotMrn,  Mr.  Mowbray,  and 
the  Chairman  of  the  Select  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders 
Special  Report  June  15,  [180]  259 

Common  Law  Courts  (Fees)  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr.  SoUeUor  Oeneral) 
tf.ResoliiUoa*  Feb2l 

BUI  ordered*  Feb  22 

Readl«*JV*23  [BUI  89] 

Read  S^*  Feb27 

Committee*;  Report Ifofl 

Considered  •  Mar^  [BUI  W] 

Read3»*  JteS 

[owil. 


Compound  Spirits  WarekonsiBg  ffill 

{Mr.  Cfiancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  iVrf) 
c.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Ordeied  •  Jume  29 

Presented  ;  read  1<»  •  June  21  [BUI  233] 

Read  2''  *  June  22 

Committee*  Report  J^me  23 

Read3<»*  June  26 
I.  Readl**  (Lord  Sksntey  of  AidcrUy)  Jtme  n 

Read  2**  June  27  (No.  224) 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jmse  29 

Read  3**  June  30 

Royal  Assent  July  5   [28  &  29  VicL  e.  98] 

Comptroller  ofthe  Szcheqiier  and  Pridic 
Audit  BiU 

{Mr.ChaneeaoroftheE»ehequcr,Mr.Peii) 
e.  Ordered;  i«adl*<>/tititf  12  [Bm2e6} 

180]  MoTod.  "That  the  BUI  be  mom  xmdr' 

{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Etceks^uer)  Jmmli, 

284 
.  Amendt.  to  leeaee  Mii  ^  aeiir,^  and  aM  ««» 

this  day  three  months"  (Lord  Moberi  Mm- 

tagu),  296 ;  <tiieitioo,  *•  Thai  'now/  ^f 

lOSHk 
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Comptroder  of  the  Etcchequer  and  PMie  Audit 
J5i//— cont 

after    short   dobatc,    Amendt.   withdrawn; 

main  Qaestion  agreed  to ;  Read  2<* 
Committee*  ;  Report  June  10  [Bill  228] 

Committee*  (on  re-comm.);  Report  Jim«  22 
Read3«*  June  28 
I.  Read  l^^  {The  Lord  President)  June  28 
Read  2^*  June  27  (No.  212) 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  29 
Read  3*  •  June  30 
Rojal  AMoni  July  5    [28  &  29  Vict.  o.  93] 

Confederate  States 
Beale,  Cap(ain,Caseof(lne9i\on,^.  Peaoocke; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Mar  13,  [177]  1636 
British  Property  in  the,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory; 

Answer,  Mr.  Lajard  Mar  20,  [177]  1922 

ConsoUdated  Fond  (£175,650)  Bill 

e.  Resolution  in  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
Mar  18 

Ordered  ;  read  1»*  Mar  14 

Read  2<»  •  Jfar  16 

Committee*  ;  Report  Mar  17 

Reads**  Mar  20 
I.  Read  1»*  Mar  21 ;  Read  2»*  Mixr  23 

Committee  negatived 

Read3»*3far24 

Royal  Assent  Mar  27  [28  Vict.  c.  4] 

ConsoUdated  Fund  (£15,000,000)  Bill 

e.  Read  1«  •  ifor  24 ;  Read  2'»  •^ar  27 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  28 

Read3«»*  Jfar29 
/.   Readl**lfor30;  Read2**  JforSl 

Committee  negatived 

Reads**  Jj3n7  3 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [28  Viet.  0. 10] 

Consolidated  Fund  Appropriation  Bill 

(Mr,  Dodson,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Etochequer, 

Mr.  Peel) 
180]  <?.  Ordered ;  read  1**  •  June  21 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  "  June  22 
670  ;  after  debate,  Read  2"* 

•  Committee ;  Report  June  28,  717 

•  Read  S9  after  short  debate  June  26, 825 
I  Read  1»*  Jtme  26 

Read  2»*  June  29 

Committee  *  Report  July  8 

Roads**  July  6 

Royal  Assent  July  6     [28  A  29  Viet.  0. 1 23] 

Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment BSiiSir Robert  Peel,  Sir  G.  Grey) 

1 78]  e.  Ordered ;  read  1"  after  debate  April  27, 
1168  [Bill  122] 

.  Read  2«  after  short  debate  May  4,  1012 

I  79]  Moved,  «*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
theChair"  J(fa2^29,  078 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **That"  and  add 
*'  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee"  {Ifr.^William  Ornu^  Gore); 
Question,  '*  That  the  words,  Ao. ; "  after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  main  Question 
affrecd  to;  Bill  considered  in  Committee; 
alter  long  debate,  Bill  reported  May  29 

[eont. 


Constabulary  Faroe  (Ireland)  Aet  Amendment 

StW— oont. 
1 80]  Considered  as  amended  7tf ft tf  12,  104 
.  Read  3«  •  June  15  [Bill  178] 

I.  Read  1»*  (Lord  Duferin)  June  16 

Read  2*  *  June  23  (No.  168) 

Committee*;  Report /e<if« 26 

Read  3»  *  June  27 

Royal  Assent  June  29   [28  di  29  Vict.  0.  70] 

Conetanee  Keni-^Case  of 
Question,  Mr.  Whalley;  Answer,  Sir  George 

Greyifrty9ri7Q|  48 
See  also  Church  of  England — Confession  in 

Co)isular  Reports 
Question,  Mr.  Baines;  Answer,  Mr.  Lnyard 
ifor  21,  [178]  8 

Controverted  Eleotions 
General  Committee  of  Eleotions  (By  Mr. 
Speaker's  Warrant)  Feb  9,  [177]  127  ;  Rt. 
Hon.  Sir  Francis  Thomhill  Baring  (Chair- 
man), Rt.  Hon.  Spencer  Horatio  Watpole,  Bt. 
Hon.  Lord  Atblnmney,  Sir  Willism  Miles,  Mr. 
George  Ward  Hunt,  Mr.  John  Bonham- 
Carter  ;  Chairman's  Panel  Feb  23,  689  ;  Mr. 
'William  Edwai*d  Baxter,  Mr.  James  Went- 
worth  Buller,  Mr.  Edward  C.  Egerton, 
Mr.  Thomas  William  Evans,  Mr.  James 
Milncs  GaskcU,  Mr.  Robert  I/ongfield ;  Re- 
port from  the  General  Committee  of  Elec« 
tions ;  Francis  Charles  Hastings  Russell,  esq. 
added  in  the  room  of  James  Wentwortfi 
BuUer,  esq.,  deceased 

Conventual  EstahliehmenU 
Question,  Mr.  Uennessy ;    Explanation,   Mr. 
Newdegate  Mar  13,  [177]  1637 

CoBK,  Earl  of 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  2R.  [179]  1044 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  [180]  522 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [i8oj  257 

Coroners  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Colonel  Diekson,  Mr.  Hennessy) 
e.  Ordered*  May  18 
Read  1«  aOer  short  debate  May  19,  [179]  620 

[BiU  161] 

CoERT,  Et.  Hon.  H.  T.  L.,  Tyrone,  Co. 

Dockyard  Extensions,  Comm.  [179]  949,  960, 
1089 

Greenwich  Ilospital,  Comm.  el.  10,  [179] 
1322  ;  cl  11,  1324;  d.  61,  [180]  128;  eM. 
el,  129 

Nayal  Reserve,  [180]  738 

Navy  Estimates,  [179]  487 ;— Now  Works,  ko. 
922,  934 

Navy— Recruits  for  the  Marines,  [179]  641 ; 
—Masters  in  the,  878  ;  [180]  983 ;  —  Dock- 
yard Superintendents,  Res.  393 

Cotton  Manufacturing  DistrietSf  Distress 
in  the — Mr.  Famall 

Observations,  Eari  Fortesotte;  short  debate 
iher«OQ/V6  23,[i77]^80 
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Coimly  Courts   Equitable   JnriBdictioiL 

Bill         (  The  Lord  ChanceUcr) 
I771Z.  Presented;    read  1»  after  short  debate 
V(fft21,486  (No.9)- 

.  Read  2*  after  debate  Mar  8,  1030 ;  and 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
And,  on  March  6,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :— Ld.  Chancellor,  Ld.  Steward,  E. 
Devon,  E.  Romnej,  V.  Ererslej,  L.  Cran- 
worth,  L.  Saint  Leonards,  L.  Wcnsleydale, 
L.  Helper,  L.  Chelmsford,  L.  Kingsdown,  L. 
Lyveden 

Report  of  Select  Committee  •  May  4  (No.  81) 

Report  •Jfay  4  <N^- n^^ 

Committee  •  May  8 ;  Report  •  May  9    (No.  94) 

1 70]  Read  3*  after  debate,  and  passed  May  Hf 

106  (NOS.98&210) 

e.  Road  1-  •  May  16  [BUI  IdO] 

.  Read  2<>  after  debate  May  25, 850 
180]  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That 
it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  as- 
simihite  the  Sherifb'  Coart  of  the  City  of 
London  in  all  respects  to  a  County  Court" 
(Mr.  Ayrion)  June  22,  679 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Motion  withdrawn 
.  Committee  ;  Report  June  22,  681     [Bill  236] 
i  Considered  as  amended  June  26,  847 
Read  3°  •  June  27 
Royal  Assent /tt/y  5     [28  &  29  Vict,  c.  99] 
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Cmmly  Voters  RegUtraiion  BUl'-eonU 

case  of  registration  in  cities  and  boroaghs" 
{Mr.  Hunt)  May  10,  [179]  08 
Motion  agreed  to ;  Considered  m  Committee, 

and  reported  [Bill  135] 

Committee  •  (on  re-eomm,) ;  Report  May  18 
R^adS"*  Jfayl9  ^,   ^      ^ 

L  Read  1**  (The  Duke  of  Rvchmond)  May  M 
Read  2»  •  May  26  (No.  116) 

Committee  •;  Report  Ifoy  29 
Read  3*  •Ifay  SO 
Royal  Assent  Jun€  2  [28  Vxct,  c  86] 


County  Voters,  Registration  of 
Question,  Mr.  Western;  Answer,  Mr.  T. 
Baring  Mar  10,  [177]  1475 


G. 


County     Courts    Equitable     Jurisdiction 
(Judges''  Salaries) 

Considered  in  Committee  June  20,  [180]  527 
Moved,  '*  That  provision  bo  made  K>r  the  pay- 
ment out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  of  the  sum  of  Three 
Hundred  Pounds  per  annum  to  each  of  the 
Judges  of  the  County  Courts,  in  addition  to 
their  present  salary "  {Mr,  Peel) ;  Motion 
agreed  to;  Resolution  to  be  reported  to- 
morrow 
Resolution  reported  and  agreed  to*  June  21 

Connly  Infirmaries  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Pollard-Urquharty  Sir  Colman  0*Loghlen) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l<>ifay  15,  [179]  374  [Bill  148] 

Connly  of  Sussex  Bill 

(Mr,  Dodton,  Colonel  BarUelot,  Mr.  Cotibett) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  I**  •  May  10,  [1 79]  [Bill  138] 

Read2<»»3fay  12 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  15 

Read3«*JWa.y  18 
I  Read  !»•  (The  EaH  of  Chichester)  May  19 

Read  2*  •  May  26  (No.  114) 

Committee  ^ ;  Report  May  29 

Read  3*  •ifay  30 
.    Royal  Assent /Mn«  3  [28  Ftcf .  0.  37] 

CoTiniy  Voters  Begistration  Bill 

{Mr,  EunU  Mr.  Walter^  Mr,  Howes) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*>  Mar  8,  [177]  1363   [Bill  59] 
Read  2<».*  Mar  30 

Moved,  **  An  Instruction  to  the  Committee, 
that  they  haye  power  to  extend  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  relating  to  the  powers 
and  duties  of  reyising  barristers   to    the 

[eont. 


Connly  Voters  Begistration  (Irdaaid)  Bifl 

(Sir  Robert  Peel,  Sir  Colman  CLoghUn) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1°  •  Mar  13  [Bill  70] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«'*  (Sir 
i2.Pe«0^a'*24,[i78]a65 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"*  and  add  *•  upon 
this  day  six  months"  (Mr.  Bagwell) ;  Qnet- 
tion,  "That  *ndV/  Ac.;"  A.  30,  N.  82; 
M.  2 ;  words  added  ;  main  (^aestlon,  as 
amended,  agreed  to;  second  reading  pat 
ofT  Tor  six  months 

Coursol,  Judge,  Dismissal  of 
Question,  Mi?  Peaoocke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Card- 
weUjP<*10,[i77]187 

CouETKKAT,  Lord,  Exeter 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of.  Conn. 
moYodfor,  [i78]593 

Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  BiU 

(Mr.  AUomey  General,  Sir  Robert  Pcti, 
Sir  Colman  CLoghUn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1**  Fd>  10  [BiH  6] 

Read2«>»  JfarS 
Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  Uecn  tkt 

Chair"  (Mr,  AUomey  General)  Mia^  90,  [17S] 

500 
Amendt.  to  leaye  out  from  "That,*  and  ail 

"  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Coaw(- 

tee  "  (Mr.  TVhiUside) ;  QnesUon,  "  That  tto 

words,  dM). ;"   after  debate,  A.  08,  N.  ^ ; 

M.38 
Considered  in  Committee~B.p» 
Bill  withdrawn*  June  15 

Court  of  Chancery  {Ireland)  BiU 
Question,  Mr.  Vance;  Answer,  The  Atton? 
General  April  7,  [178]  894 

Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  BOI 

(iff.  Whiteside,  Mr.  George) 

€.  Ordered ;  after  debate  read  I*  Feb  1%  [i^f 
807  [BiU»; 

Read  2^  aRer  short  debate  Mar  3, 1027 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  1 
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Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  (No.  3)  Bill 

{Mr,  Whitetide,  Mr,  Oeorge) 
e.  Ordered  •  Feb  20  ;  read  V  •  Feb  23    [Bill  88] 
Read  ^  afUr  short  debate  Mar  2, 1027 
Bill  withdrawn  *  Jt4iM  1 

Court  of  Chaneery  (Ireland)  {^Salar^f  JRe* 
tired  Allowances,  and  Stamps'] 
Considered  in  Committee  *  April  6 
Resolution  reported  *  April  6 

Court  of  Probate 
Question,  Mr.  John  Looke ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
Jfay28,[i78]86 

Courts  of  Conciliation 
-Question,   Mr.  Darbj  Griffith;    Answer,  BIr. 
Mackinnon  Mar  80,  [i  78]  489 

Courts  of  Justice  Building  Bill 

{Mr,  Attorney  General,  Mr,  Coujper,  Mr, 
Solieitor  Oenaral) 

177]  c.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  after  long  debate  Feb  10, 
157  [BiU  5] 

.  Read  2"  after  debate  Feb  1^  290 

Order  for  Committee  read 
.  Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"  601 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
**  this  House  will,  upon  this  day  month,  re- 
solve itself  into  the  said  Committee "  (^V 
Henry    WUloughby)  \    after    short    debate, 
main  Question  agreed  to 
Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  reported 

Feb  28 
Con8idered»i!V6  27 
.  Read3«  Jrar2,  1026 
I  Read  !»•  (  The  Lord  Chancellor)  Mar  8 
178I  Read  2»  after  debate  April  28,  1 171  (No.  23) 
.  Moved,  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  (  The  Lord 
Chancellor)  May  2,  1308 
.  Amendt.    To  leave  out  from  ('<  That ")  and 
insert  ("the  Courts   of  Justice    Building 
Bill  and  the  Courts  of  Justice  Concentration 
(Site)  BiU  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
such  Committee  to  inquire  and  report  as  to 
the  probable  Cost  of  the  new  Courts  and  the 
Buildings  connected  therewith,  and  what  new 
Approaches  to  the  proposed  Site  will  be  re- 
quired, and  the  probable  Cost  thereof)  {Lord 
Redetdale);    Question,   "That    the    words, 
Ac, ;"   after  short    debate.  Cent.  66,  Not- 
Cont.  32 ;  M.  23 ;  List  of  Cent,  and  Noi- 
Cont.,  1312 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported  without 
Amendment 

•  Protest  against  going  into  Committee,  1814 
.  Read  3»  after  debate  May  8,  1678 

•  Amendt.  to   leave  out   Clause    16  (Lord  St 

Leonards),  1678 ;  after  debate,  Motion  ne- 
gatived 

•  Amendt.  to  leave  out  Clause  22   (Lord  St, 

Leonards),  1681  ;  on  Question,  •'That  the 
said  clause  stand  part  of  the  BUI  ?  "  Cent. 
46,  Not-Cont.  47 ;  M.  1 ;  Clause  struck  out ; 
Bill  passed 

•  I4st  of  Cent,  and  Not-Cont.,  1688 

VOL.  CLXXX.    [third  series.]  [cont. 


Courts  of  Justice  Bmldtng  JWU-^cont. 

1 79]  c.  Lords'  Amendment  considered  ;  and,  after 
debate,  disagreed  to  June  1, 1188  [Bill  172] 

180]  I.  Commons    Reasons    for    disagreeing   to 
Lords'  Amendment  considered,  369;  after 
short  debate,  on  Question,  '''Whether  to  in* 
tist  ?"  Resolved  in  the  negative  June  16 
Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  Viet.  0,  48] 


Courts  of  Justice  Building  Bill 
Petition   of   Etheldreda  Browning  presented 
( Viscount  Stratford  de  Redelife)  June  16, 
[180]  261 


Courts  of  Justice  Building  {Deficimcies, 

^.) 
c.  Considered  in  Committee  *  Feb  21 
Resolutions  reported*  Feb  22 


Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site)  Bill 

(Mr,  Cowper,  Mr,  Attorney  OenereU, 

Mir,  Solicitor  Oeneral) 

177]  c.  Ordered ;    read    l**  after    short  debate 

Feb  10,  }9S  [BUI  11] 

.  Read  2^  Feb  23,  and  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee,  607 
And,  on  Feb  24,  Committee  nominated  at  fol- 
lows:— Mr.  Cowper  (Chairman),  Mr.  Selwjn, 
Mr.  Crawford,  Mr.  Murray,  Mr.  II.  B.  Baring, 
Mr.  E.  P.Bouverie,  Mr.  Gnskell 
Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Courts  of  Justice  Concen- 
tration (Site)  Bill,  that  they  have  power  to 
make  provision  for  appropriating  or  obtain^, 
ing  sites,  and  for  the  erection  of  lodging- 
houses  or  other  suitable  dwellings  for  the 
working  classes  proposed  to  be  displaced  by 
the  said  BiU  "  (Mr.  Kinnaird)  Feb  28,  926 
.  Amendt.   to   leave  out   *'make,"  and   insert 
"inquire  into  the  practicability  and  expe- 
diency of  making  "  {Mr,  ffennetsy) ;   Ques- 
tion, **  That  the  word  *  make  '  Ac. ;"   A.  18, 
N.  8  :  M.  10 
Report  •  Jfor  14— (PaW.  P.  No.  124) 
Order  for  Committee  on  Re-Comm.  read 
*•  Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair  "  {Mr,  Attorney  General)  Mar  23. 178; 
after  debate,  Debate  adjourned 
.  Debate  returned  Mar  30,  489 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
**  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to  the  fbrmer  Com« 
nuttee,  and  that  they  be  instructed  to  inquire 
into  the  capabiUties  of  the  Thames  Embank- 
ment as  a  site  for  the  proposed  buildings  " 
(Mr.  Lygon) ;  Question,  **  That  the  words, 
d(o. ;"   after  further  debate.  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 
Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported  Mar  30 
Read3<>*3far3l  [BiU  71] 

k  Read  \**{The  Lord  Chaneelhr)  Aprils  (No.  66) 
RetA  2*  •  April  2S 
Reported  specially  *  Mau  1 
Committee^ ;  Report  May  2  (No.  141) 

.  Read  3*  after  short  debate  May  8,  1684 
.  Amendt.  in  Clause  14,  to  leave  out  "  Bridges 
over  or"  (Lord  St  Lconards),l6S^  ;  An^endt. 


negatived 

2  T 
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Ccurti  ofJu$iiee  CtmeetUration  (Site)  BiH—coni, 

.  Moved,  after  Clause  18,  to  iniert  new  elause 

(Lord  Si,  LeomairdiU  After  debate.  Cent.  47, 

NoC-Oont.  44 :  M.  8 ;  Claote  added ;  Lift 

ofCoiit.aad  Not-Cont,  1588 

•  Protest  against  the  third  reading,  1589 

•  Protest  against  the   insertion  of  the  words 

"  Bridges  over  or"  in  Clause  14,  1596— 

(P<wU  P.  No.  74) 
179]  e.  Lords*  Amendment  oonsidered  ;  and,  after 

debate,  agreed  to,  with  an  Amendment  June  1, 

1184  [BUI  178] 

180]  I,  Commons  Amendment  to  Lords  Amend- 

ment  considered  Jvme  16 ;  after  short  debate. 

Motion  agreed  to,  857 
Rojal  Assent  June  19  [38  Viet,  0. 49] 

CowrU  ofJuetiee  Site 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Walter;  Answer,  Mr.  Cowper 

J\j613,  [177]  208 
Returns,  ObsiMnrations,  The  Earl  of  Longford 

i?V6  20,[i77]415 

Courts  of  Justice,  The  New 
Mored,  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House, 
**  Copies  of  the  Plan  or  Plans  which  have 
been  suggested  for  the  Site  and  Buildings  of 
the  pro|wsed  Courts  of  Justice ;  And  also, 
Retimi  of  the  Number  of  Houses  and  of  the 
Names  of  the  Streets,  Lanes,  and  Places, 
and  Courts  comprised  in  the  Site  to  be  w•^ 
chased  for  the  purposes  of  the  same  "  {Barl 
Stanhope),  [177]  1910 ;  after  debate,  Motion 
withdrawn  Mar  30 

CowpEB,  Earl 
Committees  on  Private  Bills,  Return  moved 
for,  [180]  1033,  1037 

CowPBB,  Right  Hon.  W.  F.  (Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works);  Hertford 
British  Museum,   Enlargement  of  the,  [179] 

300,891,393 
Cartoons  at  Hampton  Court  Palace,  [179]  301 
Chapter  House,  Westminster,  [179]  488 
Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition,  3R.  [178]  1303 
Commissionaires,  Band  of  the,  [178]  1316 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  508 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Leare, 
[177]  196,  308;   3R.  607;   Instruction   to 
Comm.  939  ;   Comm.  [178]  180,  497  ;  el.  3, 
500 
Hy^e  Park— Gardens  in,  [177]  1830 
Leicester  Square,  [177]  1369 
Metropolis— Park  Lane,  [178]  890 
Metropolis  Sewage  and   Essex  Reclamation, 

3R.  [177]  844 
New  Palace  Yard,  Extension  of,  [177]  498 
Piocadillj  and  Park  Lone  New  Road,  3R.[i77] 

594 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leare, 

[I77]130),i304, 1305, 1307 
Regent's  Park— Bridge  over  the  Canal,  [177] 

600 
Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1547,  1554 
Supply— Public  Buildings,  [179]  343  ;— Royal 
Parks,  345,  346  ;— New  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment,348, 349, 350,851,353;— Probate  Court 
and  Registries,  353 ;— Public  Records  Reposi- 
tory, 353 ;— Now  Westminster  Bridge,  354 ; 

[conL 


Cow PfiB,  Right  Hon.  W.  P.— «on<. 

—Nelson  Column,  355  ;— Patent  OiSoe,  2K, 
356 ;— Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  359  ;- 
Public  Offices  Site,  359  ;  R^ort,  871  ;- 
Office  of  Works,  Ac.  943,  944,  945,  946, 
948  ;— National  Gallery,  1371,  1273, -Bri- 
tish Historical  Portrait  Gallery,  1276;- 
Magnetic  and  Meteorological  ObsemUooi, 
1377;— National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [180] 
484,494,495,496 
University  of  London,  [177]  1479 ;  [179]  1214 
Wellington,  Duke  of;  Monument  at  St.  Faul'i, 


[178180 

Westminster  Bridge,  [i 
Westminster  Palace  Crypt,  [178]  1469 


Westminster  Bridge,  [177]  308 


Wunbledon  Common,  3R.  [178]  780 

Cox,  Mr.  W.,  Finshwry 
Army    Estimates  —  Manufiujtoring    Depiit- 

ments,  [177]  1990 
Aieem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatie— Forged 

Signatures,   Report,  [177]   1786;    Comm. 

[170]  59 ;  Report,  1337,  1338. 1346 
Ciril  Service  Estimates,  [178]  736,  739,  740, 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  31* 
Craythome,  Walter,  Case  of,  [179]  1335 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Consid.  cl  31,  [179] 

859 
Inolosure,  3R.  Amendt.  [178]  540 
India— Central  Indian  Prise  Money,  [17  7]  209 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comn. 

moTedfor,  [178]  613 
Metropolitan  Police  Rate,  [177]  1900 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl.  33,  Amendt.  [178]  366; 

cl.  36,  Amendt.  368 
Nary  Estimates— Now  Works,  Ac.  [179]  940 
Patent  Laws,  The— Hon.  R.  Bethell,[i79]  392 
Public  House    Closing   Act   (1864)  Amsud- 

ment,  Leaye,  [177]  351,  356;  [178]  488, 

489;3R.863;  Qomm.d.  3,  [179]  543, 549, 

551,  553 
Roach  Rirer  Fishery,  3R.  [179]  1368 
Supply — Woods,  Forests,  &o.  Adj.moTed,[i79] 

705,  708  ;  [180]  481;— Office  of  Works,  Ac. 

[179]  945;— Department  of  Science  and  Art, 

1173,  1174.  1176;— Nonoonforming,  Ac.  Mi- 
nisters, 1304;— Flax  Cultivation  (IrsUnd). 

1310 ;— National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [180] 

496 
Tenure  and  ImproTcroent  of  Land  (IreUod), 

Comm.  Adj.  moved,  [178]  956 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  til*  1,  [180] 

689,  846 
Upper  Street,  Islington,  Disgraoeful  State  t^ 

[179]  338,  341 
Wimbledon  Common,  3R.  Amendt.  [178]  775 

Cbakbournb    Viscount — {see  alio  Cbch, 

Lord  R.,)  Stamford 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills— Standing 

OrderSS.  [180]  874,875 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  [180]  906,  907,  W8, 

Res.  1118 

Cranworth,  Lord 
Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  3R.  [177]  1473 
Bankruptcy   and    Insolvency    (ireUad)  Aet 

Amendment,  3R.  [177]  1333;  Report,[i7fl 

374;  Commons  Amendts.  1305 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  cL  4,  [179]  97^ 

[cent 
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Obanwobth,  Lord-^Aml. 

County   Courts    Equitable   Jurisdiction,   2R. 
[177]  1035 

Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [178]  1190 

Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of—Pension. 
Res.  [179]  45 

Felony  and  Misdemeanor  Eridence  and  Prac- 
tice, 2  R.  [177]  1726,1727 

India— Officers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  [179]  277 

Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  i)   2R 
[180]  255 

Patent  Rights,  [177]  636 
.   Partnership     Amendment,   2R.    [180]    118; 
Comm.a.  6,  258 

Craxtbitrd,  Mr.  E.  H.  J.,  Ayr,  Sfo, 

Attorneys,  dec.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [1791576 
Colleetion  of  the  Revenue  in  Scotland,  [179] 

233 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  2R.  [i  79] 
855 

Lanarkshire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  [178! 
196  »         u  /  J 

Private  BUls— Printing  Petitions,  Res.  [177] 

285 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

a<ia.  ci.  [179I554 
Supply—New  Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  251 
Wriu   Registration  (ScoUand),  2R.  Amendt. 

[178]  1165, 1572 

Cbawpobp,  Mr.  R.  W.,  London 
British  India  and  Colonial  Trust,  Ac.  Corpora- 
tion, [180]  925 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[1783499  " 

Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  42 
India— Export  Duties,  [178]  1600 ;— The  Loan, 

1601 
Metropolis    Sewage   and  Essex  Reclamation, 

2R.  Amendt.  [177]  835,845 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  565 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

cl  2,[i79]M7 
St.  Benet,  Qraoechurch  Street,  and  AUhallows, 

Lombard  Street,  [177]  321 
Shannon  River,  Nomination  of  Comm.  Adj. 

moved,  [i  79]  555 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [179]  1860 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,   Leave. 

[177]  1460 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.^Tea,  [178]  1482 
Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Comm.  [179] 

Craytliome,  Case  of  Walter 
Question,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey 
/wiid9,[i79]  1885 


Criminal  Cases  (Eyidence)  Bill 

{Mr,  ScuUy,  Mr.  McMahon) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  10  pBill  8] 

Second  Reading  definrred  Mar  I,  [177]  946 

Cbdhkal  Law 
Atkmton,  Matthew,  JSteeeuHon  at  Durham  of, 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  Jfar  21,  [17837 
Australia,  Transpcrtaiion  to,  Question,  Mr. 
Moor;  Answer,  Mr.  Cafdwell  JP66  10,  [177] 
Wi  Petitiooa  (Lord  Tamton)  Feb  27, 787 

[conl. 


CnuairAL  hkir^^ont. 
Forfeitures  on  Conviction  of  Felony,  Question, 

Mr.  Charles  Forster ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 

General  Feb  13,  [177]  205 
^*S^j/!^?V^  *^  Questions,  Mr.  Scully,  Mr. 

Hadfleld,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Sir 

George  Grey  Mar  28,  [178]  77 

wu  ,p^*'«w«— C'a*e   of  Question,    Mr. 

Whalley ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  May  9, 

Nmyate,  ExeeuHons  at.  Question,  Mr.  Han- 
bury  ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  May  4,  [i  78] 

Newgate,  Treaiment  of  Prisoners  in,  Question, 
Mr.  Locke ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Feb  28, 
[177]  590  ;  Observhtions,  Mr.  Locke ;  Reply. 
Sir  George  Grey  Mar  2,  1022 

Saffiron  HiU  Murder,  Question.  Mr.  Lawson; 
Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Feb  13.  [177]  209 
— Ctwtf  ofPeUiMumi,  Question,  Mr.  Roebuck; 
Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Mar  ^,  [178]  84 ; 
Question,  Lord  Houghton;  Answer,  Earl 
Granville  Mar  30,  484 

Wakefield  Gaol,  Observations,  Mr.  Neato;  de- 
bate thereon  Mar  3,  [177]  1087 

Cbosslbt,  Sir  P.,  TorMtre,  W.  jR. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  76 
Financial  Statement,  Comm.  Res.  [178]  1148 
Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  add,  el  Ti  ^ol 
535  ••  '^^ 

Supply  —  Nonconforming,     Ac.     Ministen, 

Amendt.  [179]  1299 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Re8.--Fire  Insuranoe, 

Crown  Suits,  Ac.,  Bill 

(Mr.  Attorney  General,  Sir  G,  Grey, 
Mr,  Solicitor  General) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l®  •  Jfoy  12  [BiU  1461 

Read2*'»3fay29 

Committee  • ;  Report  June  12 

Committee  •  (on  re-comm.)  June  15 — ^!i.p. 

Committee  •  {on  re-comm.)  June  16    [Bill  2061 

Read3**/wwl9  •* 

/.  Read  1»  •  ( The  Lord  ChanceUor)  June  20 

Read2»*/Mwtf  29  (No.  187)    ' 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Juna  30 

Read  3*  *  Jtdy  3 

Royal  Assent  July  5    [28  A  29  Viet,  0. 144] 

Crown  Suite,  dv.,  JBtU 
Question,  Mr.Madfield ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  May  18,  [179]  490 

Omtom  Some  Charges 
Question,  Mr.  Lyall ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Jtme 
12,  [180]  45 


Customs  and  Inland  Bevenne  Bill 

e.  Read  1°  •  May  9  [Bill  1291 

Read2«»ifayll  - 

Committee  •  ;  Report  May  12 

Read  8»  •  May  15 
I,  Read  I**  (The  Lord  President)  May  16 

Read  2»  •  May  18  (No.  105) 

Committee*;  Report  Mayl^ 

Read  8*  •  May  22  (No.  231) 

Bo7«l  AsMnt  May  20  [28  Vi^^o.  80]    , 

ooQle 
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OutUm,  Out-Door  Offietnof 
ftuMtion,  Mr.  Ly«U ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Apnl  8, 

*  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  /;»^i  88» 
To  leare  out  from  «*That."  and  add  *;a 
Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  mouire 
into  the  grievances  referred  to  in  the  Peti- 
tion of  the  Mayor,  Merchanta,  Shipowner, 
and  Commercial  Traders  of  Liverpool  (^. 
Henne$»y),  [178]  1205:  Question,  "That 
Sr3;Ai>  aaer  debate,  A.  80,  N.  69 ; 

M.  n 

Dalglmh,  Mr.  B.,  QloBgow      ^  ^„    ^    ._ 
Lanarkshire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  [178] 

Navy— Dockyard  Superintendents,  Eles.  [180] 
894 

Palhousib,  Earl  of 
Colonial  Naval  Defenoe,  8R.  [178]  ^^ 

DiKKB,  Mr.  L.  S.  D.,  PortarUngton 
Army  Estimate*— Pay  and  AUowanoes,  [177] 

1823 
Dogs,  Ownerless.  [180]  865 
Navy— Captain  Coles'  Cupola,  [177]  1661 
Thames,  The,  at  Hampton  Court,  [178]  79 

DAKTMouTir,  Earl  of 
Railway  Passengers,  IR.  [180]  107 


Db  Geit  ahd  RiPOH,  Earl— con*. 
IreUnd-Curragh  of  KUdare.  [178]  8W 
MetropoUUn  Houseleis  Poor,  2R.  [i79]lM; 

Comm.  878 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  920 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 
[180]  Hi  ;  d.  5, 115 

Dknwon,  Bt.  Hon.  J.  E.,  see  Spkixeb,  The 

DEmcAK,  Lord 

CourU  of  Justice  ConoentraUon  (Site),  Com- 

mens  Amendts.  [180]  858 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Roolam*Uon,3B. 

Amendt.  [179]  IH^  ,^ 

'     Penalties  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [i8o]968,W9; 

Report,  el.  4.  Amendt.  1144  ;  SEL  Ainaidt.t6 
Sewage  UUliiation,  Comm.  [>79]  ^28 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [1 80]  367 


Dawbok,  Mr.  E.  P.,  Londonderry  Co. 
ConsUbulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  [179]  ^79 
Ireland— SUte  of.  Res.  [177]  888 ;— The  Con. 

sUbulary  and  the  Game  Licences,  1928  ;— 

MaH  Service,  [i  79]  1<>^® 
Leicester  Square,  [i 77]  1868 
^upply^-Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1255 

Defence  Act  (1860)  Amendment  Bill 

{The  Marquess  of  Bartington,  ViseoutU 
Palmerslon) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  May  26  [BiU  176] 

Read^*»»/imtf2 
Committee*;  Report /im«  8 
Read8*'*Jun«12 
J.  Read  !•  •  iEari  De  Orey)  Juna  18 

Read  2**  June  19  (No.  152) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Juns  20 
Read8v»/Kfitf22 
*  Royal  Assent  Jme  29    L28  A  29  Viet.  0.  65] 

Db  Gmt  and  Ripok,  Earl  (Secretary  of 
-       State  for  War) 

Army— MiliUry  Hospitals  at  Netley  and  Wool- 
wich, [1 77]  1 107, 1113  ;— Barracks  (Ireland), 
1462  ;— Issue  of  Commissions,  [180]  972, 
973 

Canada— Defences  of— ColonelJervois'  Report, 
[177]  422,  428,  424,  429,  489  ;  [178]  1530 

Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 
[180]  964 

Hymn  Book  for  the  Army  and  Navy.  [180]  860 

India— Oflioers,  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Arrfjr,  [179]  285 
^ V     .     .  [emUr- 


Dbnmah,  Hon.  G.,  Tiverton  ^    ^    ^^^^ 
Attorneys,  Ac.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  w*. 

Aieem  Jah  (Signatures  to  PetitioM),  Comm. 

Court^  of  Justice  Budding.  Leave,  [i77]  IW 
Felony  and  Misdemeanor  Evidence  and  rm- 

tice,2R.[i77]676,579  ^      .^, 

Leed.  BankWi^y  Court.  [180]  909 ;  B«.1101 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  Leave,  [ifi]m 

2R.  [180]  599 
MiUtia!-The  8rd  Middlesex,  [i  78]  1598 
Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  aid.  d.  [1^91 

588 
PoUnd— Affairs  of,  Res.  [177]  1847 
Private  Bill  Costs.  2R.  [177]  «««    ,  ^,, 
Roman  CathoUo  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  ^^^ 


Dent,  Mr.  J.  D.,  Scarhorough 
LooomoUves  on  Roads,  Comm.  el.5,[m  lw» 

Derby,  Earl  of  , .  ^  c  v:^. 

AbyssinU— Imprisonment  of  British  Sabjeeti 

in.  Papers  moved  for,  [179]  788 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [i 77]  "-'^ 
Alkali  Act— Inspector's  Report,  [179JWI 
Army— Issue  of  Commissions,  [180]  973 
AugmenUtion  Act,  Returns,  [177]  227     ,p 
Bankruptcy   and    Insolvency   (Ireland),  as- 

[17711223  ,rfi« 

Business,  Public  and  Private,  SUte  of,  [180 

898,694  ^       .,0.^ 

Canada— Defences o^OolonelJervois  wp« 

[177]  «8,  425,  429,  438         „    _,     ,  ,0 
Colonial    Governors  (Retiring  PeDsioas)^  S^^ 

[180]  966  ^^      ..u 

Cotto©  ManufiMjtoring  Districts,  Distww  mt» 

—Mr.  FamaU,  [177]  «82    ^  « 

Courts  of  Justice  BuUding,  3R.  d.  16,  [m 

1579, 1680  ^.^  ^  ^_    o 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site), »»•  ** 

c/.  [178]  1586,  1587  ^^  _,    .,n 

Difine  Worship  in  the  Churoh  of  EngUiMl,2& 

[180]  919  ^.    r.^ 

Dookrall,  Mr.,  Case  of.  Papers  moved  for,  [m 

192 
Edmunds,  Leonard— ResignaUon  of,  Cofl* 

moved  for,  [177]  1210,  1212,  1315.  1^; 

1220  ;  Report  of  Select  Comm.  [i7»J  ^** 

B^.[i7?12i,26 
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DiBBT,  Earl  of— 0on<. 
Marriages  (Lamboume),  Comm.  add.  el,  [179] 

192 
Oxford  University  (Vinerian  Fonadation),  2R. 

[179]  883 
Poblio  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Report, 

[180]  610,518 
Public  Schools, 2R.  [178]  630, 6«2,  666,  668 
Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  2R.  Amendi. 

[178]  1231,1286 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  Amendt.  [180]  772 
•  St.  Titus  Church,  Liverpool,  [i  79]  860 
Standing  Order  No.   101  —  Displacement  of 

London  Poor,  [178]  874 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[179]* 
V  United  States — ^Assassination  of  President  Lin- 
coln, [178]  1074;    Address  moved,   1223; 
Explanation,  1462; — Belligerent    Rights, 
[180]  1,6 


Deeiko,  Sir  E.  C,  Kent,  JE. 
Azeem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Carnatlc,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1692 
Forms  of  the  House,  [180]  410 
Locomotives  on   Roads,  Comm.  eU  2,  [178] 
1064;  el.  4.  1067  ;  d.  6, 1068 
.  Navy—Sheemess  Dockyard,  [180]  469 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  302 


Devites  Turnpike  Trusts 

Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Mr. 
T.  G.  Baring  May  19,  [179]  662 

Devon,  Earl  of 

Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]  646,  647 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  764 


IhcisoK,  Colonel  J.  A.,  Limerich  Co. 
.  Army^Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 
661,  666  ;  Address  moved,  904 
Army  Eetimntes— Land  Forces,  [177]  1796  ;— 
Pay  and  Allowances,  1973  ,*— Clothing  Es- 
.      Ublishments,   1 974 ;  — Disembodied  Militia, 
1976.  1978;— Works,  BuUdings,  Ac.  [178] 
247,  264 ;— Chelsea  and  Kilmainham  flos- 
pitals.  Adj.  moved,  264,  266 
Aieem  Jah  —  Nawab  of  the  Camatio,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1714 
County  Voters  Registration  (Ireland),  2R.  [178] 

266 
Dogs   Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.   el.   21, 

^     [179]  1^^ 
Game  (Ireland),  2R.   Ajnendt.  [177]    1628; 

Comm.  [1 79]  372 
Ireland— R^way   System,  Address   moved, 

[178]  923 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  610 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl.  1,  [178]  363 ;  el.  6, 366 
Railway  communication  between    Passengers 
'     and  Guards,  [177]  1742 
RaUway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  69 
'  Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  618 
Sheep,  Ac.  Protection  (Ireland^  2R.  [178]  464 
*  Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[1 77]  1908 ;  Comm.  eh  3,  Amendt.  [178]  267 


DiLLWTK,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Church  Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [178] 
384,  396, 1204 

Forms  of  the  House,  [180]  410 

Irish  Church,  [179]  194 

Isle  of  Man  Disafforestation  (Compensation), 
3R.[i78]  1620 

Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 
[177]  1303 

Railways  (Guards  and  Passengers  Communi- 
cation), Res.  [179]  70 

Soulage  Collection,  Papers  moved  for,  [180I 410 

Supply  —  Royal  Parks,  [1 79]  243  ;  —  New 
Houses  of  Parliament,  261,  262  ;— Patent 
Office,  266.  266;  — Metropolitan  Fire  Bri- 
gade, 269  ;— Woods.  Forests,  Ac.  706  ;  — 
Department  of  Science  and  Art,  1163, 1166; 
Amendt.  1179 ;  Report,  1260 

DiSEAELi,  Eight  Hon.  B.,  Buehinghamshire 

Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  Ae.  [178] 
164 

Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1446 
1448,  1449,  1691 

Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Re- 
port, [177]  1670 

Cobden,  Mr.,  The  late,  [178]  676 

Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 
[179]  778;  Res.  [180]  1134 

Poor  Law  Board  and  the  High  Wycombe 
Union,  Papers  moved  for,  [179]  216,  230 

Princess  of  Wales — Address  of  (5ongratulation, 

(179]  vm 

Private  Business  of  the  Session,  [180]  1164 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [179]  743  ;  Comm.  cl.  1, 

[180]  62 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  172 
United  States — Assassination  of  President  Lin- 
coln, Address  moved,  [178]  1245 

District  Churcli  Tithes  Bill  [h.l.] 
( The  Duke  of  Marlborough) 

I  Readl*»Jfar24  (No.  45) 

Read  2*  after  short  debate  April  27,  [i  78]  1074 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Map  8  (No.  93) 

Committee*  May  11 ;  Report*  ifosf  12 
Read  8^^  May  16  (No.  101) 

e.  Read  l*"  •  May  29  [BiU  186] 

Read  2^  *  Jun^  1 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  2 
Read  3^  *  June  8 
Roy^  Assent  June  19  [28  VieUe.  42} 

Wvine  Worship  in  the  Church  of  Eng- 
laaid  Bill     {The Marquees  of  Westmealh) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1*  June  26,  [180]  762 

(No.  218) 
Moved,  "That  the  Order  of  the  day  for 
second  reading  be  read  and  discharged" 
(The  Marquess  of  Westmeaik);  Motion 
agreed  to  ;  after  short  debate.  Bill  withdrawn 
June  29, 918 

Divisions  in  the  Mouse  of  Lords,  Manner  of 

Taking 

Standing  Order  proposed  (The  Duke  of  Rich* 

mond);  after  short  debate,  postponed  May  29, 

[179]  967 ;  [180]  347  ;  (Chairman  <^  Com- 

miUees)  853- (see  Farliameni) 
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Doehrall^  Jlfr.,  Deiention  of 
Moved  for  Copies  of  Correspondenco  relating 
io  (The  Earl  of  Malmesbury)  Mar  24, [1 78] 
188 ;  after  short  debate*  Motion  Agreed  to 

Dockyard  Extentions  BilL 

{Lard  Clarence  Paget,  Mr,  Childere) 
1 79]  e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  J%  12     [BiU  146] 
.  Read  ^  after  debate  May  18, 540 
.  Moved,  <*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tbe 

Chair  "iTay  26,  048 
«  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
**  in  tbe  opinion  of  this  House,  the  expense  of 
the  Contracts  for  Dockyard  Extensions  to 
be  authorised  by  this  BiU  would  best  be  de- 
frayed by  Terminable  Annuities,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Fortifications  under  the  Act  20 
k  27  Fi^.  c.  80  "  (Sir  Jamet  Eiphimtone) ; 
Question,  "That   the  words,  Ac.;"   after 
debate,  agreed  to ;  main  Question  agreed  to ; 
Bill  oonndered  in  Committee,  and  reported, 
948 
Readd®*/im#l 
I  Read  l^^  (The  Duke  of  Somenei)  June  2 
Read  2«  •  June  15  (No.  148) 

Committee* ;  Report  Jum  10 
Readd««/tiM<;19 
.  Royal  Assent /tM«  29    [284  29  F«c<.0.51] 

Dockyard  Extentiom 
Observations,  Sir  Morton  Peto ;  Reply,  Lord 
Clarence  Paget;   debate  thereon  Moiy  29, 
^       [179] 1030 

Dodkyard  Ports  Begrnlatioii  BilL 

{The  Duke  ofSomenet) 
I.  Read  U*  June  10  (No.  107) 

Read2«*  June  20 

Considered  in  Committee*  June  22  (No.  240) 

Read  8»*  June  23 
c.  Read  1»  •  June  23  [Bill  244] 

Read2«*  Jiitttf  20 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read3«*/«iM0dO 

Royal  Assent  July  0      [28  A  29  Viet.  0.  01] 

DoDsov,  ICr.  J.  G.  (Ghainnaii  of  Commit- 
ted), Sussex,  E. 
Army  Bstlmates — Land  Forces,  [177]  1798 ; — 

Manufacturing  Departments,  1990  ;«- Works, 

Buildings,  Ac.  [1 78]  175 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Re-Comm.  [1791820 
Cheltenham  and  Glouoeetenhlre  Water,  2R. 

[177]  491 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  739,  740,  741, 

742 
County  Voters  Registration,  Leave,  [177]  1304 
Court  of  RefSsrees  on  Private  Bills— Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  871 
0ogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  ComnL  eL  0,  [179] 

480,  482 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1201,1202 
Indorare,  Comm.  [178]  028 
Law  of  Evidence,  ComoL  el,  1,  [180]  814 
Partnership  Amendment,  Oomm,  aacLd.  [179] 

588 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [179]  1203 
Supply— Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  [1 79]  705, 709 ; — 

Department  of  Science  and  Art,  1104; — 

Consular  EstaUishments  Abroad,  1285, 1280, 

1287 
TesU  Abolition  (Oxford),  Leate,  [178]  49; 

2R.  [i8o]215,23X 


DoMON,  Mr.  J.  6. — eont. 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  [^80]  088 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  add,  ci.  [179]  521 
Westminster  Improvement Commission,[  180]  44 

Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland)  BQl 

(Sir  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Luke  White) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  4  [BiU  127] 

Read  2o*  3^12 
179]  Considered  in   Committee  May  17,  480; 

after  debate.  Committee — b.p. 
.  Committee ;  Report  Mav  22,  710 
.  Considered  as  amended  Mi^f  25, 859 

Read3«*ifay20 
I.  B/iAdl»^(TheLordSteward)May29{So.n9) 
.  Read  2*  after  short  debate  i%30, 1044 
Committee  * ;  Report  June  2 
Read  3*  *  June  10 
Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  VieL  o.  50] 

DoKOXTOHMOEE,  Earl  of 

Bankruptcy  and  Insolvency  (Irelaikd)  Act 
Amendment,  2R.  [177]  1221  ;  Comm.  1045; 
Report,  [i  78I  274 ;  Commons  Amendta.  1307 

Deitruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  bj  Rail- 
ways, [i  78]  554,  555 

Edmundls,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Pension, 
Res.  [179]  43 

Fisheries  Commissioners,  Chairman  of  tbe^ 
[180]  350 

India— Officers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  [179]  201,  277,  285 

Ireland — (John  Darcy  and  Robert  Davidson), 
Papers  moved  for,  [177]  131 ; — Arming  the 
Constabulary,  230 

Irvin,  Mr.  D'Arcy,  Papers  moved  for,  [177]  231 

Juries  (Ireland), 2R.  [178]  1590 

Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Conmi.  [180]  528 


Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  257 

Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [170]  719 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 


Comm.  add.  d,  [180]  923 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

[180]  113;  d.6,  114 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1457 
Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees,  2R.  [179]  030 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R, 

Amendt.  [179]  3 

DouoLAs,  Sir  C,  Banhury 

Army— Case  of  Liout.-Colonel  Dawklm,  [179] 

001 
Church    Rates  Commutation,   2R.    Amendt. 

[179]  89 
Convictions  under  Refk'eshment  HooMt  Aet, 

[177]  450,  749 
Patent  Office  Accounts,  [179]  037 
Paymaster  General  and  the  Audit  Office,  [180] 

027 
Penalties  Law  Amendment,  3R.  [180]  428 

DoiXLTON,  Mr.  P.,  liamheth 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moTod  for, 
[177]  502,  508,  515 
.   Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reolamaiion, 
2R.  [177]  835 
Middlesex  Industrial  Schools,  Report,  Amendt 

[179]  »T5 
New  Museum  of  Natural  History,  [t79]B70, 877 
>  Snpplj— OffloeofW9rki,Ao.[i79]9i«^,940 
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DRA         DUB  {SESSION,    1865) 

177  —  178  —  179  —  180 
Drainage    and  Impi-ovm&nt   of  Landed 
Property  (Scotland) 
ObMrmions,  Mr.  Waldog^ravo-Leslie ;  Reply, 
Sip  George  Grey  June  1,  [i  79]  1 124 


DUB 


DUN 


Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr,  Peel,  Mr.  Chancellor  oftha  Exchequer) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  May  3  fBill  1261 

Read2o»3fayi5         ^  L^t"  i^oj 

Committee*  ;  Report  Mav  18 
Read3°»3fovl9 
'•  ^*^  1'!  i'^^^'O^SteHHird)May  22 
Read  2** /Mn<j  16  (No.  117) 

Committee*;  Report /ww  IC 
Read  3»  •  June  19 
Royal  Assent  June  39     [28  <b  29  Furf.  0. 62] 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  Conflr- 

mation  Bill  {Mr.  Feel,  Sir  Georae  Grey) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Mar  20  [Bill  821 

Moved,    "That  the  Bill    be  now  read   2^" 

^Z^Hl  7^1  ^®^ '  *^  short  debate,  A.  128, 

N.72;  M.61;  Read  2o 
Committee  •  ;  Report  Jfor  27 
Read3<»»  Jfor28 

'*  ^?  r  !  ^  ^^  ^'^^ 'Steward)  J/or 30  (No.  60) 
Kead  2  •  ;  Committee  negatived  April  3 
Read  8*  •  ^;>ri/ 4 
Royal  Assent  ^|>rt/  7  [28  Vict.  0.  I3] 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation (No.  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Peel,  Mr.  Luke  WhiU) 

Committee* ;  Report  June  1 
Read  S®  •  June  8  13111  101  n 

/.  Read  U  •  (jm  Xori  ^/^ani)  Juni  12        •' 
Read  2**  /wfwf  15  (No.  H7> 

Committee*;  Report  Jttw  16 
Read3»*/iin«19 
Royal  Assent  June  29    [28  <ft  29  Fw^  c.  63] 


Drake,  Mr.,  Caee  of  the  Late 

Question,  Sir  John  Shelley  ;  Answer,  Sir  Georire 
Grey  Mar  30,  [i  78]  487 

Dbax,  Mr.  J.  S.,  Wareham 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  776 

DuBLiK,  Archbishop  of 

Church  in  Ireland— The  29th  Canon  of  1603. 

[180]  1160  ' 

Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  Amendt.  fi^ol 

969,  978  ^  '^^ 

Dublin  International  Exhibition  (1866) 

Bill       (Sir  R.  Peel,  Mr.  M.  Gibson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l***  Feb  13  rBlll  I7l 

neAd2^^  Feb  17  '■  '' 

Committee*;  Report  i^ei  20 
Read3««jFV?6  21 

[conU 


^^^linlnfemaiional  Exhibitum  (ISeS)  Bill— conL- 
I.  Read  l^^(The  Lord  Steward)  Feb  23  (No.  13) 

Kead  2*  • ;  Committee  negatived  Mar  23 

Read  S*  *  Mar  24 

Royal  Assent  Mar  27  [28  Vict.  c.  6] 

Du  Cane.  Mr.  C,  JEssex,  JT. 
Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [1 78]  1139 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1267 

DuFP,  Mr.  M.  E.  Grant,  Myin,  Sfc. 

Capo  of  Good  Hope— Long  v.  Bishop  of  Cape 

Town.  [17?]  486  ^  ^ 

Church  Establishment  (Ireland),  Ros.  [1 78]  449 

Colonial  Bishops-fieo  of  Rupert's  Und,  [179] 

Government  of  India  Act,  [179]  682 

Uarbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  171 

India— -Civil  Service   Examinations,  Papers 

rooTedfor,[i79]412 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  207 
University  of  London,  [177]  1478  ;  [179]  1209 
Writs  Rtigistmtion  (Scotland),  Comm.  [179] 

1837 

Duff,  Mr.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 
Piers  and  Harbours  (Scotland),  [179]  916,  920 

DuFFEBiN,    Lord    (Under    Secretary    for 
India) 
East  India  (Governor  General's  Powers),  Comm. 

[178]  870,  872  ^' 
India--Offlcers  of  the  late  East  India  Com- 
pany's Army,  [i  79]  f  ^ '     

India— TiUes  to  Und, 


pany's  Army,  [179]  264 ;  [180]  1160 


DuKcoMBE,  Vice-Adm.  Hon.  A„  YorMire, 
JS.  jR, 
Supply— Rates  for  GoTomment  Pn>perty,  [179] 


DuNcoMPB,  Hon.  W.  E.,  TorMtre,  IT.  R. 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Ck>mm.  moved  for. 
[179]  783 

DuNKKLLiN,  Lord,  Oaltoay  JSo. 
India— The  Bhootan  Expedition,  [178]  781 
Ireland-State  of,  Res.  [177]  767  .--Military 

Occupation  of  the  Curragh,  [178]  1669 
Railway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  65 
University     Education     (Ireland),    Address 

moTod,  [i8o]670  ^ 

DuHiop,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Greenock 
Afeem  Jah— Nawab  of  the  Camatio,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [i  77]  1704 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  1218 
Episcopal  Church  in  the  Colonies,  [1781  276. 

276,  277  '  L  4  J    •  , 

Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1194 

Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [i  77]  789 

I^w  of  Evidence,  2R.  [177]  942 

Writs  Registration  (Scotland),  Leavo,  ri77l 

033  ;  2R.  [i 78]  1160, 1671 ;  Comm.  Amendt. 

[179]  1188 
Writs    Registration,   Ac.  (Scotland),   Leaw, 
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177  —  «78  - 

DuicNB,  Colonel  F.  P.,  QueetCi  Co. 
Army— Rating  of  Iloases  of  Officers,  [i  79]  691 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1798 ; — 
Pay  and  Allowances,  Adj.  moved,  1822, 1060, 
1967,   1969;  — Disembodied   Militia,   1978, 
1980 ; —  Volunteers,  1983  ; — Enrolled  Pen- 
sioners, 1984 ; — Manufacturing  Departments, 
1998;  — Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  [178]  240; 
— Military    Education,  256; — Chelsea  and 
Kilmainham  Hospitals,  264,  852,  853  ;— Su- 
perannuation Allowances,  Adj.  moved,  858 ; 
— Administration  of  the  Army,  986,995 
Bankruptcy     and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  788 
County    Voters    Registration    (Ireland),    2R. 

[178]  265 
Drainage,^,  of  Lands  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  181 
Holyhead  Harbour,  [i78j1>44 
India— Delhi  Prize  Money,  [179]  193 
Ionian  Islands— Pensions  to  Officers,  [178]  212 
Ireland — Publication  of  Irish  Records,   [i77] 
288 ;— State  of,  Res.  690  ;— Military  Occu- 
pation of  the  Curragh,  [178]  1568 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.c/.ll,ri7S] 

753,  755 
Mutiny,  Comm.  e/.  1,  [178]  364 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  ContinuaBoe, 

Leave,  [180]  324 
Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  3R.  [178] 

182 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  624 
Records,  Irish,  Publication  of.  Res.  [180]  457 
Sheep, dec.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.  [178] 468 
Supply— Royal  Parks,  [170]  244,  246,  247  ;— 
Metropolitan    Fire    Brigade,  257,    259 ; — 
Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man,  600 ; — Rates 
for   Government  Property,  601 ;  —  Privy 
Council  Office,  607,  609 
Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparecs  (Ireland),  2R. 

[178]  757;  Comm.  1523 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 
[177]  W8 

DuTHTE,  Mr.  M.,  (2w#e>*'«  Co. 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [178]  610 

DuNSANT,  Lord 
Bankruptcy   and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 
Amendment,  Report,  [178]  274 

DuTTox,  Hon.  B.  H.,  JSdmpshtre,  8. 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Tea,  [178]  1498 

Dwellings  for  the  Working  Classes 

Question,  Mr.  Augustus  Smith ;  Answer,  Mr. 
TiteJforlO,  [i77]1525 

Dyee  Sombre  Case,  The 
Observations,    Mr.     Hennessy ;    Reply,    The 
Attorney  General  June  30,  [180]  1016 

East  India  (Oovemor  General's  Powers, 

Ac.)  Bill     {Sir  C.  Wood,  Mr.  Baring) 
C  Ordered  ;  road  l*  •  Mar  17  [Bill  76] 

Read2«»  Jfar23 

Committee  ;  Report  Mar  28,  [i  78]  450 
Read  8«»if<ir  81 

[eoni. 


L    INDEX)        EAS      EDM 
-  179  —  180. 

East  India  (Oovemor  Gtneratt  Powert,  Jc.) 

-Bttt— cont. 
/.  Read  1»  •  (Lord  Duferin)  April  3  (No.  67) 

Read  2*  •  April  6 

Committee  ;  Report  April  7,  [i  78]  870 

Road3**ilpri/27 

Royal  Assent  May  9  [28  Vvi.  e.  17] 

East  India  Eigli  Courts  Bill 

(Sir  Charles  Wood,  Mr.  Baring) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^^  Mar  17  [Bill  77] 

Read2«*  Jfar23 

Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  28 

Read3<»*3far30 
I.  Read  !••  {Lord  Dt^erin)  MiO'  31  (No.  54) 

Read2*»4prtZ3 

Committee*;  Report  AprUi        (Ko.63) 

Retid  S^»  AprU  ^ 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [28  Fict.  e.  15] 

Ebuet,  Lord 

Confession  in  the  Charch  of  England— Uw  of 

Evidenoo,  [180]  343 
Burial  Senrioe,  The,  [180]  707;  Bet.  lO^e, 

1032 
Dirisions,  Manner  of  taking-^StandiDg  Order, 

[179]  W9 
Museums,  Ao.  Public,  [180]  969, 971 
Qualifioation  for  Offioes  Abolition,  3R.  [17Q 

1235 

Ecclesi  ..l*:al  CommiBsion  (Snpenmuu- 
tion  Allowances)  Bill 

{Mr.  WalpoU,  Mr.  Edward  PUydeaBowm) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  •  Jtme  8  [Bill  201] 

Read2«*  June  12 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  15 

Read3»*  Junel9 
I.  Read  I**  (The  Earl  of  Chichester)  Jum^ 

Read2*»/ttfKj22  (N0.IW) 

Committee*;  Report  Jt«ntf  28 

Read3**/ufi«26 

Royal  Assent  June  20    [28  A  29  Vu^.  e.  68] 

Ecclesiastical  Commission^  TKe 
Question,  Mr.  Henry  Seymour ;  Answer,  Sr 
(leorge  Grey  /t%3,  [180]  1044 

Ecclesiastical  Leasiiig  Act  (1858)  kwsk 

ment  Bill  (Mr.  WalpoU,  Mr.  P.  P.  Bmak] 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  \Q  [BiU  140] 

Read  2*»  May  12,  [179]  260 

Committee*  ;  Report  Ma^  22 

Read3«»3f<iy25 
I.  Read  1«*  {TheEarlofChiehesUr)Mef» 

Read  2*»  June  19  (No.  1») 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  20 

Read3*»/MikJ22 

Royal  Assent  June  20  [38  &idVid.  0.57] 

EdmundSf  Leonard^  Esq. — Bcsiynatm^ 
Certain  Offices 
Lords— 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  ChancdUr,^^^ 

bate,  Select  Committee  appointed** to iD< 

into  all  the  Circamstances  connected  *^ 

,       the  Resignation /bf  Mr.   Edmunds  0^'" 
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177  —  178  —  179  —  180. 


EDU 


EDW 


Edmunds,  Leonard,  Esq. — ^Lords— oont. 

Offices  of  Clerk  of  the  Patents  and  Clerk  to 
the  CommisBioners  of  Patents,  and  with  his 
Resignation  of  the  Office  of  Reading  Clerk 
and  Clerk  of  Outdoor  Committees  in  this 
House ;  and  also  into  all  the  Circumstances 
conneoted  with  the  Grant  of  a  Retiring  Pen- 
sion to  him  by  this  House"  Mar  7,  [i  77]  1221 

And,  on  March  9,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — Ld.  President,  D.  Somerset,  E. 
Derby,  £.  Graham,  £.  Clarendon,  £.  Malmes- 
bury,  v.  Hutchinson,  L.  Panmure,  li.  Stan- 
ley of  Alderley,  L.  Chelmsford,  L.  Taunton 

Letters  and  Documents  respecting,  referred  to 
the  Select  Committee  Mar  10 

Ordered,  That  the  Witnesses  before  the  said 
Committee  be  examined  on  Oath ;  and  that 
the  £?idence  taken  from  time  to  time  before 
the  said  Committee  be  printed  for  the  Use  of 
the  Members  of  this  House,  but  no  Copies 
thereof  to  be  deliyered,  except  to  tlie  Mem- 
'  hers  of  the  Committee,  until  further  Order 
Marli 

Report  of  Committee— {^<w^- ^- 1"  No.  80) 
Rej^ort  of  the  Select  Committee^  Obserrations, 
The  £arl  of  Derby  May  5,  [i  78]  1525 ;  Notice 
,     of  Resolutions,  Lord  Redesdale  May  8,  1578 
Resignation  qf  certain  Offices,  and  on  the  Pen- 
sion granted  to  him  by  the  House,  Report 
of  Select  Committee  read  May  0,  [179]  0 

Resolutions  moved  thereon  (The  Lwd 
Eedesdale) ;  after  long  debate,  and  a  Ques- 
tion being  stated  thereupon,  the  previous 
Question  was  put  ?  It  was  resolved  in  the 
Negative 
Petition  of  Leonard  Edmunds,  Esq.,  Presented 
by   Lord  Wynford  May  9,  [179]  39;  Read 

and  Ordered  to  lie' on  the  Table 

Moved,  ''To  rescind  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  24th  February  agreeing  to  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  Office  of 
the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments  and  Office  of 
Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  made  on 
the  17th  February,  so  far  as  relates  to  the 
Recommendation  of  the  said  Committee  that 
a  retiring  Provision  of  £800  per  annum 
should  be  allowed  to  Leonard  £dmundfl, 
£squire"  ( The  Lord  President)  May  9.  [1 79] 
iO  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Patent  Office  AceountSy  Audit  of  the,  Question, 
The  Earl  of  Wicklow  ;  Answer,  Earl  Graa- 
ville  May  15,  [179]    260 

Patent  Office  The,  Appointment  of  Mr,  Ed- 
munds, Explanation,  Lord  St.  Leonards  May 
23,  [179]  717 

Commons — 

Edmtmds,  Leonard,  Esq,,  Question,  Mr.  Hodg- 
kinson ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Mar  20, 
[177]  1»21 

Patent  Office,  Alleged  Irreguiarities  in  the, 
Qoeition,  Lord  Stanley;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  Mar  6,  [177]  1120— ifr.  Ed- 
munds, Question,  Mr.  Jiodgkinson ;  Answer, 
Sir  George  Grey  Moor  20  [177]  1921 

Paient    Offiee^-The   Bon,    Riehard  Bethell, 
Question,  Mr.  Cox  ;   Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  May  16  [179]  392 
Lords'  Report— (Ar/.  P.  0.  No.  294) 

Patent  Office  AceomUs,  Audit  of  thCy  Question, 
Sir  Charles  Douglas;  Answer,  The  Cban- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  22, 687 

yOL.  CLXXX.    [imiu)  sbjoes.] 


JEdueation  

Committee  of  Council  on  Education,  Moved, 
**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  Constitution  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Council  on  Education,  and  the 
system  under  which  the  business  of  the  offloe 
is  conducted"  {Sir  John  Pakington)  Feb  28, 
[177]  847 

Amend t.  to  add  *'  And  also  into  the  bo^tmode 
%f  extending  the  benefits  of  Government  In- 
spection and  the  Parliamentary  Grant  to 
Schools  at  present  unassisted  by  the  State  " 
{Mr.  Walter) ;  alter  long  debate,  Question, 
**  That  those  words  be  there  added  "  agreed 
to  ;  mam  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to  ; 
Select  Committee  appointed,  926 
And,  on  March  14,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Sir  John  Pakington  (Chairman), 
M'r.  Bruce,  Mr.  Walpole,  Viscount  Enfield, 
Lord  Robert  Cecil,  Mr.  William  Edward 
Forster,  Mr.  Addorloy,  Mr.  Clay,  Mr.  Uowes^. 
Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,  Mr.  "Walter,  Mr. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Stirling,  Mr.  Buxton,  and 
Mr.  Liddell 

Report  of  the  Committee  June  19— (Port.  P. 
No.  408)  

Endowed  Orammar  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Hodgkinson;  Answer,  Mr.  H.  A.  Bmoe 
June  19,  [180]  440 

Endoufments  for-^Minute  of  Council^  Question, 
Mr.  Adderley;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey 
May  2,  1317 ;  Minute  presented  {Mr.  H,  A^ 
Bruce)  May  6,[ii%'\m6 

Revised  Code  of  Regidations,  presented,  Earl 
Granville  Feb  17,  [177]  816;  presented  by 
Command,  Mr.  11.  A.  firuco  ;  debate  thereon 
Feb  1 7, 32S--Exa^ninationof  Children  under 
Sia  Tears,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Har- 
rowby;  Reply,  Earl  Granville  Mar  16, 1732  ; 
Observations,  The  Earl  of  Harrowby ;  Re* 

,  Dly,  Earl  Granville  April  7,  [178]  878 

Scnool  Grants  J  Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote ; 
Answer,  Mr.  U.  A.  Bruce  May  4,  [178]  1465 
Pari.  Papers — 

Revised  Code,  1865 [3443] 

Small  Rural  Schools t^^^^] 

Endowments  for  Education    .     .    .    [8493] 
Report  of  Committee  of  Council     .    [3533J 

Educational  and  Charitable  Institationi 

Bill    {Mr,  Lygon,  Mr,   Walter) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Mar  81  [Bill  97] 

Moved,    "That  the   Bill   be   now  read  2o  "^ 

{Mr.  Lygon)  June  2,  [180]  608 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now,"  and  add  "  upon 

this  dav  three  months"    (ifr.    Remington 

Mills) ;  Question,  "That  'now,'  Ac,"  611 ; . 

after  short  debate,  A.  49,  N.   35 ;  M.  14  r 

main  Question  agreed  to 
Bead  2^ ;  and  committed  for  this  day  three 

months 

Edwaeds,  Lieut-Colonel  H.,  Beverley 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1261 ;  3R- 

[179]  804,  805 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  d,   10, 


[179] 100 
'utlic    " 


Public   House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[178]  864 ;  Comm.  el,  2,  [179]  545,  546, 550; 

add.  el.  554 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [hf 

2  Z 


bion»  2R.  [1^77]  1349    . 
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177  —  178—171^—180. 


BLL       BNN 


Egebton  Lord 
Committeet  on  PriTate  Bills,  Eetarn  mored 
for,  [180]  1086 

EoxBTOV,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Zaneaahire,  8. 
Gunpowder,  Aoeidents  from,  [179]  877 
Union  Ohar««bilUy,9R.  [178]  865 
Volunteer  Oflftoerf— Serrioe  on  Jnrief,  [178] 
•71  » 

EoBETON,  Hon.  v.,  Cheshire,  JT. 
Union  Oharge»bilit3r,[i78]  661 

EoERTOir,  Mr.  E.  C,  Maechifield 

Luicashire  and  Torkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Raaway,  2B.  [177]  1<^^« 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court.  [180]  902  ;  Res.  1129 
Union  Chargeabillty,  Comm.  [179]  122 

JEgypt'-The  8ue%  Canal 
QuesUon,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;   Answer,  Vis- 
count Palmerston  Mar  3,  [177]  10** 

Eloho,  Lord,  Baddingtonshtre 

Army  Estimates— Disembodied  Militia,  [177] 

1978  ;— Yeomanry,  1983  ;  —  Manufacturing 

Departments,  1998, 1997,  2000 
Borough  Franchise   Extension,  2R.  Previous 

Question  moTed,[i78]  1892 
Canada—Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[177]  1006  ;  [178]  242  ;   Papers  moved  for, 

793.816,816,842,848,892 
ChemisU  and  Druggists  (No.  1),  2R.  [178]  477 
CiTil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  738 
Jones,  Mr.  Mason,  Explanation.  [178]  1602 
Lanarkshire  County  Prison  Board,  2R.  [178] 

196 
Roads  (Scotland),  [177]  1922 
Roads   and    Bridges  (Scotland),  [179]    308; 

Comm.  Adj.  moved,  [1 80]  634 
Soulage  Collection,   Papers  moved  for,  [180] 

412,  413 
Supply,Report,  Res.  1,  [178]  369,  362;— Office 

of  woods,  Ac.  [180]  482 ;— National  GaUery 

Enlargement,  489,  496,  497 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  779 

Election  Petitions  Act  (1848)  Amend- 

jnent  Bill  (Sir  C.  0*Loffhlen,  Mr.  Adair) 
«.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  14  [Bill  19] 

Read2'»»  JV6  20 

Considered  in  Committee  after  short  debate ; 
Report  fV6  23,  [177]  632 

Read8«*  Feb  27 
I.  Read  1»  •  (Marqueti  of  Clamiearde)  Mar  2 

Read2»*3farl3  (No.  21) 

Committee* ;  Report  Mar  14 

Report  •ifor  23  (No.  86) 

Read  3»  *3far  24 

Royal  Assent  Apnl  7  [28  Vict.  0.  8] 

Mections,  General  Committee  of 
On  Feb  9,  Select  Committee  appointed  as  fol- 
lows :—  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  Francis  Thornhill 
Baring  (Chairman).  Rt.  Hon.  Spencer 
Horatio  Walpole,  Rt.  Hon.  Lord  Athlum- 
ney,  Sir  William  Miles,  Mr.  George  Ward 
Hunt,  Mr.  John  Bonham-Carter 


ELLENBO|toi76H,  Earl  of 

Army->MiUtax7  HospiUls  at  Netley  and  Wool- 
wich, [177]  1112, 1113 

Canada— Defences  of^Colonel  Jervoii'  Report, 
[1771433 

Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [179]  lOlC 

Courts  of  Josdce  Building,  Comm.  [178]  1309 ; 
elA,  1313  ;  ci.  7, 1314 

Destruction  of  Metropolitan  DwelliDgs  by  Rail- 
ways, [178]  «W 

East  India  (Governor  General's  Powers),  Comm. 
[178]  872 

Patent  RighU,  [177]  636 

Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  919 

Public  Schools,  [178]  746 ;  Select  Comm.  1804, 
1306;  Nomination  of  Comm.  1468,1459 

Standing  Order  No.  191— Displacemsat  of  Lon- 
don Poor,  [178]  876 

Tyne  Improvement,  3R.  [180]  848, 850 

Elphinstoke,  Sir  J.  D.  H.,  Portmouih 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  [ill] 

91 
Dockyard  Extensions,  2R.  Amcndt.[i79]6*<>; 

Comm.  Amendt.  948,  949, 1037 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [179]  1018 
India— Moorings  at  Calcutte,  [i77]207;— Tbo 
Budget,  [178]  892  ;— Transport  of  Troopi 
to,  [179]  116 ;— Medal  for,  663 
Mauritius— Military  Defence,  [177]  1747 
Navy— Armour-plated   Ships  in  the  Chsnnd 
Fleet,  [177]  140;— Repairs  of  the  "Royal 
Sovereign,"  dw.  601 ;— Wages  in  Dockyards, 
1148;— Bosrd  of  Admiralty,  [178]  700;- 
Widows  of  Warrant  OfBccrs.  Res.  [179]  ^70 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  IW, 
1192,   1403,  1463;    Adj.   moved.   1450;- 
Admiralty  Office,  ['178]  727  ;— Coait  Guanl 
Service,  729;  — Naval    EstablishmenU  at 
Home,    Adj.   moved,   732.  783;  — Wagw 
to  Artificers  at  Home,   948,  963;--Wige8 
to  Artificers  Abroad,  Adj.  moved,  954;— 
Miscellaneous  Services,  966 ;— New  Worki, 
*c.  [179]  929,  940 
Patent  Office,  Alleged   urregularities  in  the, 

[177]  1122  ;  -Accounts,  [179]  688 
Piers  and  Harbours  (Scotland).  [1 79]  918 
Supply— Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,  [179]^ 
269  ,•— Rates  for  Government  Property,  60S, 
603 

Emneth,  Infant  UortaUty  at,  in  NorfdH 
Question,  Mr.   Brady ;    Answer,   Sir  G«»se 
Grey  Mar  31,  [178]  662 

Enfibld,  Viscount  (Secretary  to  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners)  Middlesex 
Infectious  Patients  in  Workhouses,  [177]  1^ 
Main  Drainage  (Metropolis),  [177]  205 
Poor  Law— The  Highworth  Union,  [180]  8H 
Union  Chai-geability,  Comm.  d.  1,  Amewlt. 
[179]  492;  add.  cL  519 

Enhis,  Mr.  J.,  Athione 
Ireland  — Railway   System,  Address  moM 
[178] 916 

Enioskillen,  Earl  of 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  J*- 

[i79]> 
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(SESSION,  1865) 
177  —  178  —  179  —  180. 


Exq 


PAL 


Episcopate,  Inm'MM  of  the 
Petition  presented  bj  Lord  Lyttelton  June  23, 
[180]  696  ;  after  debate.  Petition  reitd  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 

I^ing  Forest,  Alleged  Murder  tn 
ObserTations,  Sir  George  Grej  Map  23,  [1 79] 
740 

EsMONDB,  Mr.  J.,  Waterford  Co. 

Constabalarj  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  el.  4,  [i  79]  990  ;  el,  9,  994 
Peace  Pretenratiop  ({reland)  Act  Ck>ntinaaiioe, 

Leaye,  [180]  323 ;  2R.  509  ;  Comm.  el.  4, 

Amend t.  091 
Roman  Gatholio  Oath,  2R.  [179]  437;  Comm. 

619 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 

[180]  760 


,  Earl  of 

Metropolitan  Sewage — Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, [177]  640  ;  Explanation,  735 

Established  Church  S&rviee^The  Ber>.  A. 
D.  Wagner 

Motion,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  and  report  to  this  House 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  serrice  of  the 
Established  Church  is  administered  at  the 
church  of  St.  Paul's,  Brighton/'  dtc.  (Mr, 
WJiaUey)May  23,  [179]  707;  after  debate, 
Question  put,  and  negatived 

See  Establwud  Chureh-^Cot^esiion  in  the 

EvEBSLET,  Viscount 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Pensioii, 
Res.  [179]  21 

EwART,  Mr.  J.  C,  Liverpool 
Army— Mackay's  Gun,  [180]  983 
Isle  of  Man  Disaflbreetation  (Compeniation), 

3R.  [178]  1520 
Public  House  Clofing  Act  Amendment,  Oomm. 

flwW.  <jZ.  [i79]554 
SiWer  Coinage,  [180]  261 
South  American  Beef,  [177]  1661 

EwART,  Mr.  W,,  Dumfries,  Sfo. 

Army— Cultivation  of  Gardens   by  Soldiers, 

[178]  670 
East  India  (Revenue  Aoooonts),  Comm.  [180] 

960 
Foreign  OfSce— Au^t,  [179]  1100 
Grand  Junction  Canal  Basin,  [180]  1043 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1200 
Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm«  moved 

for,  [178]  215.  223 
United  Stotes  -War  in  the,  [178]  88 

Ewma,  Mr.  H.  £.  Cbitm.-  Paisley 
Sngar  Dutiet  and  Drawbaoks,  Comm.  el.  1, 

[180]  283 
Supply— Poi(   Offioo   Packet  Servioe,   [180] 

471,  473 
WriU  Registration  (Scotland),  Oomm.  [179] 

1203 


ExcHxauBR,    Chakobllob     of    the,    k46 
Chahobllob  of  the  Excheqtteb 

Exchequer  Bonds  (£1,000,000)  Bill 

e.  Read  VMay  11  [BiU  142] 

Read2o»ifay  15 

Committee*  ;  Report  Mag  17 

Read  S^'^ifay  18 
I.  Kehd  l^^  {The  Lord  President)  Mag  19 

Read2*»  May  22 

Read  S^^  Mag  2S 

Royal  Assent  Mag  26  [28  Viet.  c.  29] 

Excise  Acts 
Considered  in  Committee*  June  20,  [180] 
Resolution  reported  *  June  21 

Executions  at  Newgate 
Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  |  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  A%  4,  [178]  1465 

Exeter,  The  Diocese  of 
Question,  Mr.  Wyld ;  Answer,  Sir  C^eorge  Grey 
Aprill,  [ilS]9Sl 

Exhibition  of  Miniatures  at  Kensington 
Question,  Earl  Stanhope  ;  Answer,  Earl  Gnm- 
vllle  June  16,  [180]  332 

Expiring  Lmos 
Select  Committee  appointed  and  nominated 
June  13  as  follows  :— Mr.  Peel  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Dodson,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  At- 
tomey  General,  Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Mr. 
Adderley,  Mr.  Cowper,  Sir  William  Jolliffe, 
Colonel  French,  Mr.  Baring,  Mr.  Brand, 
Mr*  Dunlop,  and  Lord  John  Manners 
Report  Jme  20— (Par/.  P.  No.  391) 

Expiring  Laws  ContiiiTiaiiLee  Bill 

(ifr.  Pea,  Mr.  Cfuineellar  of  the  Eteehefuar) 
e.  Ordered :  read  1»  •  June  21  [BUI  235] 

Read2«*  JiifM22 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  23 

Considered  as  n mended  *  June  26 

Read3o*/a)Uj27 
I.  Read  !••  ( The  Lord  President)  June  27 

Read  2»  •  June  29  (No.  226) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  30 

Read3>*7t^y3 

Royal  Assent  Julg  6    [28  d(  29  Tiei,  e.  11^] 

FaHories  Act^-The  Clay  Yards 
Question,  Mr.  Heygate  ;   Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  ifay4,  [178]  1467 

Falmouth  Borougli  Bill 

(Mr.  Baring,  Mr.  St.  Aubgn) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«*  June  8  [BUI  200] 

Read2«*JiiiMl6 

Committee*;  Report  Juntf 20 

Read  3  *•/!<»«  21 
/.  Read  1«  •  (Lord  Cramoorth)  June  22 

Read  2**  Jmie  27  (Ne.  201) 

Committee* ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3«*  Jiffy  3 

Royal  Assent  Julg  5    [28  di  89  Vkt.  e.  103] 
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PARauHAB,  Sir  W.  M*  T.,  E^riford 

Ciuuula— Dttfonoes  of— Ootoael  Jonroii'  Report, 

[177]  1602 

Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Publio  Auditi 
2R.  [180]  801  .     ^ 

Gpupty  Courto  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Oomm. 
rf.l,ti8o]68l 

Fire    Brigade    (MetropolU),    Comm.    cl.    C, 
Amendt.  [180J  529 ;  el.  11,  531,  532 

Gorernnaent  Annuities,  [180]  823 

India— War  in  Bhootao,  [179]   1120  ;— Mor- 
tality in  the  Royal  Artillery  on  the  March 
from   Mhow    to   Kjrkee,  1120  ;-^Lttol|now 
-      t»riM  Money,  [180]  730 

New  Zealand,  [177]  1745 

Poor  Law  Board  Gontlnuanoe,  Comm.  [180] 
727 

Prisons,  Comm.  cl  15,  Amendt.  [179]  1328, 
1329 

Supply— Printing  and  Stationery,  [179]  1144  ; 
—Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  1284 
'  Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  IBS® 
Wellington,  Duke  of,  Monumeat  at  St.  Paul's, 
[178]  80 

Fkliowes,  Mr.  E.,  Hunt%ngd(mhke 

LoeomotiTOs  on  Roads,  Comm.  cl,  2,  Amendt. 
[178]   1063,  1064;  d.  4,  Amendt.  1060; 
•         <j/.5,  1068 

Felony  and  lOsdemeaaor  Eridenoe  and 
Practice  Bill 

(Mr.  Dcnmdo,  Mr,  Loehe,  Sir  C.  aiogMen) 
C.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  14  [BUI  21] 

Read  2»  aaer  short  debate  Feb  22,  [i  7  7]  576 

Committee  • ;  Report  Feb  24 

Considered*  P«6  27 

Read3»*3forl     . 
/.  Read  1  •  {Lord  Chelmsfird)  Mar  2    (No.  22) 

Read  2*  after  debate  Mar  16,  1725 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  23 

Read  d»*ifar  24 

Royal  Assent  Jfoy  9  [28  Vict.  c.  18] 

FEirwncjr,  Mr.  H.,  Sunderland 
County  Voters  Registration,   Comm.  d.   12, 

[179]  101 
Malt  for  CatUe,  [x  77]  8^1 
Sheep  and  Cattle,  2R.  [178]  489 

Febgussok,  Sir  J.,  Ayrshire 
Army Recruiting,    Commission  moyed  for, 

II 77]  531  ;^Case  of  Lient.-Colonel  Dawkins, 
179]  649 
Axeem  Jah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Comm. 

[179]  58  ;  Report,  1238, 1244 
Canada— Defenoes  of— Colonel  Jerrois*  Report, 

[177]  1585 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178J  1198 
Ionian  Ishinds— Pensions  to  OfScers,  [178]  213 
Ireland— Administration  of  Justice,  [177]  1826 
Law  of  Evidence,  2R.  [177]  945 
Marriage  Certifteafass,  Stamp  J^uties  on,  [179] 

298 
Piocaditlj  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,   2R. 

Amendt.  [177]  589, 596 
WaysjndJCeans,  ComoEiwRes<-^ifelnsarance, 

Amendt.  [178]  1504 
Writs  Registration  (Sootland),  2R.  [178]  1167, 

1571 :  Comm..[i79]  1194, 1198 


Febmot,  Lord,  Uarylebcne 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  74 

BanH  Notes  (Ireland),  2R.  [180]  607 

Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  Comm.  d,  11,  [180] 

531 ;  Consid.  el.  18,  719 
Metropolitan  Paring,  Ac.  Commission  moved 

for,  [180]  138 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  Comm.  Amendt. 

[1803719 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  617 
Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1262 
Union  ChargeabUity,  Comm.  c/.  2,  [179]  518 

Fbuband,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Bevonport 

Charities,  The  raeant  Inspectorship  of,  [180] 

263 
Nary— Wages  in  Dockyards,  [177]  113«^- 

Devonport  Dockyard  —  Payment  for  Extrs 

Time,  1738;— Widows  of  Warrant  Offieen, 

Res.   [179]  582 
Parochial  Medical  Relief,  [i 78] 568  , 

Uegislrarship  of  the    Court   of  Bsnkrnplcr, ' 

Leeds,  [179]  293,  489  ;    Comm.  mored  for, 
*   775,778 

RiTcr  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  18^4 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.   [178]  866,  1M4; 

Comm.  [179]  136,  142,  172 
Waterworks  and  Reservoirs,  [177]  600,  1012; 

[178] 7 
Wycombe  Poor  Law  Union,  [178]  82 

Financial  Statement 
Question,  Mr.  White ;  Answer,  The  (3hsnoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  Mcar  IS,  [i  77]  1584 ;  Qw*- 
tion,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Tke 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  4,  [178] 
1466 

tmuT,  Mr.  A.  S.,  ArffUeMre 
.  Navy— Dockyard  SuperintendenU,  Res,  [rto] 
897 
Publio  Howe  dosing  Act  AnModmot,  2R. 

[178]  666 
Supply— Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Msa,  [i79J 
597,  598 ;— Flax  Cultiyation  (Ireland),  1809 
WriU  Registration  (SooUand),  Comm.  [i79i 
1197 

foe  Brigade  (Ketropolis)  Bill 

(M*.  Barinff,  Sir  Oecrge  Gretf) 
e.  Ordered*  ifay  17 

Readl**Jlfajrl8  [BiU  158] 

Read  2»  after  debate  May  25,  [i  79]  838 

Committee*  June  19— b.p. 

Committee ;  Report  June  20,  [180]  529 

Considered  as  amended  •/tm#  28,  718 

Read  3«  •  June  28  [BUI  380] 

L  Read  1»  •  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderie^)  Jwu  W 

Read2«*/tiiw27  (No.  215) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  29 

Read8»»/wne30 

;Royal  Assent  July  5      [28  A  29  VicL  c.  90] 

''        •         . 
Fire  Ineuranee  Duty 

Question,  Mr.  Wyld ;  Answer,  The  ChaBoeDflr 

of  tho  Exchequer  May  4,  [i  78]  1 467 

Motion,  «*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  HW" 

is  expedient  that  the  reduction  of  Fire  Ii- 

snrance  Duty,  made  in  the  last  SessioD,  fee 

[(Mit 
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Fire  Imuaranee  Duty— oont. 

extended,  at  ijib  earlieit  opportunity,  to 
houses,  household  goods,  and  all  descriptions 
of  insurable  property"  {Mr.  H,  B,  Sheridan) 
Mar  21,  [178]  85;  after  debate,  proTlous 
Question  put,  A.  Id7»  N.  65  ;  M.  72  ;  main 
Question  agreed  to,  87 ;  Dirision  List,  Ayes 
and  Noes,  44 

Fires  at  Theatres  and  Places  of  Public 

Amusement 

Question,   Mr.  Harvey  Levis ;    Answer,  Sir 

George  Grey  Feb  10,  [i  77]  186 ;— tn  London, 

Question,  Mr.  Hankey  ;  Answer,  Mr.  T.  O. 

Baring  Afar  21,  [17837 

Fires  in  London 
Question,  Mr.  Hankey;  ^Answer,  Mr.  T.  O. 
Baring  ifor  21,  [178]  7 

Fisheries^  Commissioners^  The  Chairman  of 
the—^Mr.  Eden) 
Question,  The  Bdarquess  of  Glanricarde ;  An- 
swer, Earl  GranTille  Jtme  16,  [180]  849 

tiTzoBEALD,  Mf.  W.  R.  8.,  Rorshom 
Army  Estimates,  [177]  2000 
Canada — Defences  of— Colonel  Jerrois'  Report, 

[177]  1589,  1562 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177] 1897 

Floyer,  Mr.  J.,  Dorsetshire 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  817;   Consid. 
[179]  681,  688 

FoRDE,  Lieat.-Col.  W.  B.,  Doumshire 
Ireland — County  Down  Assises— Chief  Justice 
Monahan,  Adj.  mored^  [178]  199 

Foreign  Jurisdiction  Act  Amendment  Bill 

(Earl  Russell) 
/.  Read  1»  •  June  28  (No.  211) 

Read  2*  •  June  2^ 

Committee*;  Report  Jtititf 27 

Read  8'*  June  29 
e.  Read  1»  *  Jtme  29  [Bill  25r| 

Read  2  *  June  80 

Committee*;  Report Ji<^ 8 

Read  8  •  JvUf  8 

Royal  Assent  July  6       [28  A  29  ViU.  e.  116] 

Foreign  Jxtw,  Convention  rsspectina 

Question,  Mr.  J.  J.  Powell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
July  8,  [180]  1044 

foreign  Offiee^^Audit 

Question,  Mr.  W.  Ewart ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
Afoy  80,  [179]  1100 

Foreign  Statistics 

Question,  Mr.  White;    Answer,   Mr.  Hilner 
Gibson  Mar  2,  [177]  958 

Foreign  Wines 

.    Question,  Sir  FitsRoy  Kelly;   Answer,  The 

Chanoellor  of  the  Ezoheqner  May  11,  [179] 

118 


Forfeiture  fer  Treason  and  Felony  Bill 

(Mr,  AUorney  Cfeneral,  Mr,  SoUeOor  General, 

Sir  George    Qrey) 
e.  Ordered*  May  5 
Readl»*ifay9  [BiU  184] 

Forfeitures  on  Conviction  of  Felony 
Question,  Mr.  Charles  Forster ;   Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Feb  18,  [177]  205 

F0R8TBB,  Mr.  C,  Walsall 
Aseem  [Jah^Nawab  of  the   Carnatio,  [177] 

1668 ;— Forged  Signatures,    Report,  1785  ; 

Res.  [178]  1604,  1607;   Comm.  [179]  58; 

Report,  1280, 1241,  1246,  1247  ;-.Di8cbiu-ge 

of  Marshall  and  Whitehead,  1267 
Forfeiture  for  Treason  and  Felony,  [180]  445 
Forfeitures  on  Conyiotion  of  Felony,  [1 77]  205 
I.irerpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  647 
Parliament,  Prorogation  of  the,  [180]  914 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7,  Amendt. 

[i77l  99  ;— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  444 

FoBSTER,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Bradford 
Army  Estimates— Administration  of  the  Army, 

[178]  991 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1898, 

1445,  1640 
Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jerrois'  Report, 

[177]  1555,  1557 
Companies  Workmens'  Education,  [180]  446 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  ch  6,  [179] 

482 
Education,  Comm.  mored  for,  [177]  920 
Educational  and  Charitable  Institutions,  2R. 

[180]  618 
Flogging  in  Gaols,  [178]  79 


GoTemment  Annuities  Act,  [177]  288 
Ouns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1988 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Oomm. 

moved  for,  [178]  585,  626 
Mines,  Comm.  moved  for,  [179]  78 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1509, 1510 
RiTcr  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1848 
TesU  AboUtion  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  224,  228, 

287 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1850 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  147,  807 
United  States— The  «*  AUbama,"  [179]  1108 
Zollyerein,  The,  [1 78]  1585 

FoBTE6€VE,  Earl 
Cotton  Manufectnring  Districts,  DistreM  in 

the— Mr.  Famall,  [177]  580 
Poor  Relief  (Metropolis)  Act  (1864),  Return 

moved  for,  [177]  202 

FoBTBscuE,  Eight  Son.  C.  S.  (Under  Seore- 
tarj  for  the  Colonies),  Louth  Co. 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  Ao.  [178] 

148 
British  KafiQrariai  Oemm.  [177]  1094 ;  e^  14, 

1098 
Oanadi^^Defeilceso^Oolonel  Jerrois*  Reperl, 

[177]  1590  ;  Papers  mored  for,  [178]  889 
Colonial  GoreftiorB (Retiring  Pensions),  Leave, 

[178]  1517, 1519 
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FoBntouB,  Bigb4  Hon.  0.  S.— «on<. 
New  ZeftUmi-^  MlUtorf  Contriutloa,  [177] 

1748 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [170]  438.  44a»  446 
Tests  AboUtion  (Oxford),  2it.  [180]  238 

Fortiflcatioiis  and  Works  Bill 

c.  Considered  in  Committee  June  13 

Resolutions  [June  13] reported • ;  Bill  ordered; 
readlo^/wwU  [Bill  215] 

Read2<»«7ttfi«16 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  10 

Read  3<>  *  June  20 
I.  Read  1*  •  {Earl  De  Orey)  June  20     (No.  180) 

Read2»*  June  22 

Committee  •;  Report /mitf  23 

Read3**/ttft«26 

Royal  Assent  June  20       [2S  &  20  7irf.  0.  61] 

JPtanee 
Cmmereial  Treaty  wUh,  Question,  Mr.  Tre- 

heme ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  Mar  18, 

[177]  1748 
ImporiaHon  of  SiUt    into.  Question,  Mr.  J. 

Tollemaohe;  Answer,   Mr,   Milner  Gibson 

ifoyl5,[i79]202 

•Pbaseb,  Sir  W.  A.,  Zudhto 

Azeem  Jah  (Sij^atnres  to  Petitions),  Discharge 
of  Marshall  and  Whitehead,  [179]  1267 

Bath,  Order  of  the,  Address  mored,  [180]  403 

Metropolitan  Paving,  ^.  Commission  moTed 
for,  [180]  132, 130 

St.  James'  Park,  [179]  1847 

Sopply—Kew  Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  250, 
252  ;'Nelson  Column,  (255  ;— Metropolitan 
Fire  Brigade,  256,  258  ^-Public  Offices  Site, 
250  ,*— Woods,  Forests,  Ae.  704 ;— Inspection, 
Ao.  of  Prisons,  1152; ^National  Gallery, 
1275 ;— Magnetio  and  Meteorological  Obser- 
Tations,  1277 ;  — Consular  Establishments 
Abroad,  1286,  1200 ;— Special  Missions, 
1205  ;~Superannufttiott  Allowances,  1207; 
— Misoellaneoos  Expenses,  1312 

FbekoHi  Colonel  F.,  Bo^wmmon  Co. 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  786 
Colonial  Defences,  [1^9]  ll07 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 
•      2R.  [178]  1513  ;    Comm.  el.  3,  [179]  087  ; 

add.  eh  ^^5 
Dogs  ReguUtion  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  6,  [179] 

488 
Edncation  —  Endowments   for,    Minute    of 

ConncU,  [178]  1587 
Ireland— Sute  of,  Res.  673 ;— Military  occn- 

pation  of  the  Curragh,  [178]  1570 
Records,  Irish,  [180]  368;  Res.  450 
Shannon  RiTcr,  [177]  660;    Nomination  of 

Comm.  [179]  55S ;  K^.  moved,  556 
Supply — Rates  for  Goremment  Property,  [179] 

602;— Woods,  ForesU,  he.  711  ;— Superin- 
tendent of  Roads,  South  Wales,  1187}— 

Landed  Estates  Court,  1151 
.    Tories,  Robbersy  and  RappareM  (Ireland),  2R 

[178]  757 
TnmplSu)  Aols  ContinuaaoOi  Comm.  el.  1,  [180] 

845 


Fulmer  Common,  J^ulomre  of 
Question,    Mr.  Shaw-Leforre ;    Annrer,  Mr. 
Peel  Jfor  6,  [177]  1116 

Gallwbt,  Sir  W.  P.,  UUrtk 
Great  Western  Railway,  Accident  ca  U»,  [179] 

1337 
Railway  communication  between  Psnengm 

and  Guaids,  [177]  1741, 1742 
Railways  (Guards  and  Passengers  Gommoni- 

cation),  Ree.  [i  79]  60,  71, 72 
Westminster  Improvement  CoBmiadoD,  R«- 

tnms  moved  for,  [179]  206 

Gaxway,  Viscount,  ^East  Retford 

Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Gre&t  Euten 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  Amendt.  [177]  16W 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  103; 

Comm.  720 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  615, 618 
South    Kensington    New    Road,  B^Oodb. 

[180]  362 
Theatres,  2R.  [180]  832 

Gbuue  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Sir  Hervey  Bruee^  Colonel  Forde)     ' 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  JW  24  [BiU  ti] 

MoTcd,  **  That  the  Billbenowread2«"iforlO, 
[177]  1528  ;  A.  50,  N.  8 ;  M,  42 ;  RttMl J* 
Mario 

MoTed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  laie  tha 
Chair"  (Sir  Eervey Bruce)  May  I8J1-9I 
372 

Amendt.  to  leaTO  out  from  "That,"  andidd 
"this  House  will,  upon  this  day  sis  monthi, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Oommitee  [Ik 
aConw  Don) ;  Question,  "  That  the  woHl 
d(o.;"  after  short  debatcu  QnesaoD  pot,iid 
ncgatiTcd  ;  words  added ;  mala  <Mi^ 
as  amended,  agreed  to ;  BUI  pal  off  W 
six  months 

Gbime  Licences  dreknd)  Bill 

(Sir  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Baring) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  after  short  debate  FMl, 
[177]  224  [BiUiq 

Read2o*F<?5  17 
(Committee*:  Report  JV6 20 
Read3<>»F«5  21 

I  Read  1*»  (The  Lord  Stemrd)  M  W 
Read  2*  •kor  3  (No.U) 

Committee  • ;  Report  Mar  7  (No. ») 

Read3»»Jfar9  ^       ., 

Royal  Assent  Jfor  27  [»  ^^  ••  *J 

Qaolt,  Flogging  in  ^ 

Questions,  Mr.  ScuUy.  Mr.  Hadfleld,  Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Sir  Gesi|s  m 
ifor  23,  [178]  77 


Gaughan,  Catherine,  C<ue  of 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Westmeath : 
Bwer,  Earl  Granyille  Jnly  4,  [180]  11« 


Gatin,  Hajor  G.,  Limerieh  Ctiy 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Spsedi,  wpi 

[177I  ^6 
RaUway  TraveUing  (IroUnd),  2R.  [ifi] « 
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General  Post  Office  ( Adaitknud  Site)  Bill 

(Mr.  Pedy  Mr.  Caliper) 
€.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  ifor  37  [BUI  94] 

Read2<»»u4pn7  7 
Referred  to  Seleet  Cemmtttee : — Mr.  Gowper 

iCbairmnn),  Mr.  Adam,   Mr.  Button,  Mr. 
»ygon,  Mr.  Peel,  and  Mr.  Tomline  April  S6 
Report •  Mai/  le  [BiU  149] 

Committee  *  (on  re-eotnm.) ;  Report  Mojf  S3 
Read3o»ifay25 
/.  Read  1*  •  {Lord  8UmUy  ofAlderUv)  May  35 
Read  2'  after  short  debate  June  3.  [179]  1186 
Report  •  June  30  (No.  134) 

Committee  *  June  33  ;  Report*  June  3d 
Readd**Jtcft«3e 
Rojal  Assent  July  6      [38  A  20  Viet.  0. 87] 

Qeobgb,  Mr.  J.,  Wexfori,  Co. 

Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  531 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  1183 
Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees  (Ireland\  3R. 

[178]  756 
Union  OfiBoers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  3R. 

[177]  1907 

Oerman  ZoUverein,  The 

Question,  Mr.  Hoygnte ;   Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
June  19,  [180]  416 

Gibson,  Rt.  Hon.  T.  M.  (President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade),  Ashton-under-Zyne 
Agricultural  Statistics,  [178]  560 
o1t( 


Bankruptcy    and     InsoiTenoy    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [17" 
British  India  and  Colonial  Trusts,  Ac,  Corpo- 


Ceylon — Lighthouse   on    the    Basset    Rooks, 

[179]  1132,  1133.  1134,1135 
Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [179]  46  ;  [180]  784 
Court  of  Referees  on  PriTate  Bills — Standing 

Order  88 ;  Adj.  moved,  [180]  878 
Foreign  Statistics,  [177]  958 
France — Commercial  Treaty  with,  [177]  1753 
Great  Western  Railway,  Accident  on  the,  [179] 

1337,  1345, 1347 
Great  Yarmouth  Borough,  Haren  and  Port, 

2R.  [177]  746 
harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  172^  176 
Holyhead  Harbour,  [178]  945 
Industrial  Exhibitions — Protection  of  Inven- 
tions, [177]  320 
Ireland — Dublin  and  Holyhead  Steamers,  [179] 

293 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1659 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1283, 1293 
Master  Manufacturers — Rental  on  Machinery, 

[180]  540 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  3R.  [180]  603 
'Oyster  Fishery,  [178]  673 
Paper  Trade,  Res.  [179]  757,  760 ;  [180]  133 
ParliamenUuy  Counsel,  Fees  of,  [177]  498 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1373, 1298  ; 

Comm.  cl.  1,  [179]  526,  527  ;  add.  el.  531, 

535,539 
Piers  and  Harbours,  [170]  1123 
Private  BUI  Costs,  2R.  [i  77]  569 
Private  Bills  — Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 

108  {—Printing  Petitions,  114 ;  Res.  285  ;— 

Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  443 


GiBsoir,  Rt.  hon.  T.  M.— oofit 
Railway   Aocidtnta,  [177]  116;    Ras.  1133; 

Papers  moved  for,  [180]  1169 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  620,  621,  628 
Railway  communication  between    Passengers 

and  Guards,  [177]  1743 
Railway  Construction  FaotUlies  Act  Amaod- 

mont,  3R.  [i8o]594 
Railway  Travelling,  [180]  363 
Railways  (Guards  and  Fassengovs  communU 

cation),  Res.  [179]  66,  71,  73 


Russia  Company  Does,  [i  77]  335 

•  France,  [179]  1 
Scotland— Port  Patrick  Harbour,  [178]  783 


Salt,  Importation  of,  into  France,  [179]  393 


Sea  Fisheries,  [177]  748 

Standing  Orders  Nos.  33  A  40,  Amendt.  [180] 

1161 
Supply — Holyhead  and  Portpatrick  Harbours, 

[1 79]  595  ;— Liffhtbouses  Abroad,  595,  596 ; 

—Board  of  Trade,  610,  611  ;— Magnetic  and 

Meteorological    Observations,    1377,    1378^ 

1379 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  326 
Thames  Embankment,  [180]  633 
Thames,  The,  at  Humpton  Court,  [178]  80 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Seleet  Comailtee 

on, [177]  1893 
Trinity  Board— Steam  Tugs,  [i  77]  1117 
Waterworks  Dills,  [177]  1043 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [i  78]  1485 
Wrecks  and  Casualties,  Abstract  of,  [177]  388, 

1663 
Wrecks  on  the  Coast  of  Devon  and  Cornwall, 

[177]  *oo 

Zollvei'cin,  Treaty  with  the,  [180]  465 


OiLPiK,  Colonel  B.  T.,  Bedfordshire 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1813  ; — 

Pay  and  Allowanees,  1833 ;— Administration 

of  the  Army,  [178]  998 
Army— Number  of  the,  [177]  746 
Canada— Defences  ^  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

848 

QxLPnr,  Mr.  C,  Nhrthampion 

Church  Rates  Commutation,  3R.  [179]  05 

Poor  Law  Secretary,  Res.  [177!  406 

Supply — Nonconforming,  dks.  Ministers*  [179]' 

1302  ;  —  Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180] 

473 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  cl.  2,  [179]  511, 

513 

Gladstoke,  Eight  Hon.  "W.  E.,  iee  CnAir- 

GELLOB  of  the  EzCHEaUEB 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  F.  H.,  Reading 

Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1656 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  743 

Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  307 ;  3R. 
1026 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Instruc- 
tion to  Comm,  [177]  932 

Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1197 

Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  318 

Private  Bills—Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 
103 ;— Chairmaii's  Casting  Vote,  445 

River  Waters  Protection,  3R.  [177]  1352 

Schleswig-Holstein  Duohiea,  {i  78r}  939 

Supply— Royal  Parks,  [179]  346  ^  - 

Digitized  by  VjOOSIC 


>8i 


GOR       GEA        |GfiK¥EAL   "INDEX) 
177  — 178  — 179  — 180. 


GEA       QRA 


Gobi,  Mr.  W.  E.  Onnsby,  LMrim  Co, 
ConsUboUrj  Foroe  (Iroland)  Act  Amendmeni, 

Comm.  Amendt.  [179]  978,  988 ;  cl.  S,  987 
Dogs  RogoUtion  (Ireland),  Contid.  cL  31,[i79] 

859 
Lanoathire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Jonotion  Railwaj,  2R.  [177]  1659 

G08CHSK,  Mr.  G.  J.,  London 
Bank  Notei  Issue,  2R.  [177]  630;    Comm. 

[178]  1264;  cL  8,  1268;  Re-Oomm.  cl,  S, 

[179]  823 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861).  Res.  [179]  1114 
Churoh    Bstablisbment  (Ireland),    Res.    Adj. 

moved,  [178]  455 
Costoms,  Out  Door  OfBoers  or,  Comm.  mored 
.    for,  [178J  1217 

India*  Expedition  to  BhooUn,  [178]  939 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1295 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

cZ.2,[i79]550 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  Lea?e,  [178]  48; 

2R,*  [18^185,  231 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on.  [177]  1887 

Oovemmmt  Annuitiei  Act 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  F^  14,  [177] 
238  ;  Question,  Mr.  Hodffkinson  ;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  21, 
499 ;  Question,  Mr.  Ajrton ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Peel  Mar  2,  957 ;  Question,  Mr.  Salt ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Mar  2,  959  ;  Question,  Sir  Minto  Farquhar; 
Answer,  Tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
June  26,  [180]  823 

OowxB,  Hon.  E.  F.  Letesoit,  Bodmin 
landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [178]  596 

GowBB,  Mr.  G.  W.  G;  LETBSOir,  R$igat$ 
River  Waters  Proteotion,  2R.  [177]  1343 

Gbaitaiu),  Earl  of 
IreUnd^Poor  Law  Unions,  [180]  431 

Or  and  Junction  Canal  Baiin,  The 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Ewart ;   Answer,  Mr.  H.  A. 
Bruce  JtUy  3,  [180]  1043 

Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Blake,  Mr,  McMahon,  Mr,  Magtdre) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Mar  27  [BUI  93] 

Bill  withdrawn*  June  21 

Gbantille,  Earl  (Lord  President  of  the 
Ck)uncil) 
Abyssinia — Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in,  Papers  moved  for,  [i  79]  738, 739 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  30,  31 
Agricultural  Ganffs,  Address  mored,  [179]  177 
Army— Military  Hospitals  at  Netley  and  Wool- 
wich, [177]  1113 
Bankruptcy  and  InsoWenoy  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendinent,  Commons  Amendts.  [i7fir|  1306 

[coni. 


Gbantillb,  Earl — cont. 
Burial  Service,  Res.  [180]  1031 
Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,[i8e] 

1026 
Canada— Defences  oi^CoIooel  Jertois*  R«poit, 

[177]  430 
Cartoons  at  Hampton  Coart  Palace,  [178]  568 
Casual  Poor— Metropolis,  [178]  5 
Chmrcfa  in  Ireland— The  29kh  Cancii  of  leoS, 

[180]  1160 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [179]  872;  Cobb. 

962  :  d.  4,  974  ;  Report,  1045, 1047, 1649 
Committees  on  Private  Bills,  Betom  mored 

for,  [180]  1034 
Companies  Workmens*  Education, Cobub.  d,l, 

Amendt.  [179]  955 
Confession  in  the  Churoh  of  England- law  of 

Eriaence,[i79]  185 
Cotton  Manufacturing  Districts,  Diitreis  ia 

the— Mr.  Farnall,  [177]  581, 582 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Comm.  [178]  1399 
Courts  of  Justice   Concentration  (Site),  IR. 

add.  cl{i'jS^  1587 
Destitute  Poor  (Metropolis),  Retoroi  moved 

for,  [1 77]  98 
Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellbgs  I7  Riil- 

ways,  [178]  554 
Divine  Worihtp  in  the  Church  of  Englsiid,  2R. 

[180]  919 
Divisions,  Manner  of  taking— Standing  Order, 

[179]  W8 
DocknOl,  Mr.,  CJase  o^  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

191 
Easter  riulrUys,  Notice,  [178]  486 
EdmuiiJs,   Leonard,   Resignation  of,  Cooud. 

moved  for,  [177]  1218,  1219,  1220;  Report 

of  Select  Comm.  [178]    1525;— Penaoo, 

Res.  [179]  15,27,  40,  44 
Education— The  Revised  Code  of  RegoIaUoM, 

[177]  316;— NaUonal,  1734 ;— Examinatioi 

0fChUdren,[i78]878,879 
Fisheries  Commissioners,  Chairman  of  tbe, 

[180]  349 
Illicit  Distillation— The   Constabolsry,  [iTT] 

277 ; — In  Clare  and  Donegal,  Reton  mored 

for,  281 
Imperial  Gas,  2R.  [179]  865 
Imprisonment  on  CivU  Process,   Mkldleiex, 

1:178]  s 

Ireland — John  Daroy  and  Robert  Dividioi, 

Papers  moved  for,  [177]  131 ;— Magistncy 

and  Police  Force,  Papers  moved  for,  l^^ 

Arming  of  the  Constabulary,  229 ;— PbUk 

Records   relating    to,     742 ;  —  Cstl«ir« 

Gaughan,    Papers  moved  for,  [178]  37); 

[179]  723,  725,  1186;  £i8o]  1159;-J.m<1 

0.  Uannigan,  Papers  moved  for,  [179]*^' 

—Poor  Law  Unions,  [180]  432 

Irvin,  Mr.  D*Aroy,  Papers  moved  for,  [i 77] »• 

Juries  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1596 

Liverpool  Borongfa  Prison,  [180]  859 

Locomotives  on  Roads,  Nomination  of  CmB- 

[i8o}9  . 

Lord   Chancellor,   Resignation  of  ths^  W 

1142 
Metalliferous  Mines,  2R.  [179]  €94 
Metropolitan  Sewage— Report  ef  Seleet  C» 

mittee,  [i77]64l 
Mines,  R^ert  on,  [1 79]  388 
kiniatttres.  Exhibition  of,  at  Sonth  KtfHT 

ton,  [180]  333 
Mortgage  Debentures,  8R.  [179]  721 
Moseums,  Ac.  PuUio,  [180]  970 
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GnJMYiLu,  Earl — cent. 
North  West  Territory — BritUh  North  Amerioa, 

[177] 587 
Parliament,  Dissolution  of  the,  [180]  850 
Patent  Offloe  Accounts,  Audit  of  the,  [179]  261 
Patent  Rights,  [177]  736 
Peace  Preservation  (Irelaad)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.ri8o]922 
Penalties  Law  Amendment,  3R.  [180]  969 
Police  (Ireland),  Returns  moTed  for,  [178]  1508 
Poor  Rates,  Metropolitan  and  Suburban  Dis- 
tricts, [177]  280 
Poor  Relief  (Metropolis)  Act  (1864),  Return 

moved  for,  [177]  203 
Princess  of  Wales,  Address  moved,  [180]  100 
Prisons,  2R.  [180]  518;  Comm.  d,  68,  854; 

Schedule  2,  855 ;  Report,      021 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[179]    1117;    Comm.    [180]    112;  d.  5; 

Amendt.  114;  Report,516,  518 
Public  Schools,  Select  Comm.  [178]  1304 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  432,  434,  436 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  [177]  735 
Roman  Catholic  Schools,  [180]  850 
Russia — Epidemic  in,  [178]  744,  880 
Saflfron  Hill  Murder— Case  of  Pclitxioni,  [178] 

485 
Singapore  and  the  Stndts  Settlements,  [180] 

438 
Slave  Trade  Papers,  [180]  334 
Transportation  to  Australia,  [177]  739 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [180]  0 
Winslow,  Mr.,  Pension  to,  [180]  1142 

Or  eat  Western  Railway  Accident 
Question,  Sir  William  Gall wey ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson  June  9,  [179]  1337 


Oreat  Yarmouth  Borough,  Haven  and  Port 
Bill  (by  Order) 

e.  Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<»"  (Sir 
B.  Stracey)  Feb  27,  [177]  744  ;  Amendt.  to 
leave  out  *'  now/'  and  add  *'  upon  this  day 
six  months"  {Mr.  Warner);  Question, 
"That  'now'  Ac.;"  after  debate,  A.  129, 
N.  17 ;  M.  112 ;  Read  2^  Feb  27 

Grbaves,  Mr.  E.,  Wartoieh 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  3R.  [179]  806 
Bristol  and    North    Somerset    Railway,  2R. 
Amendt.  [178]  877 

Oreen,  Mary^  Case  of 

Question,  Mr.  llennessy ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P. 
ymenAprU  27,  [178]  1082 

Greenock  Railway  Bill 

e.  Moved,  <*  That  the  Bill  be  re-committed  to 
the  former  Committee"  {Mr.  E,  F,Bomferie) 
April  28,  [178]  1193 ;  after  debate,  A.  110, 
N.  76 ;  M.  84 

Greenwich  Hospital  Bill 

(J^.  Childers,  Lord  C.  Paget,  Mr.  Adam)' 
178]  c.  Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  CAtWler*);  after  long 
debate,    Bill  ordered ;   read  l**  April   25, 
1002  [Bill  183] 

VOL.  CLXXX.  [thibd  seeiks.]  Lcont. 


Oreenuneh  Hospital  BiU-~^oni, 
1 79]  Read  2^  after  long  debate  May  29,  996 
.  Committee  ;  Report  May  29,  906       [Bill  179] 
.  Committee  (on  re'comm.) ;  after  short  debate, 
Considered  June  8, 1314 
Committee — b.p. 
180]  Considered  in  Committee ;  Report  June  13, 

124 
.  Considered  as  amended  Jtme  19,  499 

Read  3«  • /Mfuj  20  [Bill  212] 

/.  Read  1*  •(Duke  of  Somerset)  June  20 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*"  June 
27, 855  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
.  Read  2*  June  27  (No.  179) 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  29 
Read3**/uiu?30 
Royal  Assent  July  5        [28  <b  29  Viet.  0.  89] 


Greenwich     Union  —   Cases    of    Uary 
Moriarty,  Julia  Rannon,  and  Others 
Question,  Mr.  Maguire ;   Answer,  Mr.  C.  P. 
Villiersi'V5  23,[i77]596 

Qbeenwood,  Mr.  J.,  Ripan 
Locomotives  on  Rofult,COmm.  d,  4,  [178]  1067) 
3R.  Amendt,  [179]  372 

Qbeooet,  Mr.  "W.  H.,  Oalway  Co, 

Army— Military  Store  Deportment,  [177]  1128 
Borough  (franchise  Extension,  2R.  Adj.  moved, 

[178]  1445,  1449, 1613 
British  Museum,  Enlargement  of  the,  [179]  391 
Confederate  States — British  Property  in  the, 

[177]  1922 
Game  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  372 
Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [i  77]  722 
National  Gallery— Mr.  Frith's  "  Derby  IMy,'* 

[178]  1288 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [170]  1068 
Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1537,  1557, 

1558 
Supply — Department  of  Science  and  Art,  [179] 

1176  ;— British  Museum,   1352 ;  — National 

Gallery  Enlargement,  [180]  494 


OreysoUf  Mr.,  late  Chairman  oj  the  Publie 
Petitions  Committee 
Observations,  Viscount    Palmerston  Fdf  16, 

[177]  286 

Gebnfell,  Mr.  C.  P.,  Preston 
Army  Estimates — Disembodied  Militia,  [177] 
1979 

Qbbyillk,  Colonel  F.  S.,  Longford  Co. 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act^ 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  787 
Ireland — Administration  of  Justice,  [177]  1825  ; 

— County  Down  Assizes — Chief  Justice  Mona- 

han,[i78]201 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  f  178]  598 
Qualiacation  m  OfDces  Abolition,  3R.  [178]  181 
RaUway  Travelling,  [180]  262 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 

[180]  756 
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Gbet,  Earl 

Ashworlh,  Mr.  C,  Case  of,  [177]  119 

Burial  Serrioe,  Res.  [180]  1032 

Companies  Workmens'  Edacation,  Comm.  d,  1, 

[I79]»M 
Imperial  Gas,  9R.[i79]d65 
I^ocomotives  on  Roads,  Conmi.  [180]  257 
Marriages  (Laroboume),  Comm.  add,  el,  [179} 

101 
Pablio     Ronse    Closing    Aet     Amendment, 

Comm.  [180]  lU 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  800 
Tyne  Improrement,  SR.  [180]  850 
Union  Chargeabilitj,  2R.  [180]  36 


GftiT,  Right   Hon.  Sir  G.  (Secretary  of 
State  for    the    Home  Department), 
Ilorpeth 
Abingdon  Gaol,  [177]  IIG 
Army^CaM  of  Lie«t.-Colon«l  Dawkins,  [1 79] 

660 
Aiecm  Jah  (Signatures  to  Pvtilions),  Report, 

[179]  1248 ;— Discharge    of  Manbnll   and 

Whitehead,  1268 
Ballot,  The,  [177]  660 
Bel&st— RioU  at,  [177]  382»  880,  400;  Res. 

[180]  168 
Borough  Francliiso  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1446, 

1460,  1471,  1620 
Bristol,  Episcopol  residence  at,  [x8o]  632 
Capital  Punishment  within  Gaols,  Leave,  [177] 

455 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  2),  211.  [178]  476 
Church  Attendance  on  Sundays,  LeaTe^[i77] 

048 
Church  Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [178]  306 
Church  of  England  Usages,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[179]  775 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  SR.  [179]  00 
Clerical  Subscription,  I^ave,  [178]  1710  ;  2R. 

[180]  634 :  Comm.  cl,  1,  830 ;  cL  4,  841  ; 

Consid.  870 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  el.  8,  [179]  002  ;  el.  0,  003,  004 
Convictions  under  Refreshment  Houses  Act, 

[177]  452,  740 
Convocation — Alteration  of  the  Canons,  [179] 

1260 ;  [180]  360 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Consid. 

[180]  847 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  el,  10,  [i  79] 

100,101;  add.  el.  102 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills — Standing 

Oriler  No.  88,  [i8o]  874 ;  No.  00,  877 
Craythorne,  Walter,  Case  of,  [179]  1335 
DogB,  Ownerless,  [180]  365 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[179]  1128 
Drake,  Mr.,  Case  of  the  late,  [178]  488 
Ecclesiastical  Commission,  [180]  1044 
Education— Minute  of  Council,  [178]  1318 
Educational  and  Charitable  Institutions*  2R, 

[180]  614 
Established    Church    Service  —  Rev.    A.    D. 

Wagner,  Comm.  moved  for,  [179]  771 
Execution  at  Durham,  [178]  8 
Executions  at  Newgate,  [178]  14C5 
Exeter,  Dioeese  of,  [i  78]  034 
Factories  Act— The  Clay  Yards.  [178]  1467 
Faim  Biuldings  and  Cottages  (Scotland).  [180] 

[eotU, 


Gbet,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.^^eont, 
Felony  and  Misdemeanor  Evidence  and  Prac- 
tice, 2R.[  177]  670 
Fires  at  Theatres,  Ao,  [177]  136 
Flogging  in  Gaols,  [178]  78, 70 
Gunpowder,  Storage  of,  [177I 1116 
Herring  Fishery  (Scotland),  [177]  846 
Highways  Act,  [178]  84 
Inclosnre,  Comm.  [i  ;8]  028 
Industrial  Schools,    Suspension  of  StaiuSog 

Order,  [1 78]  486 
Infiint  Mortality  at  Emneth,  [178]  562, 059 
Ireland— Stete  of.  Res.  [177]  800;— Caw  of 

Mary  Ryan,  1535  ;— County  Down  Awiiei— 

Chief  Justice  Monahan,  [128I2OI ;— Titlet 

to  Land,  888 ;— Opening  of  the  Dublin  Ex- 
hibition, 1604 ;— The  Irish  Church,  [179]  194; 

—Roman  Catholic  Uniycnity,  [180]  1177 
Kent,  Constance,  Case  of,  [i  29]  48 
I..eeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  far, 

[179]  770;  Res.  [180]  1134 
Licensing  Laws,  [177]  1116 
Liturgy,  Revisiou  of  the,  [179]  1122 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  647 
Lock  Out  in  the  Iron  Trade,  [178]  02 
Locomotives   on    Roads,  Comm.  el,  I,  [17^] 

1060, 1070  ;  cl.  2,  1005,  1066 ;  el.  4,  Ameudl. 

1067;  el.  5,  1000;  d.  8,  1070 
Marriage  Law,  [177]  447 
Mayne,  Sir  B.,  and  the  Bamet  Magistntei, 

[1781722 
Metropolis  Sewage  and^  Essex   RcdamatioD, 

Consid.  [1783886 
Metropolitan  Paving,  Ao.  Commission  noved 

for,  [180]  130 
Metropolitan  Police  Rate,  [177]  1004, 190$ 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  2R.  [178]  1055 
Middlesex    Industrial  Schools,  Consid.  [179] 

1265 
Mines,    Condition   of,   [178]    1500;  CoDm. 

moved  for,  [179]  72,  73 
Minor  Canons,  Ac.  [180]  080 
Monastic    and     Conventual     EstAblisbmcoti, 

Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  1077, 1080 
Moi-tgage  Debentures,  2H.  [177]  270 
Murder  in  Epping  Forest,  [179]  740 
Patent  Oflaco— Mr.  Edmunds,  [177]  1021 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Ameadmfi&t, 

2R.  [180]  511  ;  Comm.  el.  4,  505 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  [179]  1102 
Poor  I  Ayr  Board  Continuance,  Comm.  [180]  738 
Powder  Magaxincs,  Government,  [177]  135 
Princess  of  Wales  —  Address    moved,  [179] 

1270 
Prison  Libraries,  [177]  747 
Prisons,  I^ave,  [177]  212;   2R.  13C1,  W6S: 

Comm.  cl,  15,  [179]  1328  ;  cL  10,  J339;  d. 

21,   1330;   cl.   22,  Amendt.   1330;  cL  43, 

1331  ;  cl  53,  1331  ;  Schedule  1,  1333,1334, 

1335 
Prisoners  in  Newgate,  Treatment  of,  [177] 59^ 

1024,  1025,  1020 
Private  Bai  Costs,  2R,  [177]  574 
Private  Bills— Sunding  Order  No.  7,  [iTTJ 

112 
Public  House  Closing  Act  (1664)  AmcndnMst, 

Leave,   [177]  254;    [178]  480;   2R.  S67; 

Comm.  el.  2,  [179]  512,  543,  545,  548,550; 
Amendt.  551, 552  ;  add.a.  553,  554 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  ApproMshes),  Lesr^ 

[177]  1806, 1307 
Qualiacation  for  Offices  Abolitiofi«  3B.  [i/^i 
182 
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Grit,  Right  Hon.  Sir  C— «0ft<. 

Reformatory  Children,  Exhibition  of,  [178] 
1001 

River  Waten  Protection,  Leave,  [177]  127; 
2R.  1831, 1888 

Roman  Catholio  Oath,  Leare,  [178]  31;  2R. 
[179]  456,  461,  469 ;  Comm.  618,  617,  741  { 
eLU  [180]  64 

Russia— Epidemic  io,  [178]  784,  880 

Saffron  Uill  Murder,  [177]  209 ;  [178]  84 

St.  James'  Park,  [179]  1348 

Sewage  Utilization,  LeaTO,  [177]  127;  2R. 
1360 

Smith  or  Swanson,  Margaret,  Case  of,  [i  78]  84 

Sonth  American  Beef,  fi  77]  1661 

Supply — Metropolitnn  Fire  Brigade,  [179]  257* 
258  :'Lunatic  Asylum,  Islo  of  Man,  598  ;-^ 
Rates  for  Government  Property,  604;—* 
Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  705,  706,  711 ;— Office 
of  Works,  dec.  048 ; — Lunacy  Commissions, 
1137;— Secret  Service,  1 139  ;^Inspection» 
Ac.  of  Prisons.  1153;  Report,  1260;  — 
Bermudas,  1280  ;— Consular  Establishments 
Abroad,  1287; — Nonconforming,  Ac.  Mini* 
sters,  1299 

Thestres,  Ac.  2R.  [180]  182 

Titles  to  Land  Registration  (Ireland),  [177] 
747 

Turnpike  Tolls  Abolition,  Lea?d,  [178]  1524 1 
2R.  [180]  593 

Turnpike  Trusts,  [177]  138 

Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  171,  172, 
173 

United  States  —  Assassination  of  President 
Lincoln,  [178]  1081 ;  Address  moved,  1242 

University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 
[180]  549 

Upper  Street,  Islington,  Disgrmceful  Stato  of* 
[179]  239,  241 

Wakeaeld  Gaol.  [177]  1091 

Waterworks  and  Reservoirs,  [177]  601  ;  [i  78]  7 

Wednesday  Sittings — Suspension  of  Standing 
Order,  [180]  1163 

Qmpfith,  Mr.  C.  Darby,  D&vms 
Abingdon  Gaol,  [177]  116 
Army — Case  of  Lieut.- Colonel  Dawkins,  [i  79] 

641,  660,  662,  744;  Address  moved,  880, 

888,  892.898;  Explanation,  1041,  1886;— 

Dress  of  Militai7  Chaplains,  [180]  781 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180J  603  ;  Comm. 

d,  2,  Amendt.  839 
Courts  of  Conciliation,  [178]  489 
Devixes  Turnpike  Trust,  [179]  562 
Egypt— The  Suez  Canal,  [177]  1044,  1759 
Financial  Statement,  [i  78]  1466 
Ireland— Administration  of  tho    Jaw,  [177] 

1740,  1829 
Italy — Capture  of  British  Subjoots  by  Brigands, 

[180I 1162 
Juries  in  Criminal  Cases,  2R.  [177]  1724 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  9,  [178] 

753 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm«  el.  2,  Amendt. 

[178]  1065;  el.  1,  1071 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  276 
Parliamentary  Counsel,  Fees  of,  [177]  498 
Pensions  to  Officers  of  the  House  of  Lords, 

Ii77]1870 
Poland— Affiiirs  of.  Res.  [177]  1849 
Postmaster  General,  Offlco  0%  Comm.  mofed 

for,  [178]  878, 895 


GaivnTH,  Mr.  C.  Darby    cowl. 

Post  Office  —  Tfareepeimy  Postage  Stampf 
[177]  *09 

Prisons,  Leare,  [177]  229,  928;  9R.  1361» 
1362 

Railway  Accidents,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 
1167, 1169 

Railway  Travelling,  [180]  263 

Roman  Catholio  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  617 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Res.  [t#o]  450, 
457 

Secret  Service  Money,  Returns  moved  for, 
[180]  590,  592 

Simony,  Law  of,  [180]  982 

Supply— New  Houses  of  Parliament,  [i  79]  251 ; 
—Foreign  Office,  606  ;>-Secret  Service,  1 138, 
1139  ; — Magnetic  and  Meteorological  Obser- 
vations, 1279; — Royal  Academy  of  Music, 
1280  ;— Labuan,  1281  ;~Consular  Establish- 
menU  Abroad,  1285,  1287 

"  Times,"  The,  and  the  Budget,  [179]  299 

Turnpike  Acts  Continoance.  Comm.  A<^.  moved, 
[180]  687,  688;  Schedule,  Amendt.  840 

Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  [178]  1015 

United  States  —  Proclamation  of  President 
Johnson,  [1793568 

Obooan,  Sir  E.,  Dublin  City 
British  North  America— Red  River  Territory, 

[179]  976 
Ireland^ Royal  Hibernian    Military   Sehool, 

Returns  moved  for,  [178]  542  ;— Deep  Sea 

Fishery,  669 
Union  Officer8(Ireland)  SupenumoatioDt  Comm. 

eL\,  [178]  267 

QBOsYEiroB,  Earl,  Chester 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  add.  eh  [179]  520 

Hadfiel]),  Mr.  0.,  Sheffield 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  8R.  [179]  803,804;  Ro« 

Comm.  Amendt.  810 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1894 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  90,  96 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  654 ;  Comm. 

838 
Clonpriest,  Ac.  Benefiees  (Ireland),   Retvms 

moved  for,  [177]  249 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  8R.  [180] 

828 
Courts  of  Jttstioo  Building,  Leave,  [177]  178 ; 

2R.292 
Crown  Suits,  Ac.  [179]  490 
Educational  and  ChariUble  Inatitntions,  2R. 

[180]  Oil,  613 
Flogging  in  Gaols,  [178]  78, 79 
Indenmity,  Leave,  [180]  624;  9R,  Amendt* 

684 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  Preamble,  [180]  308 
Ireland — Administration  of  Justice,  [177]  1820 
Law  of  Evidence,  Ao,  Leave,  [177]  261 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[1791783 
Local  Government  Supplemental,  Comm.  [178] 

1084, 1035 
Obsolete  Acts  of  Parliament,  [i  78]  1009 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  574 
Public  nouse  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amendmeni, 

Leave,  [177]  256 
Qualification  ibr  Ofltoet  Abolition,  2R.  [177] 

210;  8R.  [178]  181 
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HADnBLD,  Mr.  G.^eoiU, 
Supply— Rates  for  Gofernment  Property,  Adj. 

moved,  [179]  604 
United   States  —  Consuls    for   the    Southern 
States,  [180]  567 

HALiBrKTOK,  Mr.  T.  C,  Laundest&n 

Armr  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  dee.  [178] 

186 
Canada— Defenoes  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

793 

Hamilton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  C,  2\fr<me  Co. 
Belfast-^RioU  at,  [177]  366,  871 
Constabulary  Foroe  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Consid.  el.  3,  [180]  105 
India  Offloe  (Site,  Ac.),  Coram,  cl.  2,  [178] 

863 
Publio  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leaye, 

[177]  1302,1807 
Quaiifloation  for  Offices  Abolition,  3R.  [178] 

183 

Hammok,  Major  W.  F.,  Ztnlithgowshire 
Railway  Trayelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  66 

Hampton    Court   Palace,    Cartoons    and 

Ornamental  Screefis  at 

Observations,  Lord  St.  Leonards  Mar  31,  [178] 

056 ;   Question,    Mr.   Cavendish  Bentinck ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Cowper  May  15,  [179]  301 — 

Pari  P.  (L.)  No.  84 

Hanbtjrt,  Mr.  R..  Middlesex 
Executions  at  Newgate.  [178]  1465 
Nasareth— Church  at,  [178]  79 
Newiogton  Green  and  liornsey  Road,  [178] 

1239 
Night  Refuges  (Metropolis),  [177]  1020 

HAWitE^,  Mr.  T.,  Peterborough 
Bank    Notes  Issue,  2R.  [177]  625;   Comm. 
[178]  1260;    cl,  8,  1266;    Amendt.  1268; 
add.  cL  1272 
Charitable  Tmsts  Pees,  2R.  [178]  1027 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  735 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  840 
Fires  in  London,  [178]  7 
Metropolitan  Paving,  ^.   (Commission  moved 

for,  [180]  137 
Minor  Canons,  dto.  [180]  087 
ParKaroentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [1781221 
Supply  —  Metropolitan    Fire    Brigade,   [179] 
258 ;— Board  of  Trade,  610 ;— Royal  Aca- 
demy of  Music,  1280 

Sarlours  of  Refuge 
Breahvaterat  Aldemey,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Peel  May  10.  [179]  660 
Moved,  **  That  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  should 
:   now  adopt  measures  for  the  construction  of 
,  some  of  the  Harbours  ot  Refogo  on  the  coast 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  recommended 
by  a  Oemmittee  of  this  House  in  1858,  and 
. '  by  ft  Royal  Commission  in  1859"  {Sir  Fre- 
derick Smith)  June  13,[i8&|  164 ;  after  long 
debate,  A. 90, Iff; in  ;  M.  12 


Harbours  of  /Ze/W^d— cont 

Jlnrwieh  Harbour,  I.  Considered  in  Conunii. 

toe*  June  29  ;  Reported*  Jtme  80 
Holyhead  Harbour,  Question,  Colonel  Banne; 
Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  April!, [ii^^]  944 

Harbours  Transfer  BiU 

{Mr,  Milner  Oxbson,  Lord  C.  Pa^) 
fi.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  •  June  14  [BiU  216] 

Read2o»/tiikJl6 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  19 

Read  3*»  •  June  20  [BiU  850] 

I,  lietidl^*  (Duke  0/ Somerset)  June  2Q 

Read2**  JMMtf22  (No.  182) 

Committee*  June  23 ;  Report*  June  it 

Read3**  Jim«  27 

Royal  Ajsent  July  5    [28  A  29  Ftc/.  c.  100] 

Habbcastle,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Bury  8t.  Edmmis 
Malt,   Res.  [177]  1272;    Previous   (iuestiro 

moved,  1298 
Prison  Libraries,  [177]  747 

Haedwickb,  Earl  of 
Army— Issue  of  Commissiont,  [180]  973 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 

[180]  964 
Ck>urts  of  Justice  Building,  Comm.  [178]  1309 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  o^Peosioii, 

Res.  [179]  20 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [180]  856 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  2R.  [179]  867,  873; 

Comm.  [180]  256,  257 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation,  3R. 

[179] 1115 
Navy— Masters  in  the,  [179]  384  ;— Csptains 

on  the  Reserved  List,  [180]  979 ;— Wimnt 

Officers,  980 

Kabdt.  Mr.  G.,  Leominster 
Church  Establishment    (Irehind),  Res.  [178] 

402 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  BiUs— Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  875 
Education,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  911 
Law  of  Evidence,  2R.  [177]  943  ;  Comm.  d  1, 

Amendt.  [180]  311,  314 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  [180]  899 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  656 
Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  228 
Private  BUls— Chairncuin's  Casting  Vote,  [177] 

444 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  229 

Haudy,  Mr.  J.,  Dartmouth 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  el.  2,  [178]  1064 

Haurowby,  Earl  of 
Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jorrois'  Report, 

['77]  439 
Cnsual  Poor— Metropolis,  [178!  6 
Courts  of  Justice,  The  New,  Returns  i 

for,  [177]  1016 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Pensios, 

Res.  [179]  37 
EducaUon,  National,  [177]  1732,  1785 
Education  —  Revised  Code  —  Examination  of 

ChUdren,  [178]  878,  879 
Episcopate,  Increase  in  the,  [180]  705 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  798, 800 
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Habtington,  Marquess  of  (Under  Secretary 
for  War),  Laneoihire,  N. 

Armstrong  Gans   for  Foreign  Governments' 

[i77]960 
Army  Estimates—Land  Forces,  [177]  1761, 
.1815.  1820;— Pay  and    AUowanoes,   1821, 
1822,  1064,  1067,  1073 ;— Clothing  Estab- 
lishments, 1074;— Divine  Service,  1074;— 
Martial  Law,  1075 ;— Disembodied   Militia, 
1076,  1080 ;— Yeomanry,  1081,  1083;— Vo- 
lunteers, 1088  ;— Enrolled  Pensioners,  1084, 
1085; — Manufacturing  Departments,    1086, 
1000,  1004,1007, 1008, 1000, 2000;— Works, 
Buildings,  &o.  [178]  04,  240,  253  ;— Military 
Education,  258,  262  ;— Miscellaneous   Ser- 
vices, 263 ;— Chelsea  and  Kilmainbam  Hos- 
pitals,   264,    853,    856  ;— Superannuation 
Allowances,    858; — Administration    of  the 
Army,  076,  004 
Army— Regimental  Quartermasters,  [17  7]  115; 
— ^Armstrong    and   Whitworth    Guns,    320, 
1730  ;  [179]  48 ;  [180]  366  ;— Armstrong  12- 
pounder  Guns,  [177]  440,  450 ;— Recruiting, 
Commission  moved   for,  526;    [178]  372; 
[180]  580;   Number   of  the,  747  {— Mili- 
tary Reserve  Fund.  1043 ;— The  Ordnance 
Survey,  1002  ;— Military  Store  Department, 
1123 ;  —  Irish  or  Roman  Catholic  Recruits, 
1740;  [179]  630;— The  War  Office,  [177] 
1830;  [178]  202;— Rifle  Brigade  and  Whit- 
worth Rifles,  [177]  1021 ;— Libraries,  Ac. 
Papers  moved  for,  [178]  47;  —  The  Foot 
Guards,  80;— DepOt  Battalions,   Explana- 
tion,  241;  —  Ordnance  Select   Committee, 
371 ;  [179]  1226,  1220  ;— Cultivation  of  Gar- 
dens by  Soldiers,  [178]  670 ;— Ordnance  Ex- 
periments,   672 ;— Conversion    of    Enfield 
Rifles,  [179]  380  ;— Military  Telegraphs,  401; 
— Contagious  Diseases  Prerention  Act,  562  ; 
— Military   Reserve    Fund,    630; — Military 
Train,  641 ;— Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkixis, 
647. 662;  Address  moved,  887, 888, 802, 1336, 
1837  :— Regimental  Paymasters,  [180]  366  ; 
Armstrong  Gun  Commission,  368  ; — Employ- 
ment of  Dr.  Sutherland,  441,  442,  001  ;— 
Dress  of  Military  Chaplains,  731  ; — Maokay's 
Gun,  083  ;— Field  Allowanoo  to  Officers  at 
Aldershot,  084 
Canada — Defences  of,  Papers  moved  for,  \i  78I 
846,848  '^      ^ 

China— Indian  Allowance  in,  [178]  82 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  3R.  [180] 

837 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1035 
Ireland— Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Re- 
turns moved  for,  [i  78]  542 
Indian  Staff  Appointments,  [177]  1043 
Militia — Travelling  Allowances,  [177]  846  ;— 
The  3rd  Middlesex,  [178]  1500  ;— Reviews 
ofthe,[i8o]538 
MuUny,  Comm.  cL  1,  [178]  863,  364;  c/.26, 

368 ;  el.  31,  360 
Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for, [177]  082 
New  Zealand — Prize  Money,  [178]  81 ; — Troops 

in,  83  ;— Military  Chaplains  in,  [179]  1230 
Ordnance  Survey,  CItII  Assistants  on  the,  [i  79] 

213 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Res.  [180]  457 
Supply,  Report,  Res.  1,  [178]  350 
Tower,   Deputy    Lieatcnaucy   of  the,    [177] 

1044 
United  States— War  in  the,  [178]  83 

[eora,     ' 


HAKTiHQToir,  Marquess  of— ^on^. 
Volunteer  Rifles,  Promotion  in,  [177]  1662; 
[179]  47  ;— Allowances  to  Sergeant  Inslmo- 
tors,  [178]  86,  671  ;— Volunteer  Officers— 
Servioo  on  Juries,  \b 

Harwich  Harbour  Bill 

(Mr,  M,  Oibt&n,  Mr.  Butt) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Bill  ordered  *  Maul 
Read  10*  i%  10  [Bill  137] 

Read  2°  •ifay  20 

Referred  to  Select  Committee  *  June  1 
Report  •  JuM  14  [Bill  214] 

Committee*  {on  re-comm,) ;  Report  June  20 
Reads***  June  21 
I.  Read  1*»  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  June  22 
Read  2*  •  June  20  (No.  107) 

Referred  to  Select  Committee  June  20 
Report  of  Select  Committee  *  June  30 
Committee  •  July  3  ;  Report*  July  4 
Read  3*  •  July  4  (No.  234) 

Royal  Assent  July  5        [28  <b  20  Vict,  c.  120] 

Hassabd,  Mr.  M.  D.  Watwford  G,ty 
Greenwich  Hospital  Comm.  el,  5,  [179]  1318; 

a,  10,  1821 
Ireland— Grand  Juries,  [177]  207 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  1182 ; 

d,  10, [180]  87 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  cl,  1,  [180]  46 
Union  Officers  (IreUnd)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[177]  1908 

Hay,  Sir  J.  C.  D.,  Wakefield 

AfHca,  Western — Rumoui^Bd  Expedition  against 

Ashantee,  [i77]32S 
Army — Armstrong  and  Whitworth  Guns,  [177] 

320  : — Armstrong  Gun  Commission,  [180] 

368 
Canada— Defences  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

801 
Dockyard  Extensions,  2R.  [179]  541 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Leave,  [i  78]  101 2 ;  Comm . 

el.  5,  [179]   1315,  1318;  el.  11,  Amendt. 

1322, 1323,  1325 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  177 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  el.  2,  [178] 

1065  ;  cl,  5, 1068 
Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,  [i  77]  079, 

085 
Navy— Captain  Sayers*  Life  Boat,  [i  77]  650  ; 

—  Chaplain    General,    1010;  —  Widows    of 

Warrant  Officers,  Res.  [170]  577,  581 
Navy   Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1302, 

1404, 1408,  1414,  1416, 1455  ;— Coast  Guard 

Service,  [178]  727  ; — Wages  to  Artificers  at 

Home,    Adj.    moved,   733 ;  — Miscellaneous 

Services,  054 ;— Naval  Stores,  005  ;— Half 

Pay,  006 
Supply,  Report,  Res.  1,  [178]  359,  1038 


Headlam,  Right  Hon.  T.  E.  (Judge  Advo- 
cate General),  JVetceastle-upon-I\/ne 

Army— Sentences  of  Courts  Martial,  [177] 
1043;  —  Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins, 
[179]  65  i ;  Address  moved,  004 

Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  2R.  [180]  602 

Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation, 
Consid.[i78]884 

Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  6,  [178]  360 
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Hbathoote,  sir  W.,  Oxford  Univeraitj/ 
GleHoii  Sobsoription,  2R.  [180]  663 
Teste  AboUtion  (Oxford),  iR.  [iSo]  38S 

Henlet,  Lord,  NorthampUm 

Turnpike  AoU  CofitliuiaDoe,  Comm.  [180]  844 
.    Union  Chaceoftbilitjr,  2R.  £178]  812;  Comm. 
ti79]333 

Hbnlvt,  Right  Hon.  J.  V.,  Oxfordekire 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Re-Camm.  el,  8,  [179]  821, 

822 
Chain  Cables  and  Anebor8,[i8o]  737 
Obeltenbam  and  Gloueestershire  Water,  2R. 

[177]  *»* 
€ivH  Service  Estimates,  [178]  741 
Colonial  Docks  Loans,  2iL  [180]  595 
Colonial  Governors  ( RetiriBg  Pensions),  Comm. 

^.2,  [180]  514 
Oonstabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  c/.  4,  [1793990 
CeraotroUer  of  the  Esebeqver  and  Pablic  Audit, 

2R.  [180]  301 
OomAy  Ooorts  Equitable  Jwrlsdietion  (Jadges 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  528,  529  ;  Consid.  847 
Coanty  Voters  R^^raliso,  Comm.  cL  12,  [1 79] 

101;  o^c^.  108 
Court  of  Referees  on  Prifate  Bills— Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  870 
Courts  of  Justice  ConoeniTation  (Site),  Instruc- 
tion to  Comm.  [177]  936 
Dc^  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  el,  6,  [179] 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 


[1 79]  1129 
,  Education,  Comm.  moved  for,  [1771916 
Greenock  Rnilvay,  Re-Comm.  [1781 1202 
Greenwich  UospiUl,  Coram,  d.  10,  [179]  1320 ; 

a<f({.c/.Ii8o]129,130,131 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  751 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm,  cl,  1,  [180I  314 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Covart,  Res.  [180]  1130 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  d,  1,  Amendt. 

[178]  1062  ;  el  2,  1065  ;  el.  4,  1067, 1068 ; 

el.  6, 1069 
Malt,  Res.  [177}  1292, 1298 
Malt  Duty,  Coasm.  [180]  278 
Mayne,  Sir  R.,  and  the  Bamet  Magistrates, 

[178]  724 
Merchant  Shipping  Diwiites,  2R.  [180]  603 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation, 

Consid.  [178]  885 
Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor,  Comm.  add,  el, 

Amendt.  ri78]7ei,  764 
Mortgage  Debcntunvs,  2Rb  [177]  271 
Mutiny,  COmm.  el.  1,  [178]  364 


Parliamentary  Papers,  DiAst  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  221 
Partnership  Amendment,    2R.   [178]    1299; 

Conmi.  ei  1,  [179]  527;  ^.2,531 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

Loave,[i8o]  324  ;  2R.  510,  511 
Poot  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  92, 

103;  Comm.  723,^29' 
Prisons,  Commi  el.  15,  ti79l  1329;   eL  22, 

1330  ;  el.  53, 1331 ;  Schedule  1, 1333 
Private  Bills— Staadjng. Order  No.  7,  [1 77]  11 1 
public  HouDs  dosing  Act  Amendment,  8  R. 
.    [1 78].8«6 ;  Pompi.  d^.Ui  [179]  3*3.  348,  561 
Railway  Accidents,  Papers  poved  foi^  [180] 

1172  -^ 

[eanU 


HsRLBT,  Right  Bon.  J.  W.— ewii. 
RaUway  Bills  (Oronp  8),  Bes.  [179]  875 
Bailwcay  Clauses.  Comm.  [180]  623 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  ISW 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  d.  l,ri8o]76 
Savings  Banks  and  the  Natieoal  J)tki,[i9o] 

442,  444 
Sheep,  Ac.  Proleoiion  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  468 
Supply— Woriu  and  Pablio  BnildiBfs,  [179] 
704;— Woods.  ForesU,  &c.  709. 710 ;  [180] 
484  ;—  Magnetic  and  Meteorolegieal  Obtf^ 
rations,  [179]  1279; — ConsuUr  Eitiblitb- 
meats  Abroad ,  1 292 ;— National  GsUer;  U 
largoment,  [180]  498 
TesU  AboliUon  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  242 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation.  [178]  228 
Union  ChargeabilHy,  Leave,  [177]  483 ;  3IL 
[1 78]  343  ;  Coram.  [179]  171 ;  Adlj.  mowd, 
173, 303,  307,  364,371  ;  d.  2,  Amendt.  493, 
510,  611;  oM.  eL  525;  Consid.  668,871, 
673.  689  ;  add.  ei.  700,  701 ;  3R.  789 
Union  of  Beneftoes  Act  Amendmeit,  Utn, 

[178]  1020 
University  Education  (IreUnd)^  Addisss  noTed, 

[180]  586 
Ways  and  Means,  Coma.  Bes.— Tes,  [178] 
1482.  1483, 1492,  1403 

Hkhnesst,  Mr.  J.  P.,  J^n^s  Co. 

Amberley,    Viscount,    Travelling   Expemei, 

[179]  1294,  1296 ;  [180]  449 
Army  Estimates— Chelsea  and   EBmaiDbm 

no8pitals,[i78]  264 
Azecm  Jah— Nawab  of  tbe  CanuUie,  Cooim. 

moved  for,  [177]  1702 ;— Forged  Signstaw, 

Report,  1737 ;  Res.  [178]  1606, 1613 ;  Comm. 

[179]  54, 60 1  Report,  1230, 1232, 1337, !««, 

1246,    1247  ;— Discharge  of  Manhili  ao4 

Whitehead,  1266, 1207 
Belfast— RioU  at,  [177]  407 
Chelsea  Bridffo  Toll  AboUtion,  2R.  [i1«\\^^ 
Consolidated  Fund  ( AppropriatioD),  2R.  [180] 

671,  676  ;  3R.  828 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site).  I]»tn^ 

tion  to  Comm.  [177]  928;    Amendt.  938; 

Comm.  A4j.  moved,  [178]  179 
Customs,  Out  Door  Offioers  of,  ComiumoTti 

for,  [178]  1205, 1218 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm,d.it[m 

480 ;  a.  6,  Adj.  moved,  481 
DrainMO  of  Lands,  Ao.  (Ireland]^  2R.[i7^ 

181 
Dyce  Sombre  Case,  [180]  1018 
Education,  Comm.  moved  ibr,  [177]  922 
Green,  Mary,  Case  of,  [178]  1082 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [179]  1010;  Cms^ 

eL  5,  Amendt.  1316, 1318 
Indemnity,  2R.  [180]  685 
India —  Civil  Servioe  Examinations»  F^ 

moved  for,  [179]  412 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  Reft.  2,  Amendt  [i;i 

713 
Irehind— Royal  Dock  in  Cork  IIarbo«r,[i;ri 

116 ;— Stote  of.  Res.  661.  677. 827,  ^'r 

Case   of  Patrick   Doyle,   1480; -Me** 

0£Bcers  in  Unions,  Res.  1518,  1531;-* 

ministrationofthe Law,  1740. 1828^-C<*»^  . 

Down    Assises  —  Chief  Justice   Moaito  ^ 

[1 78]  201 ;— Music  at  the  Dublin  ExWWi* 

1470, 1471 :  Res.  1672;— The  Constakdf 

E179]  1341 ;  —  Roman  Catholic  JJunti^ 
180]  1176 
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HsNMS88T,  Mr.  J.  p.— con*. 

Leeds  Baokrapioy  Court,  [180]  008,  OlO ;  Ret. 
1091,  1092,1126 

Look  Out  in  tho  Iron  Trade,  [178]  90 

Middlesex  Industrial  Schools,  Report,  [179] 
975;  Consid.  Amendt.  1263 

Monastic  and  Conventual  Establishments, 
Comm.  moTod  for,  [i  77]  1064;  Explanation, 
1637 

Mutiny,  Comm.  el,  31,  [178]  368 

Paper  Trade,  Res.  [179]  757 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 
Loaye,  Adj.  moved,  [180]  107 

PoUind— Aflfiiirs  of.  Res.  [177]  1831, 1850 

Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  99 

Public  Offices  (Silo  and  Approaches),  Leave, 
[177]  1303, 1806 

Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  3R.  [178] 
181 

Supply,  Report,  Adj.  moved,  [178]  860; — 
Works  and  Public  Buildings,  [179]  703  ; — 
Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  706  ;  —  Printing  and 
Stationery,  1143,  1 145  ;  — Education  (Ire- 
land), 1254 ;  — Special  Missions  (Visoonnt 
Amberley),  1294,  1296  ;  —  Superannuation 
Allowan<Je.%  1297  ;  —  Nonconforming,  Ac. 
Ministers,  1302; —Fishery  Board  (Scotland^, 
1305,  1308  ;  —  Flax  Cultivation  (Ireland), 
1309;  Report,  [180]  106 

Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 
Comm.  Amendt.  [178]  955  ;  [180]  730,  752 

Tests  AboliUon  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  236,  237, 
241 

Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees  (Ireland), 
Comm.  [178]  1521 

Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 
[177]  1907  ;  Comm.  cL  1,  Amendt.  [178]  267 

University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 
[180]  5Q8 

Hknnikee,  Lord,  Suffolk,  JE, 

Union  Cbargeability,  Consid.  [179]  685 

Herbert,  Hon.  Colonel  Percy  E.  Shrop- 
shire, 8, 
Army — Military  Chaplains  in  New  Zealand, 
[179]  1224 ;  — Employment  of  Dr.  Suther- 
land, [180]  442,  989 

Herring  Fisheries  (Scotlaiid)  Bill 

{T/ie  Lord  Advocate^  Sir  JF.  Dunbar) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Mar  2  [BiU  49] 

Read  2'»*3far  9 

Committee  •  ;   Report  Mar  23 

Considered  •  Mar  24 

Read  S'  •  Mar  27 
I.  Read  \**  {The  Lord PHvy 84al)  Mar  28 

Read2**Jtfay2  (No.  43) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  May  4 

Read  3**  ifay  5 

Royal  Asseni  May  9  [28  Viet.  c.  22] 

Herring  Fkkery  (Scotland) 

Question,  Mr.  H.  Baillie ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Groy#fe5  28,[i77]846 

Hkskkth,  Mr.  T.  G.,  Preston 
Ceylon— Lighthoose  on  the  Basses  Rocks,  [i  79] 
1134 


Hbioate,  Sir  F.  "W.,  Londonderry  Co,    . 
Church  SstabUshment  (Ireland),  Res.  [i78]4^t? 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  cL  6,  [179] 

481 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[179]  1129  ,     .       . 

India--Civil   Service    Exan^inationfl^    Papers 

moved  for^  [179]  413 
Ireland— State  of, "Res.  [177]  696 ;— Dublin  and 

Holyhead  Steamers,  [i  79]  292 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  615 
Sheep,  Ac.  Proteotioii  (Iroland),  ?ft.[i5|8]  4fl1, 

403,408  ; 

Heygatk,  Mr.  W**^  ¥•,  Leicester 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1360  ;   el.  S, 

1266;  add.cl.  1271  ;  3R.  [179]  801 ;    Be- 

Comm.    el.  8,    819,    821 ;     Amendt.    827 
Bankruptcy  Laws^  [1 79]  49 
Church  Rates  CoMtnotation,  2R.  [179]  93 
Factories  Act— The  Clay  Tarda,  [178]  1467 
India— Staff  ProMM^oa  in  ih»  Indian  Afisy, 

[179]  297 
Leeds  Court  ef  Biaiiki<«p4oj,  Cbmm.  move4  for, 

[179]  779 
Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  aJd,  d,  [179] 

536 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  614 
Zollverein,  Treaty  with  the,  [180]  446 

HiBBBRT,  Mr.  J.  T.,  Oldham 

Capital  Punishment  within  Gaols,  Leave,  [177] 

455 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Leftve, 

[178] 1519 
County    Courts    Equitable  Jurisdiction,    SR. 

[179]  857 
County  Voters  Registmtion,  Leave,  [177]  1364 
Patent  Laws,  [177}  1475 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuanoe,  2R.  [180]  99 
Poor  Law  Secretary,  Res.  [177J  459,  464 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1340 
Union  Cbargeability,  Comm.  [179J  155;  r/.l, 

Amendt.  492 

Mtghway  ContractSy  Stamp  Duty  on 
Question,  Mr.  Tr«fusi8 ;    Answer,  Tho  Ollaiv> 
cellor  of  the  Etchtqiier  Jmie  19^  [180I 446 

Highways  Act 
Question,  Mr.  Richard  Long ;    Answer,    Sir 
George  Grey  Mar  23>[i78j  84 

HoDGKiNsoN,  Mr.G.,  Newark 
Endowed  Grammai^  Schools,  [i8q]  440 
Government  Life  Annuity  BiU,  [177]  499  . 
Patent  Ottce— Mr.  Ednunds,  [177]  i92l 
Union  Cbargeability,  2R.  [i  78131 


I  308 


Hodgson,  Mr.  11.,  Tyneimuth 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  508 
Private   Bills— Standing   Order  Ko.  7,  [177] 

104  ; — Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  441 
Railway  Aocidents,  Res.  [1 77]  1 135 

Holland,  ISx.  B.,  JBteehma  - 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  el,  2,  Araehdt. 
[178]   1063.    106^;   el,  (J,  ProTiso,  1069  ; 
add,cl,  1071  •         , 
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Holyhead  Harhcur 
Quettion,  Colonel  Daone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  April  7,  [178]  944 

Borne- Grown  Tohaoeo 
Question,  Mr.  Scully ;  Answer,  The  Cbanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  29,  [180]  925 

H0B8FALL,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Liverpool 

Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.     oved 

for,  [178]  1212 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  645 
Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  cl,  1,  [179] 

528  ;  add.  el,  532,  537,  554 
Railway  Clauses,  Comm.  [180]  618  622 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1858 

HoBSMAK,  Right  Hon.  £.,  Stroud 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178J  1674, 

1675 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[179]  783 
Roman    Catholic   Oath,    Comm.  [179]  1081, 

1085 ;  cl.  1,  [180]  69,  70,  78 


HoTHAK,  Lord,  Yorkshire,  E,  R, 

Army  Estimates— Land   Forces,  [177]  1808, 

1820 
Army— Military  Reserve  Fund,  [177]   1043; 

[179]  039 
Church  Attendance  on  Sunday,  Leave,  [177] 

947 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills — Standing 

Order  88,  [180]  869 
Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  0,  [178]  364 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  672 

Houghton,  Lord 
Abyssinia,  Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in,  [180]  1156 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  17 
Belligerent  Rights,  [179]  286,  291 
Casual  Poor — Metropolis,  [178]  3 
Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — Law  of 

Evidence,  [180]  346,  347 
Destitute  Poor  (Metropolis),   Returns  moved 

for,  [177]  96 
India — Officers  of  the  late  East  India    Com- 
pany's Army,  [i  79]  280 
Poor  Relief  (Metropolis)  Act  (1864),  Return 

moved  for,  [177]  202 
Prisons,  Comm.  cL  68,  [180]  854 
Private   BUI    Costs,  2k.    [178]  75;    Comm. 

Amendt.  273  ;  Report,  add.  el.  483 ;  3R.  768 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]  660 
Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  2R.  [178] 

1228 
Saflf^on  Uill  Murder— Case  of  Peliszioni,[  178] 

484,  486 

Howabd,   Bight   Hon.    Lord  E.  G.  F., 

Arundel 
Middlesex   Industrial  Schools,  Consid.  [179] 

1265 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.[i8o]97; 

Comm.  726 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  1090 


Howabd,  Hon.  C.  W.  G.,  Cumhcrkni,  E 
Greenwich  Hospital,  [179]  1009 

Howes,  Mr.  E.,  Norfolk,  R 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  d.  13, 

Amendt.  [1 79]  102 
Groat  Yarmouth  Borough,   Haven  and  Port, 

2R.[i77]  746 
I^ds  Bankruptcy  Court,  Res.  [180]  1 1 18, 1119 
Police  Superannuation,  Comm.  add.  el.  [178] 

1071,  1073 

HuBBABD,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Buckingham 
Bank  Notes  Issue,   2R.  [177]  022;  Comm. 

[178]   1263;    el.  8,  1266,  1208;  add.  eL 

1272;  3R.  [179]  807 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  42 
Partnership    Amendment,    2  a.    [178]  1288; 

Comm.  cl.  1,  [1 79]  626,  627  ;  cl.  2, 631 
Union  Chargcability,  Comm,  [179]  154;  ail 

d.624,  625;  Consid.  695 
Union  of  Benefices    Act   Amendment,  Leave, 

Amendt.  [177]   1469:    Adj.  moved,  [178] 

1016 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Income,  [178] 

1601 ;— Fire  Insurance,  1607 
ZoUverein,  Treaty  with  the,  [180]  461 

HuMBEBSTOK,  Mf.  P.  S.,  Chester 
Attorneys,  Ac.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179] 571 
Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [180]  736 

Hunt,  Mr.  G.  "W.,  Northamptonshire,  3^1 
Attorneys,  dw.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  ^'1 
County  Voters  Registration.  Leave, [177]  13W; 

Comm.  Instruction,  [179]  98  ;  d.  4,  Amendt. 

ib. ;  el.  6,  99 ;  ci.  7.  Annendt.  ib. ;  d.  10, 

Amendt.  t6.;  cl.  12,  100,  102  ;  add.  d.  103, 

103 
Juries  in  Criminal  Cases,  2R.  [177]  1724 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  el.  2.  [180]  317 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  Kos.  [180]  1045,1117 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  cl.  2,  Amende 

[178]  1065,  1066 ;  cL  4,  Proviso,  1068 ;  d.5, 

1069 
Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  3R.  [i?^ 

183 
Prisons,  Comm.  Schedule  1,  [179]  1333 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comffl. 

<rf.  2,[i79]662 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2R.  Amendt.  [179]  126S 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [i  79]  613 ;  d.  1, 

[180]  49 
Supply — Treasury,  [179]  605  ; — llome  Office, 

606  ;— Privy  Council  Office,  609 
Turnpike  Trusts,  [178]  1469 
Union  Chargeability,  [178]  1204 

JE[utt,  Case  of  Major  General 

Question,   Mr.  Roebuck;    Answer,  Mr.  Hstt 
ifaj-13,  [i77]»fi37 

HuTT,  Eight    Hod.   W.,   (Paymaster  of 
the    Forces   and  Vice   President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade),  Gateshead 
Cheltenham  and  GlouccsterBhire  Water,  IB- 

[177]  49.} 
Hutt.  Major  General.  Case  of,  [177]  IW 
Mall  lor  Cattle,  [177]  821 
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Imperial  Oas  Bill 

/.  Moved,  "That  th«  Bill  be  now  read  2» "( 7%« 
Chairman  of  CommiUeei)  May  26,  [i  79]  862 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  insert  "  this 
day  six  moDths"  (Lord  Ravenstvoi'th) ;  after 
short  debate,  on  Question,  "That  'now,' 
Ac. ;"  Cent.  43,  Not-Cont.  46  ;  M.  3;  List 
of  Oont.  and  Not-Cont.,  867 ;  Bill  to  bo 
read  2*^  this  daj  six  months 

Imperial  Gas  Company^ a  Works  at  Chelsea 
Observations,  The  Bishop  of  London ;  Reply, 
Lord  Ravensworth  May  11,  [179]  108 


Imprisonment    of    British    Subjects 
Abyssinia — see  Abyssinia 


tn 


Imprisonment  on  Civil  Process,  Middlesex 
Question,  The  Marquess  Townshend ;  Answer^ 
Earl  Granyille  Mar  21,  [178]  2 

Inclosore  Bill 

( J/f .  Baring,  Sir  Oeorge  Orey) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Mar  23  [Bill  89] 

178]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2<»" 
(Mr.  BaHng)  Mar  30, 640 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now/'  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  week"  (Mr.  Cox) ;  Question,  "  That 
'  now,*  &o. ; "  Amendt.  withdrawn 
.  Read  2o  Mar  30,  540 
•  Committee  ;  Report  Mar  31,  627 
Considered  *  April  3 
Read3o*i4»rt7  6 
I.  Read  l-»  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  Aprils 
Read  2*»  May  2  (No.  64) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  4 
Read  3*  •  May  5 
Royal  Assent  May  0  [28  Viet.  c.  20] 

Inclosnre  (No.  2)  Bill 

( Mr.  Baring,  Sir  George  Orey) 

e.  Ordered*  May  17 

Read  P  •  May  18  [Bill  154] 

Read  2'>  •  May  25 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  26 

Read  3°  •  May  29 
I.  Read  !••  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  May  80 

Read  2"  •  June  1  (No.  135) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  2 

Read3>*/untf  12 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  Vict.  c.  39] 

Ittcome  Tax  Papers 

Question,  Mr.  I/ocke  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  3,  [1 78]  670 

Indemnity  Bill 

{Mr,  Peel,  Mr,  CluinceUor  of  the  Exchequer) 
e.  Presented  ;  read  1°  after  short  debate  June  21, 
[180]  624  [Bill  234] 

Moved,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  {Mr, 
Peel)  June  22.  684 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  ''  upon 
this  day  three  months"  {Mr,  EadJUld); 
Question,  "  That  *  now,'  Ac.  ; "  after  short 
debate,  A.  32,  N.  18;  M.  14;  main  Ques- 
tion agreed  to  ;  Read  2^  June  22 

YOL.  CLXXX.  [thibd  series.]  [<»»<- 


Indemnity  Bill — cont. 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  28 

Read  3«  •  June  26 
/.  Read  I**  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  Jime  26 

Read  2"  •  June  27  (No.  222) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  29 

Reads**  June  SO 

Royal  Assent  July  5      [28  A  29  Viet,  0. 97] 

Ikdia 
Army^' 
Army  Promotion,  Questioi 

swer,  Sir  Charles  Wood 
Bhootan,  Affairs  of,  Quei 

Answer,   Sir  Charles  "^ 

206  —  Expedition,  to,  ( 

kellin  ;  Answer,  Sir  CI 

[178]   781  ;    Observati( 

mour  ;   Answer,  Sir  CI 

936;   Question,  Sir  Minto  Parqohar;    An« 

swer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  June  1,  [ip]  1120 
Delhi  Prize  Money,  Question,  Colonel  Dunne ; 

Answer,   Sir  Charles  Wood  May  12,  [179] 

193 
Dhar  Prize  Money,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Lewis ; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  June  19,  [180] 

442 
Indian  Army  Commission,  Question,  The  Earl 

of  Longford  ;  Answer,  Lord  Dufferin  July  i,  , 

[180]  1159 
Indian  Medals,   Question,   Mr.   W.    Miller : 

Answer,  SirCharles  Wood  May  15,  [1 79]  802; 

Question,    Mr.  W.    Miller;    Answer,    Sir 

Charles  Wood  May  19, 563 
Indian  Officers,   Moved,    "That   an  humble 

Address  be  presented  to  Iler  Majesty,  pray- 
ing that  She  will  be  grnciously  pleased  to  re- 
dress all  such  grievances  complained  of  by  the 

Officers  of  the  late  Indian  Armies,  as  were 

admitted  by  the  *  Commission  on  the  Memo- 
rials of  In'       '^'"        '       '  *        * 

departure 

liament,  b 

and  24  Vi( 

[178]  131t 

M.   13;  B  1 

[2nd    Ma; 

Orievaneci 

Answer,  S  | 

926— 0/c 

patty's  At  I 

Earl  of  D 

ferin  ;  del 
Indian    Staj 

Torrens ; 

ington  Ml 

Heygate  ;  » 

[179]  297 
Ktrwee  Prize  Money,  Question,  Mr.  Miller; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Feb  16,  [177]  288 
Lucknow  Prize  Money^  Question,  Mr.  bchole- 

field  ;  Answer,   Sir   Charles  Wood  Mar  23, 

[178]  371 ;  Question,  Sir  Siaiford  Northcote; 

Answer,   Sir  Charles  Wood  May  8,   1601  ; 

Question,  Sir  Minto  Farquhar ;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  Wood  Jmiw  23,  fi8o]  730 
Medical  Cj^c^f,  Question,  Mr.  Baaley;  Answer, 

Sir  Charles  Wood  June  20,  [180]  924 
Mortality  in  the  Royal  ArtiUety  on  the  March 

from  MhotD  to  Kirkee,  Question,  Sir  Minto 

Farquhar ;     Answer,    Sii'    Charles    Wood 

June  1,  [179]  1120 
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Native  Artillery,  ^aeation,  Mr.  Vansittnrt ; 
Answer.  Sir  Charlet  Wood  Mar  6,[i77]  Hl^ 

Ofieers  Serving  in,  Q«««^on»  8»f ,  ^^"7 
Vemey  ;  Answer,  Sir  Chwrles  Woodi4|>n(  6, 
[178]  TW  ^,     ^ 

Pegu  Prize  Money,  the,  Question,  Mr.  Cox; 
An«wor.  Sir  Cbarlee  Wood  Feb  13,  [177] 
309 ;  Question,  Mr.  H.  Cole ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  YfwA  AprU  6.  [178]  783;  Ex- 
planation,  Sir  Charles  Wood  April^A^,  959 

Satpoora  and  Ooa  Frontier  Field  Forces,  Claim 
of  the,  Obeeryations,  Mr.  Staniland ;  Reply, 
Mr.  T.  G.  Baring  June  23,  [180]  748 
'  Sixty-Faurtk  Foot,  the.  Question,  General 
Buckley  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  1, 
[178]  1240 

Transport  of  Troops  to,  Question,  Lord  Stan- 
ley ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  11, 
[179]  lU 

Axeem  Jahr-Nawah  of  the  Carmiic—iaee 
tliXe  A zeemJah) 

Bombay  Back  Bay  Shares,  Obseryations,  Mr. 
Henry  Seymour ;  Reply,  Sir  Charles  Wood 
Mar  20,  [177]  1950 

Bue^,  Case  of  Mr,,  Question,  Mr.  Vansittart ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  19,  [179] 
561 

Budget,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Henry  Seymour ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  April  7,  [178] 
891 ;  Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Wood  June  l,ri79]  ^^  J  Q"<»»- 
Uons,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills, 
and  Mr.  Ayrton;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood 
June  15,  [180]  260— (see  East  India  Revenue 
Aeeounts) 

Calcutta,  Moorings  at,  Question,  Sir  James 
Elphinstone ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood 
Feb  13,  [i77]207— -Sanitory  State  of.  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Vansittart ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
Woodi?'<56l4,[i77]238 

Ceylon,  Lighthouse  on  the  Basses  Rocks,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane;  Answer,  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson  June  1,  [179]  1130 

Civil  Service  Examinations,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress for  "  Copy  of  all  Correspondence  relative 
to  the  existing  R^^lations  for  the  Examination 
of  Candidates  for  the  Civil  Service  in  India, 
between  the  India  Office  and  the  Civil  Service 
Commissioners,  which  has  not  yet  been  laid 
before  Parliament"  {Mr.  A.  Mills)  May  16, 
[ij9]  394 ;  after  long  debate.  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Question,  Mr.  Torrens ;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  Wood  May  15,  295 

Disinfecting  Powder  for  India,  Question, 
Colonel  Sykes ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood 
Feb  20,  [177]  *50 

District  Judges,  Question,  Sir  Hugh  Cairns ; 
Answer,  Sfr  Charles  Wood  Feb  13,  [177]  203 

East  India  {Revenue  Accounts),  Considered  in 
Committee  June  29,  [180]  927  ;  Resolutions 
relating  to  the  total  net  Revenues  of  the 
Territories  and  Departments,  the  several 
Presidencies,  the  North  Western  Provinces, 
and  the  Punjaub,  Ac.  {Sir  Charles  Wood)  ; 
Resolutions  agreed  to;  To  be  reported  To- 
morrow; Resolutions  [June  20]  reported  and 
agreed  to  June  30,  [180]  1034 

Export  Duties,  Question,  Mr.  Caird  ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Wood  May  B,  [178]  1600 

Finances,  Question,  Mr.  Vansittart ;  Answer, 
Sir  Charles  Wood  June  23,  [180]  731 

\fiont. 


iKDix—cont, 

Qodavety,  Navigation  of  the,  Qnestien,  Mr. 

Smollett:  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  JVi 24, 

[177]  658 
Oovemment  of  India  Act,  Observations,  Mr. 

Grant  Duff;    Reply,   Sir  Charles  Wood; 

debate  thereon  May  19,  [^179]  582 
Irrigation    Works,    Question,   Mr.   Lidddl; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  9,  [179]  50 
Labour  Ordinance  for.  Question,  Mr.  Hemy 

Seymonr;   Answer,  Sir  C.  Wood  Jfar  84, 

[178]  236 
Land  Tenure  in  Oude,  Question,  Lord  Stan- 
ley ;   Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Mag  11, 

[179]  114 ;  Question,  Lord  Stanley;  Aofwer, 

Sir  Charles  Wood  June  19,  [180]  447 
Loan,  Question,  Mr.  Crawford;  Answer,  Sir 

Charles  Wood  May  8,  [178]  1601 
Madras  Irrigation  Company,  Question,  Mr. 

Smollett ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  Fe63S, 

[177]  598 
Oide,  Afairs  of,  Queetioo,  Lord  Stanley;  Ab- 

swer.  Sir  Charles  Wood  Mar  17,  [177]  l^^O; 

-—Talookdars  and  Cultivators  of,  (^oestioo, 

Lord  Stonley ;   Answer,  Sir  Cterlos  Wood 

/V6  10,  [177]  138 
Singapore,  Transfer  of.  Question,  Mr.  MitcWl; 

Answer,  Sir  Charles  Wood  May  16,  [179] 

389 
Titles  to  Land  in.  Question,  The  Blarqneis  of 

Clanrioarde;  Answer,  Lord  Daflferin/i(ljr  8, 

[180]  1038 


India  Office  (Site  and  i^proaches)  Bill 

(iff.  Cowper,  Sir  Charles  Wood) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Jfar  7  fill  56] 

Read  2«  *  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
Jfor  20 

And,  on  March  23,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Cowper  (Chairman),  Lord  John 
Manners,  Sir  John  Shelley,  Mr.  Baillie  Coch- 
rane. Mr.  n.  B.  Baring,  Mr.  E.  P.  Boo- 
vorio  and  Mr.  Gaskell 

Report  of  Select  Committee  •Jj^n/ 3  [Bill  100] 

Committee ;  Report  April  6,  [178]  861 

Considered  •  April  7 

Read3*»»4»nZ24 
/.  Read  !*•  (Lord  Dtffenn)  April  27 

Read2«*  Jfay  19  (No.W) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  22 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  23 

Read  3»  •  May  26 

Royal  Assent  Jtme  2  [28  Vu^.  c. »] 


Industrial  Exhibitions  Bill 

{Mr,  Dodson,  Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral, 
Mr,  Milner  Gibson) 
e.  Resolution  in  Committee ;  Bill  ordered ;  read 
10  •  Feb  21  [BiUaO] 

Read2''*iJ\?6  27 
Committee*;  Report  3far 3 
Considered  •  Mnr  0 
Read  3°»iW«r7 
I,  Read  1»  •  ( The  J.ord  Sleivard)  Mar  9  (No.  2S) 
Road  2*  •  Mar  16 
Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  17 
Read  3*  •Jfor  20 
Royal  Assent  Mar  27  [28  Viet.  c.  S] 
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Induitrial    JSzhibitioM  —  Protectum 
Inventions 

Question,  Mr.  Berkeley ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  F6b  17,  [177]  820 


Ikoham,  Mr.  R.,  South  Shields 
Aieem  Jah — Nawab  of  thQ  Oaroatio,  Gomm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1707 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [179]  1010  ;  Oomm. 

el  11,  1328 


Inland  Revenue  Acts 

Considered  in  Committee 

Moved, "  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  provi- 
sion for  allowing  a  Maltster  the  option  of 
having  the  Excise  Duty  on  Malt  made  by 
him  charged  according  to  the  weight  of  the 
Grain  used  in  the  making  of  such  Malt  In- 
stead of  by  measure  "  {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer) ;  Motion  agreed  to  May  18,  [179] 
656  ;  Resolution  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  * 
May  19— (see  tide  Malt  DuXy  Bill) 


Inlaiid  Sevenne  Bill 

e.  Acts  considered  in  Committeo 

Resolutions  (Stamp  Duties — Fire  Insurance) 
proposed  by  The  Chancellor  of  the  JExcJte- 
auer,  and,  after  debate,  agreed  to  May  22, 
[179]  711  ;  Resolutions  reported  ;  Bill 
ordered  *  May  25 

Read  1°  •  May  26  [Bill  169] 

Read  2o  *  June  1 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jtme  12 

Committee  ;  Report  June  15,  [180]  804 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  20    [Bill  207] 

Committeo  *  {on  re-eomm,) ;  Report  June  23 

Considered  as  amended*  June  26 

Read3'>*/ttn«26 
/.  Read  !••  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  June  20 

Read  2*»  June  27  (No.  105} 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  29 

Read  3*  •  June  30  (No.  221) 

Royal  Assent  July  6        [28  <k  29  Viet,  0.  96] 


Inns  of  Conrt  Bill 

(Sir  Oeorge  Bowyer,  Mr,  Hemicssy) 
e.  Ordefed ;  read  l^  after  short  debate  Feb  27, 

[177]  S20  [BUI  44] 

Moved, «  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«  "  (Sir 

Oeorge  Bowyer)  April  26,  [178]  1040 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 

this  day  six  montha"  (Mr.  Locke);   after 

debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  main  ^oestion 

agreed  to 
Read  2«  April  26 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  25        [BUI  164] 
Committee*  (on  re^comm,);  Report /un^  1 

[BUI  192] 
Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 

Chair  "  June  20  ;  [Iloose  oounted  out] 


Insolrent  DeMors  Bill 

{Mr.  PauU,  Mr.  Locke,  Mr.  MeMahon) 
<?.  Ordered* -F^  14 

Readl»*i^<!6  15  [BUI  24] 

BiU  vrithdrawn*  ilfifl^  9 


Ionian  Islands — Pensions  to  Ofieers 
Question,  Mr.  BaiUie  Coohrane ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Layard  ;  debate  thereon  Mar  24,  [178]  202  ; 
Personal  Explanations,  Mr.  BaUUe  Cochran^ 
Mar  28, 872 


Ibeland 
Barracks,  Question,  The  Marqaesa  of  Clanri* 
oard»;  Answer,  Earl  De  Grey  and  Ripon 
iforlO,[i77]1461 

Chureh 

Church  Establishment,  Motion,  **  That,  In  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  present  position  of 
the  Irish  Church  Establishment  is  nnsatU- 
factory,  and  call  for  the  early  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government"  {Mr.  Dillwyn) 
Mar  28,  [i  78]  384;  after  long  debate,  Motion, 
"  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr, 
Qoschen) ;  A.  221.  N.  106  ;  M.  115 ;  Debate 
adjourned  tiU  Tuesday  2nd  May  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Walpol^ ;  Answer,  Mr.  DUlwyn  April 
28,  1204 ;  Question,  Major  Knox  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  DUlwyn  May  12,  [170]  194 

Church  inr—The  Twenly-Ntnth  Canon  of  1603, 
Question,  The  Archbishop  of  Dublin  ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  July  4,  [180]  1160 

Clonpriest,  ire.,  Benefices-- Church  Patronage, 
Motion  for  Returns  {Mr.  Scully)  Feb  14,  [177] 
239;  after  debate,  Motion  amended,  and 
agreed  to 

Roman  Catholic  University,  Question,  Mr. 
Hennessy  ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  Jxdy  5, 
[i8o]  1176 

Cork  Barbour,  Royal  Dock  in.  Question,  Mr. 
Hennessy ;  Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget 
J'e5  9,[i77]116 

Curragh  of  Kxldare,  Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde ;  Answer,  Earl  De  Grey  and 
Ripon  April  7,  [178]  869— ift/ttoty  Occupa- 
tion of  the.  Question,  Lord  Naas ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Peel ;  debate  thereon  May  5,  1566 

Deep  Sea  Fishery,  Question,  Sir  Edward  Gro- 
gan ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  April  8,  [178] 
669 

Dublin  and  Holyhead  Steamers,  Queation,  Sir 
Frederick  Heygate;  Answer,  Mr.  Biilner 
Gibson  May  15,  [170]  292 

Dublin  Exhibition,  The,  Resolution  {Mr,  Hen- 
nessy) ;  [House  counted  out]  May  5,  [178] 
1572  —  Musie  at  the,  Question,  Mr.  Hen- 
nessy ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  May  4,  [i  78] 
1470—  Opening  of  the,  Observaiions,  Sfr 
George  Grey  May  8,  [178]  1604 

Dufy^  Mr,  Oavan,  Dinner  to.  Question,  Mr. 
Vemer ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  JvXy  8, 
[180]  1041 

EdMCation 
School  Reports,  Question,  Mr.  O'ReiUy;  Answer, 

Sir  Robert  Peel  May  26,  [179]  875 
Urdversitu  Education,  Moved,  "That  an  hum- 
ble Address bepresented  to  Her  Majesty, re- 
presenting to  Her  Majesty  that  conscientiona 
objections  to  the  present  system  of  Univer- 
sity Education  in  Ireland  prevent  a  laige 
number  of  Her  Majesty's  Subjects  from  en- 
joying the  advantages  of  University  Educa- 
tion, and  praying  that  such  steps  may  be 
k^en  as  wUl  remoTO  thia  griovimce"  (The 
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CrihHoghue)  Jume  SO,  [180]  541 ;  after  long 
debate,  Motion  witiidrawn 

Fenian  Brotherhood,  The,  ^uettlon,  Mr.  White- 
tide;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  April  7,  [178] 
890 

Hanmgan,  John  and  CharUi,  Address  for 
Papers  ( Viscount  Liford)  May  19,  [179] 
566 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Land 

Arterial  Drainage,  Question,  I«ord  Nats; 
Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Feb  8,  [177]  84 

Drainage  ^rt  (1868),  Question,  CapUin  Stac- 
poole;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  May  2,  [178] 
1317 

Law  of  Landlord  and  Tenant  in  Ireland-— Me 
that  title 

Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  {Ireland) 
Act,  Motion,  **  That  the  Seleot  Committee  on 
the  Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ire- 
land) Act  do  consist  of  Seventeen  Members ;" 
debate  adjourned  April  7,  [178]  955  ;  Ques- 
tion agreed  to  April  27 
Committee  nominated  as  follows: — Mr.  Ma- 
ffuire  (Chairman),  Mr.  Secretary  Cardwell, 
liOrd  Naas,  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Mr.  Seymour 
FitzGeralJ,  Mr.  Lowe.  Mr.  Hunt,  Mr.  William 
Edward  Forster,  Lord  Claud  Hamilton,  Col- 
onel Greville,  Sir  Edward  Groffan,  Sir  Colman 
CLoghlen,  The  0*Donoghue,  Lord  Dunkellin, 
Mr.  Caird,  Mr.  George,  and  Mr.  Bagwell 
Report  brought  up ;  nffcer  short  debate.  Report 
read  ;  to  lie  upon  the  table  and  to  be  printed 
FNo.  402]  June  23,  [180]  730 ;  Observations, 
Mr.  Hennessy  ;  debate  thereon  June  23,  752 


Law 

Court  of  Admiralty,  Question,  Mr.  Maguire ; 

Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Feb  8,  [i  77]  83 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),   Question,  Mr. 

Scully ;    Answer,   Mr.  Peel  June  8,  [179] 

1269 
Courts  of  Common  Law,  Question,  Mr.  Butt ; 

Answer,   Sir  Robert   Peel    Feb  28,  [177] 

847 
Grand  Juries,  Question,  Mr.  Hassard ;   An* 

swer.  Sir  Robert  Peel  Feb  13,  [177]  207 
Law  Adviser  to  the  Castle,  The,  Question,  Sir 

Thomas  Bateson ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel 

July  3,  [180]  1042 
Titles   to  Land  Registration,  Question,  Mr. 

Scully;    Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Feb  10, 

[177]  139;   Question,  Mr.  Scully;  Answer, 

Sir  George  Grey  Feb  27, 747 ;  Question,  Mr. 

Monsell ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  April  7, 

[178]  888 

Lottery  Tickets,  Circulation  of.  Question,  Mr. 

Newdegate ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

June  I,  [179]  1121 
Lunatic  Asylums,  District,  Question,  Mr.  Blake; 

Answer,   Sir  Robert  Peel  June  16,  [180] 

367 
Lunatics  in  Oaols,  ire.  Question,  Mr.  Mac- 

Evoy ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  May  19, 

[179]  691 
Mail  Service,  Question,  Mr.  Scully;  Answer, 

Mr.  Pool  Feb  13,  [177]  204  ;  Question,   Mr. 

Dawson;  Answer,  Mr,  Peel  May 80,  [179] 


1009 


[eont. 


losLAMD— conl. 

Patent  and  Close  Rolls,  Question,  Mr.  Loof. 
field;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  ifar  17,  [177] 
1829 

Poliee 

Administration  of  Justice,  Question,  Mr.  Duiij 
GriflBth ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Mar  16, 
[177]  1740  ; '  Question,  Colonel  GreyDle; 
Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  Mar  17.  1835; 
Moved,  *^  That  this  House  do  now  adjoam" 
(Colonel  Oreville) ;  alter  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion  withdrawn 

Belfast  Commission  of  Inquiry,  Question,  Mr. 
O'ReUly;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel  fe6 », 
[177]  119— Por^.  P.  [3466] 

Belfast,  Riots  at.  Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly;  An- 
swer.  Sir  Hugh  Cairns  Feb  17,  [177]  530; 
The  Royal  Commission— PaHy  Proeatmt, 
Question,  Sir  Hugh  Cairns  ;  Answer,  Sir  R. 
Peel;  long  debate  thereon  Feb  17,  SSS 
Moved,  That  an  inquiry  be  made  in  oertaia 
charges  seriously  impugning  the  ofSdal  eoa- 
duct  of  certain  magistrates  named  tberan, 
Ac.  [Mr.  O'ReiUy)  June  18.  [180]  140; 
A.  89,  N.  132 ;  M.  93— ParZ.  P.  [34M] 

Constahdary,  Arming  of  the,  PetiUon  {Tk 
Earlof  Leitrim)  Feb  14,  [177]  227-C»^, 
Question,  Mr.  Vance ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert 
Peel  Feb  13,  [177]  206;  Return  ordered 
[Colonel  Dunne)  May  15,  [179]  874 ;  Obeer. 
vatlons,  Mr.  Blake ;  Reply,  Sir  Robert  P^ 
June  9,  1338 

County  Down  Assises^Chief  Justice  Mtmahm, 
Question,  Sir  Thomas  Bateson;  ADiwer. 
Sir  Robert  Peel  Mar  24,  [178]  196;  Debate 
arising.  Motion,  "  That  this  House  do  nov  ad- 
journ" {Colonel  Forde)  I  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Darey  and  Davidson,  Motion  for  an  Addrni 
for  Papers  connected  with  the  Deatki  d 
John  Daroy  and  Robert  Davidson  {TheEari 
of  Ldtrim)  Feb  10,  [177]  128  ;  after  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn 

Doyle,  Patrick,  Case  of,  Obterratlons,  Mr.  Hen- 
nessy ifor  1 0,  [i  7  7]  1 480 

Game  Licenses,  Constabulary  and  the,  QueitioB. 
Mr.  Dawson;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel 
lfar20,  [177]  1923 

Gaughan,  Case  of  Catherine,  ObserraUfloi, 
The  Marquess  of  Westmeath  J%23,[i79] 
723;  Question,  The  Earl  of  Baodoo;  Aa- 
swer.  Earl  Granville  June  2,  1186 ;  Motioe 
for  Address  for  Papers  ( The  Marqueu  9f 
Westmeath) ;  after  debate.  Motion  agreed  t» 
Mar  27,  [178]  268;  Question,  The  Uwfim 
of  Westmeath  ;  Answer,  Earl  Granville  i^ 
4,  [180]  1168 

Illicit  DisHUaHon,  The  Constabulary,  Qscr 
tion.  The  Earl  of  Leitrim ;  Answer,  Earl 
Granville  Feb  10,  [177]  277— CAm?  »^ 
Donegal,  Address  for  a  Return  (TheEaH(i 
Leitrim)  Feb  16,  280  ;  after  debate,  MoiioB 
withdrawn 

Irvin,  Case  of  Mr.  ff,  M,  DArey,  Motion  fe 
Correspondence  relating  to  the  Case  of  Kr- 
H.  M.  D' Aroy  Irvin,  and  the  relation  of  tbi 
Police  Force  of  Ireland  to  the  County  Mjna- 
tracy  ( The  Earl  of  Leitrim) ;  after  ah«t<i^ 
bate,  Motion  postponed  Feb  10,  [177]  13^: 
after  debate.  Motion  amended,  and  agreed  :o 
Feb  14,  230 

[cod. 
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Ibblaiib— Po^»0tf— cent. 
Poliee  in,  Returns  moved  for  ( The  Karl  ofLH- 

trim)  May  8,  [i  78]  1598  —  In  Tipperary, 

QaestioD,  Mr.  Lanigan  ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert 

Peel  May  25,  [179]  788 
Stipendiary  Magistrates,  Mr,  Ffreneh,  Question, 

Sir  Hervey  Bruce ;  Answer,  Sir  Robert  Peel 

Mar  10,  [177]  U76 

Poor  Fishermen  Act  6  Geo,  IV.  e,  64,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Blake ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  May  26, 
[179]  9U 

Poor  Law 

Board,  Question,  Mr.  O'Reilly;  Answer,  Sir 
Robert  Peel  Mar  14,  [177]  1661 

Donahue,  Patrick,  Case  of,  Motion  for  Papers 
(Mr.  (yReilly)  June  19,  [i8o]  467 ;  debate 
thereon 

Medical  Officers  in  Unions,  Question,  Mr. 
BagweU;  Answer.  Mr.  Peel  Feb  17,  [177] 
319;  Amendt  on  Committee  of  Supply 
Mar  .10,  To  take  into  consideration  the 
claims  of  Ireland  to  a  grant  of  the  half- 
cost  of  Medical  Officers  in  Unions,  with  the 
yiew  of  providing  for  the  same  in  future, 
as  is  now  the  practice  in  England  and  Scot- 
land (Mr,  MaeEvoy\  1516 ;  Question,  "  That 
the  words,  Ae,;*'  after  debate,  A.  87,  N. 84 ; 
M.d 

Paupers,  Removal  of.  Question,  Mr.  Magaire ; 
Answer.  Mr.  ViUiers  Feb  8.  [177]  SB 

Unions,  Petition  presented  by  The  Earl  of 
Granard  June  19,  [180]  431 ;  after  short 
debate.  Petition  to  lie  on  the  table 

Railway  System,  Question,  Mr.  Whiteside; 
Answer.  Mr.  Monsell  April  S,  [178]  675; 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  April  7, 
To  mquire  into  the  Irish  Railway  System, 
with  a  view  of  ascertaining,  with  as  little 
delay  as  possible,  such  facts  as  may  en- 
able this  House  to  determine  whether  the 
provisions  of  the  second  clause  of  the 
General  Railway  Act  of  1844  should  be 
applied  to  such  Irish  Railways  as  are  sub- 
ject to  its  provisions  {Mr,  Monsell),  896; 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ; 
Question,  Mr.  Monsell ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  June  29,  [180]  927 

RaHways^LiabHities  of  Shareholders,  Obser- 
vations, The  Earl  of  Belmore  Feb  9,  [177] 
95 

Records,  TheJrish 

Publication  of,  Question,  Colonel  Dunne; 
Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Feb  16.  [177]  288; 
Question,  Colonel  French ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
June  16,  [180]  368;  Moved,  ''That  it  is 
the  opinion  of  this  House  that  measures 
should  be  taken  for  their  publication  as  has 
been  for  the  publication  of  the  Records  of 
England  and  Scotland"  (Colonel  Dunne) 
June  19,  457 

Brehon  Laws,  Question,  Mr.  McMahon ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Peel  Feb  27,  [177]  748 

Carew  and  Carte  Records,  The,  Question,  The 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde;  Answer,  Earl 
Granville  JW  27.  [1 77]  741 

R<fyal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Motion  for 

[oimU 


lBiLA]n>— Mm<. 

Returns  (Mr,  Maguire)  Mar  80,  [178]  541 ; 
Motion. "  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned  " 
(Jfr.  Whaaey)i  A.  10.  N.  29;  M.  19  5 
original  Question  again  proposed;  [House 
counted  out] 

Ryan,  Case  of  Mary,  Question.  Mr.  Scully ; 
Answer.  Sir  George  Grey  Mar  13,  [177] 
1535  ;  Observations,  The  Marquess  of  West- 
meath  ;  Reply,  Earl  Russell  Mar  14, 1646 

Shannon,  River,  The,  Question.  Colonel 
French ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Feb  24,  [177]  660 
— (see  title  Shannon  River) 

Spirit  Duties,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply ^l^rti  28  (Mr.PoUard-Urquhart);  [House 
counted  out],  [178]  1218 

State  of,  Amendt.  on  Committeeof  Supply jPi^  24, 
To  leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  <«  this 
House  observes  with  regret  the  decline  of  the 
population  of  Ireland,  and  will  readily  sup- 
port Uer  Majesty's  Government  in  any  well- 
devised  measure  to  stimulate  the  profitable 
employment  of  the  people  "  {Mr,  nennessy), 
[177]  661  ;  Question,  **  That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  after  long  debate,  Moved.  "  That  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned  "  {Mr,  Maguire) ; 
Motion  negatived  ;  after  further  debate.  De- 
bate adjourned;  adjourned  debate  resumed 
Feb  27.  750 ;  A.  107,  N.  31  ;  M.  76 ;  Divi- 
sion  List,  828 

Taxation  of.  On  Motion  of  Colonel  Dunne,  Se- 
lect Committee  re-appointed  ifar  2.  [177] 
1027 ;  Instruction.  Sir  StafiTord  Northcote 
And,  on  Mar  17,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Colonel  Dunne  (Chairman).  Sir  Ed- 
ward Groffan.  Mr.  Longfleld.  The  O'Conor 
Don,  Mr.  Hennessy,  Sir  Frederick  Heygate, 
Sir  Georffe  CoUhurst.  Sir  Robert  Peel,  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr.  Hankey, 
Mr.  Lowe,  and  Mr.  Banks  Stanhope ; 
March  21,  Lord  John  Browne  added 
Report  of  Select  Committee  June  1 — (ParU 
P.  No.  330) 


Iron  Trade  J  The  Loch- Out  in  the 

Observations.  Mr.  Hennessy ;  Reply,  Sir  George 
Grey  ifor  23,  [178]  90 


Isle  of  Han  Biflafiforestation  (Compensa- 
tion) Bill  {Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Peel,  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  Mar  9,  [177]  1457 
Report  •  ;  Read  1«  •  Mar  10  [BiU  67] 

Read  20  •Ifor  27 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  3 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3<>"  (Mr, 

Peel)  May  4,  [178]  1520 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  said  Order  be  Dischu^d  "  (Mr,  Augustus 
Smith) ;   Question,  **  That  the  words,  Ac  V' 
put,  and  agreed  to;  main  Question  agreed  to 
BmnsAS'' May  4: 
I.  Readl^*  (The Lord  President) May 5  (^o.n) 
Read2«*i%12 
Committee*;  Report ifiiy  15 
Read  3**  May  16 
Royal  Assent  May  26  [28  Via.  0. 28] 
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lidly— Capture  of  BritUh    8vlbj$ct9   ty 
BrigandB 
Question,  Mr.  Owen  Stanley;    Answer,   Mr 
Layard  June  20,  [180]  539  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Darby  GrilBth ;  AJMwer,  Blr.  Lajard  July  4, 
1163 
PoitporU  at  Rome,  Qaestion,  Mr.  H.  Baring  ; 
Answer,  Bfr.  Lajmrd  F^  20,  [177]  450 

Jaek$<m,Mr.,  Claimt  qf 

Question,  The  Marqaess  of  Clanriearde ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Rnssell  Jms  50,  [  180]  974 

Jacksok,  Mr.  W.,  NeweaetU-^mder'Lyme 
Commons  and  Open  Spaees,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177] 506 
Fire  Insaranoe,  Res.  [178]  43 
MetropoliUn  Toll  Bridges,  2R.  [i  78]  1055, 1 058 
Piccadilly  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,  2R.  [i  77] 

596 
Railway  Accidents,  Res.  [177I 1129 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  Amendt  [177] 

1335 
Westminster  Improvement   Oommission,  Re- 
turns moved  for,  [179]  210 

Jkryis,  Captain  H.  J.  W.,  Harwich 
Army  Estimates^EnroUed  Pensioners,  [177] 

1985 ;— Manufiioturiog  Departments,  1990 
Army — Military  Telegraphs,  [179]  491 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1944 
Indian  Officers,  Address  moved,  [178]  1318, 

1329 
Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1660 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 

104 

JsRYOisB,  Sir  J.  C.  C,  Sem^ihiret  S. 
Cattle  Diseases  Prevention,  [i  79]  297 
Supply— Rates  for  Government  Property,  [1 79] 

603 ;— Privy  CouncU  Office,  607 
Treasure  Trove,  [180]  440 

Johnson,  Colonel,  Case  0/ 
Ohservations,  Earl  Vane ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  May  5,  [i  78]  1581 

JoHHSTONE,  Sir  J.  V.  B.,  Scarborough 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  d,  1,  Amendt. 
[179]  491;  od^.  (^.522,525 

J0HK8TONB,  Mr.  H.  A.  B.,  CanUrbury 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Bnildings,  Ae,  [178] 

Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved 

for,  [178]  223 
Polan<l-Affiiirs  of,  Res.  [177]  1848 


JOLLIFFE,     Bight 

Fetersfield 


Hon.    Sir  W.  G.  H., 


Army— The  Ordnance  Survey,  [177]  1091 
Chelsea  Bridge  ToU  AboUtion,  2R.  [178]  1803 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 
[179]  1022 ;  Comm.  [180]  512 

lemt. 


JoLLi7rB,Riglit  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  H.— Ami; 
Courts  of  Jusdoe  Concentration  (Site),  (Tomm. 

<a.  3,  [178]  500 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  838 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  d.  26,  [180]  9X^,  306 
Middlesex  Industrial  Schools,  Report, [i  79I 975 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuanoe,  2B«[i8o]  100 
Prisons,  Comm.  Schedule  1,  [179]  1335 
Puhlic  Offices  (Site  and  Apinroaohes),  Leave, 

[177]  1307 
Supply— Privy  Council  Office,  [i  79]   608  ;— 

Board  of  Trade,  609 ;— Office  of  Works,  Ac. 

947 
Union  Chargeahility,  2R.  [178]  310;    Comm. 

<?f.2,[i79]500 


Jones,  Mr.  Mason 
Explanation,  Lord  Eloho  JTciy  8,  [178]  1602 


Journals,  Suh- Committee  for  the 
Appointed  Feb  7,  [i  77] 


Judgments  (Irelaiid)  BiH 

{Mr.  WhiUside,  Mr.  Ocorge) 


e.  Ordered;   read  l® •  ifor  18 
Bill  withdrawn  *  June  1 


[Bill  68] 


Juries  in  Criminal  Cases  Bill 

{Sir  Colman  (yLoghleHy  Mr,  LongfUU) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Feb  16  [Bill  26] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2*'' 
Mar  15,  [177]  1717  ;  after  debate,  MotioB 
withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 


Juries   Ireland  Bill 

( Tke  Marquess  of  Westtuaih) 
l.  Presented ;  read  1«  April  3,  [178]  6S9 

(No.  55) 
Moved,  <*  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3*  "  May  C 
1595 :  after  debate,  Bloiion  withdrawn  ;  m 
withdrawn  * 


Justices  of  the   Peace  (Biseretumaiy 
Powers)  mi  ^ 

(Sir  Charles  Douglas,  Mr.  Henry  FemintJk) 
e.  Read  P  •  Mar  13  [Bill  69] 

BiU  withdrawn  •  June  15 


Justices  of  the  Peace  Procedure  BiU 

(J&.  PauU,  Mr.  Skmikmd,  Mr.  R.  Bod^Mom) 
0.  Ordered*  ^<!5U 
Read  l^*^^  15  [BiU  S8] 

BiU  withdrawn  •ifoyl 


KvKEwicH,  Mr.  8.  T.,  Dmmshsre,  S. 
New  Zealand— Priae  Money,  [178]  81 
Union  OhargeabUitj,  Oomm.  eL  9. 

[179]  514,  518 
Wrecks  on  the  Coast  of  Devon  and  ComwiH 

[1773499 
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Kbllt,  Sir  FiTzRoT,  Sufolky  E. 
Afeem  Jab — Nawab  of  the  Carnatio,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1664, 1009  ; — Signatttres  to 

PetitioDB,  Report,  Res.  [178]  1609 
CbemistB  and  Druggists  (No.  1),  2R.  [178]  470, 

479 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  2)/LeaTe,[i78]  46 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Comm. 

cl  4,  [180]  666 
County  Courts    Equitable    Jurisdiction,   3R. 

[179]  856,  858 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  el.  6,  [179]  1318  ; 

cl  10, 1319  ;  Amendt.  1321  ;  Consid.  cL  13, 

[180]  605 
Law  of  Evidence,  Ac.  Leave,  [i  77]  257 ;  2R. 

939,  945;  Comm.  el.   1,  [180]   308,  314; 

el.  2,  Amendt.  315,  317,  319 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1223 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  268 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1355 
Supply—Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180]  478 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [1 78]  1484 
Wines,  Foreign,  [179]  113 

Kendall,  Mr.  N.,  Cornwall  JE. 
narbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  176 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1335^ 
Union  Cbargeability,  Comm.  [179]  345   , ' 

Kbnnbdy,  Mr.  T.,  Louth  Co. 

Roman  Catholic  Oath, ^R.  [179]  472;  Comm. 
615  ;  el.  1,  [180]  74 

Kent,  Constance — Case  of 

Question,  Mr.  Whalley ;  Answer,  Sir  George 

Grey  3fay  9,  [179]  48 
See  also  Chtnxh  of  Mngkmd^Confeisicn  in 

Keb,  Mr.  D.  S.,  Downpatrick 

Land  Debentures  (IreUnd),  Comm.  el,  11 ,  [i  78] 

755 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

Leave,  [180]  321 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [179]  1085 

KiLLALOE,  Bisbqp  of 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  [179X0^^ 

KiKo,  Hon.  P.  J.  L.,  Surrey^  U. 

Legacy  and  Succession  Duty,  [177]  134,  447 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  778 

KiNOLAKE,  Mr.  A.  W.,  Bridgwater 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  77 
Army   Estimates — Military  Education,  [178] 

256 
Canada  —  Defences    of.  Papers   moved    for, 

[178]  820 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  1),  2R.  [178]  476 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  91 
Gunpowder,  Storage  of,  [177]  1110 
Ionian  Islands— Pensions  to  Officers,  [i  78]  208 

Kn^GscoTE,  Colonel  R.  N.  F.,  Gloucester- 
shire, W. 
Cheltenham  and  Gloacestershire  Water,  2R. 
[177]  495 


KiNOSDowN,  Lord 
Juries  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  1506 
Union  Cbargeability,  Comm.  [180]  353 

Eingstown  Harbour  BlU 

(Mr,  Peel,  Mr.  Chaneeilor  of  the  Exeheqiter^ 
c.  Considered   in    Committee  *  ;    Report :    Bill 
ordered  •  ;  Read  V  •  May  29        [Bill  185] 

Read  2»  *  June  13 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  15 

Considered  as  amended*  June  16 

Read  3^ •/WW  19 
I.  Read  l^^  (The  Lord  Steward)  June  20 

Road  2»  •  June  22  (No.  188) 

Committee* ;  Report  June  23 

Read  3»*  June  26 

Royal  Assent  June  29     [28  A  29  Viet,  c.  67] 

KiNNAiBD,  Lord 

Locomotives  on  Roads,  2R.  [179]  870 ;  Nomi- 
nation of  Comm.  [180]  7,  9 

Metalliferous  Mines,  lR.[i78]  479 ;  2R.  [179] 
621,  625,  626 

Mines,  Report  on,  [175)]  387 

Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment, 
Comm.  [180]  112 

Railway  Passengers,  IR.  [180]  108 


KiKNAiED,  Hon.  A.  F.,  Perth 

Army — Case  of  Lieut<-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 
661 

Army  Estimates— Manufacturing  Departments, 
[17711908 

British  Guiana— Coolies,  [179]  1103 

China— Consular  CourU  in,  [178]  81 

Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  202 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  In- 
struction to  Comm.  [177]  926,  938 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 
[170]  1127 

East  India  (Revenue  Accounts),  Comm.  [180] 
959 

Farm  Buildings  and  Cottages  (Scotland),  [180] 
982 

Government  of  India  Act,  [179]  585 

Inclosure,  2R.  [178]  541 

India  —  Civil  Service  Examinations,  Papers 
moved  for,  [179]  413 

Mines,  Condition  of,  [i  78]  1599 

Navy  Estimates— Miscellaneous  Services,  [i  78] 
955 

New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1511 

Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved 
for,  [1 78]  217 

Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2  R.  [180]  05 

Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 
[177]  1303 

Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 
183 

Roman  Catholic  Bishops,  [180]  927 

Supply— Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  [179]  708 ; — Se- 
cret Service,  1139;  —  Printing  and  Sta- 
tionery, 1142;— National  Gallery,  1272;— 
Consular  Establishments  Abroad,  1284 

Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 
.       [178]  1020 

United  States— The  Reciprocity  Treaty,  Papers 
moved  for,  [177]  414 

Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  Re- 
turns moved  for,  [i  79]  210 
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Kitchen  and  Refruhmmt  Roomi  {Home  of 
Commons) 
On  Feb  8,  Committee  appointed  as  fol- 
lows :— Colonel  French  (Chkirman),  Mr.  Ben- 
tinok,  I^rd  Robert  Montana,  Mr.  Dalglish, 
Colonel  White,  Mr.  Onslow,  and  Mr.  Alder- 
man Rose 

Kkight,  Mr.  F.  W.,  Worcestershire,  W. 
Agricultural  Parishes,  Returns  moTed  for,  [i  77] 

830,831,1201,  1202 
Metropolis  Sewage   and  Essex  Reclamation, 

Consid.  [178I883 
Metropoliton  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [i  78]  537 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  96; 

Comm.  725 
Salmon    Fishery    Act     (1861)    Amendment, 

Comm.  d.  28,  [180]  364 
Salmon  Fishery  Acts,  [178]  880 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  Adj.  moved,  [178] 

355;    Comm.    [179]     120,    158;    Consid. 

Amendt.  663,  696 ;  add.  cl.  700  ;  3R.  797 


Knightlbt,  Sir  R.,  Northamptonshire,  8, 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Oomm.el.if  [178]  1067 
Supply,  Report,  [178]  363 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  Amendt.  [178]  291 ; 

Comm.  Adj.  moved,  [179]  170,  172  ;  Comm. 

cL  2,  513 


Kkox,  Hon.  Major  "W.  8.,  Bungannon 
Army — Field  Allowance  to  OfBcers  at  Alder- 
shot,  [180]  984 
Belfast— Riots  at,  [177]  356,357,  408 
Conunissionaires,  Band  of  the,  [i  78]  1316 
Irish  Church,  [179]  194 
Supply  —  Superannuation    Allowances,   [179] 
1298  ;— Nonconforming,  d^c.  Ministers,  1299 

Knox,  Colonel  B.  "W.,  Marloto 

Army — Case  of  Lieut.-Oelonei  Dawkins,  [i  79] 

650 
Mutiny,  Comm.  cl,  1,  Adj.  moved,  [178]  364 
Supply — Special  Missions,  [179]  1295  ;  —  Non- 
conforming, Ac.  Ministers,  1300 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  226 
Winslow's,  Mr.,  Pension,  [180]  1041 

Lahore  Bishopric  Bill 

{Sir  Charles  Wood,  Mr,  Baring) 
#.  Considered  in  Committee  •  Mar  20 

Resolution  reported  *  ;  Bill  ordered  Mar  21 
Keadlo»ifor23  [Bill  88] 

Question,  Mr.  Henry  Seymour ;   Answer,  Sir 

Charles  Wood  June  19,  [180]  447 
Order  for  Second   Reading  of  the   Bill  dis- 
charged ;  Bill  withdrawn  Jum  19 


Laibd,  Mr.  J.,  Birkenhead 
Armstrong    Guns  for  Foreign   Governments, 

[177]  960 
Canada— Defences  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

845 
Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [179]  46;  [180] 

732 


Holyhead  Harbour,  [178]  945 


[wnU 


Laibd,  Mr.  i.^cont. 
Navy  Estimates—Men  andBoys,  [177]  1433; 

— Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  [178]  917. 

953 ;— New  Works,  4c.  [179]  927, 938, 942, 

943 
Navy— The  •'  Royal  Sovereign,"  [177]  Wl;- 

Portsmouth  Dockyard,  1117  ;  —  Dockyard 

Expenditure,  1119  ;  — Board  of  Admiralty, 

[178]  712  ;— Dockyard  Superintendenti,  Rm. 

[180] 399 
Supply,  Report,  [178]  1035, 1037, 1038 

Lanarkshire   County  Prison  Board  Bid 

{by  Order) 
e.  Moved,  "  That  the    Bill    be   now  read  f " 

Jfor  24,  Li  78]  194 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  '*opoQ 

this  day  six  months"  (^V  E.CcUbmk); 

Question,  "  That   *  now '  Ac. ;"  after  short 

debate;  A.  39,  N.  95  ;  M.  56  ;  words  added; 

main   Question,    as    amended,    agreed  to; 

second  reading  put  off  for  six  months 


Lancashire  and  Yorkshire  and  6mt 
Eastern  Junction  Railway  BiU  (lif 
Order) 

c.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  readS"" 
Jfarl4,  [177]  1653 
Amendt.  to  leave  out** now"  and  add"opw 
this  day  six  months "(  KutfOtm<  Oakwi)', 
Question,  "That  the  words.  Ac.,'*  1654; 
afler  debate,  Question,  ''  That  *now,'^.;° 
A.«121,  N.  162  ;  M.  41 ;  BiU  put  off  for  ax 
months 

Lancaster  Court  of  Chancery  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Secretary  Cardwdl) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l'^^*  Apnl  7  [BiU  106] 

Read2»»^;?rt7  24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  27 

Considered  *  May  1 

Read3o»iray2 
Z.  Readl»»  (The  Earlof  Clarendon) M(a/ i 

Road  2**  June  I  (Ko.78) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  3 

Read  8»  •  June  12 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [  88  Ft«t  c  40] 

Land  Debentorea  Bill 

(Mr,  AyrUm,  Mr,  ColUns) 
c.  Ordered  •  Feb  13 

Read  !«»•  Feb  U  [BilllS] 

Read  2°  •  Feb  15  ;  and  committed  to  the  Setert 

Committee  on  Mortgage  Debentures  Bill- 

(see  Mortgage  Debentures  BiU) 
Report  •  j/ar  20  [Bill7«] 

Committee  •  Mar  28 
Committee  *  {on  re-comm.)  April  24 
Report*  April 21 

Considered^  May  I  [BiU  IW] 

lietKdS°^  MaylS 
I.  Read  1"  •  {Lard  Crammih)  Maty  19  (No.  lU) 
Read  2»*  June  15  nnd  referred  to  a  Sdw* 

Committee  (see  Mortgage  Debentures  B^ 

June  15) 
Report*  June  19 
Committee  *  June  30 
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Land  Debenttir^  (Ireland)  Sill 

{Mr,  Scttay,Sir  C.  (TLoghUn,  Mr,  P.  Urquhart) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Feb  10  [Bill  9] 

Read  2^  *  F^  16;   and  committed  to    the 
Select  Committee  on  Mortgage  Debentures 
Bill— (see  Mortgage  Debenturet  Bill) 
Report  •  Mar  20  [Bill  80] 

1 78]  Considered  in  Committee  {on  rtf-comm.)— b.p« 
April  5,  750 
Committee  •  ;  Report  April  7 
Considered  *  {on  re-eomtn,)  April  27 
As  amended  considered*  M<xy  1     [Bill  121] 
Read  S'**  May  18 

Lords  Amendments  [Bill  240] 

/.  Read  !»•  (Pie  Earl  of  Cork)  May  19 
Rcad2*»  June  13  (No.  113) 

Referred  to  a  Select  Committee  *  (see  Mort- 
gage Debeniures  Bill,  June  15) 
Report  •  June  19 
180]  Mored,  "  That  the  Bill  be  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  "  ( The  Earl 
of  Cork)  522 ;  after  short  debate,  Cent.  51, 
Not-Cont.   14 ;    M.  37 ;     resolved    in   the 
.     affirmatiye  ;  List  of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.,  523 
House  in  Committee  ;  Amendts.  made  June  20 
•  Considered  in  Committee  June  20, 522 

(No.  193) 
Report  •  June  26  (No.  219) 

Rend  3*  •  June  27 
Rojal  Assent  July  5      [28  &  29  Vict.  0.  101] 


Zand  Debentures  {Ireland)  [Stamps'^ 
Considered  •  April  6  ;  Reported*  April  7 

Zand  Debentures  [Stamps'] 

Considered  *  April  25  ;  Reported  *  April  26 

Land  Drainage  Supplemental  Bill 

{Mr,  Baring,  Str  Oeorge  Orey) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  AprU  1  [Bill  110] 

Read2o»  Jprt/24 

Committee  *  ;  Report  AprU  26 

Read  3°  •  April  27 
/.  Read  1*»  (  Liyrd  Stanley  of  Alderley)  April  28 

Read2«»J/ay4  (No.  74) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  6 

Read  3''* -May  8 

Royal  Assent  May  9  [28  Viet.  c.  23] 


Zands  and  Heritages  (Scotland)  Vduatum 

~     )rt  of  Sel       ~        *         "      '"^     ""    ' 
.  No.  800) 


Report  of  Select  Committee  May  22— {Pari. 


Langton,  Mr.  W.  H.  G.,  Bristol 

Bristol  and  North    Somerset    Railway,   2R. 
[178]  887 

Lanioak,  Mr.  J.,  Cashel 

Constabulary    Force  (Ireland)    Act    Amend- 
ment, Comm.  Preamble,  [i  79]  085  ;  add,  el. 
994,  996 
Ireland— The  Police  in  Tipperary,  [179]  788 
Peace  Preserfation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 
Leare,  [180]  321 ;  2R.  509 

Xau7  Courts-^Bee  Courts  o/Jaho 
VOL.  CLJCXX.  [thibd  sekies.] 


Law  of  Evidence,  ftc.  Bill 

{Sir  FitiRoy  Kelly,  Mr.  Macaulay,  Mr.  MeMahon) 
e.  Ordered;  read  P  after  debate  Feb  14,  [177] 
257  [Bill  20] 

Read  2^  after  debate  Mar  1,  939 

Considered  in  Committee  June  15,  [180]  308 

[No  Report] 

Zaw  of  Zandlord  and  Tenant  in  Ireland 
178]  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  31  > 
To  leare  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "  a  Select 
Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
Laws  regulating  the  relations  between  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  in  Ireland,  with  a  yiew 
to  their  more  equitable  adjustment"  {Mr, 
Maguire),  570  ;  Question,  * '  That  the  words, 
&o. ; "  after  long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
•  Another  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  '*  That," 
and  add  "a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Acts  of 
I860  upon  the  relations  of  Landlord  and 
Tenant  in  Ireland  "  ( Viscount  Falmerston), 
618 ;  Question,  **  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
.  Another  Amendt.  To  leave  out  from  "  That,** 
and  add  "  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed U)  inquire  Into  the  operation  of  the 
Act  23  and  24  Vict.  c.  153,  on  the  Tenure 
and  Improvement  of  Land  in  Ireland" 
{Viscount  PalmersUm);  Question,  '<That 
the  words,  Ac.,"  put,  and  negatived  ;  words 
added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed 
to 

And,  on  April  27>  Committee  nominated  af 
follows : — Mr.  Maguire  (Chairman),  Mr.  Sec- 
retary Cardwell,  I^rd  Naas,  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
Mr.  Seymour  Fitigerald,  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr. 
Bunt,  Iklr.  William  Edward  Forster,  Lord 
Claud  Hamilton,  Colonel  Greville,  Sir  Ed- 
ward Grogan,  Sir  Colman  O'Loghlen,  The 
O'Donoghue,  Lord  Dunkellin,  Mr.  Caird,  Mr. 
'  George,  and  Mr.  Bagwell 
{Pari.  P.  No.  402) 

Lawbekoe,  Mr.  Alderman  J.  C,  Zamhetk 
S  upply^Departmen t  of  Science  and  Art,  [  1 79] 
1171 

Lawson,  Mr.  W.,  Carlisle 

Army  Estimates — Yeomanry,  Amendt.  [177] 

1981, 1983 
Execution  at  Durham,  [178]  7 
Licensing  Laws,  [177]  1116 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  Amendt.  [177]  642 
Public  House   Closing  Act    Amendment,  2R. 

Amendt.  [178]  866,  868;  Comm.  add.  el. 

[179]  552 
Saffron  Hill  Murder,  [177]  209 
Salmon   Fishery  Act  Amendment,  3R.  [180] 

624 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Ile8.~Tea,  [1 78]  1498 

LATiLBD,  Mr.  A.'H.  (Under  Secretary  for 
4        Foreign  Affairs),  Southwark 

Abyssinia— British  Prisoners  in,  [178]  958; 
[180]  999, 1002,  1013 

Agency  Money — Consul  General  at  St.  Peten* 

burg,  [1 77]  38* 
Anglo-Austrian  Commercial  Treaty,  [x8o]  264 

3  0 
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t  ATARD,  Mr.  A.  H.— cwrf.  «  ,  .  ^ 

'  Argentine  Republio— Treatment  of  a  Britub 
Officer,  [180]  541 

Braxil  and  Urugnay  Ji  77]  ^^»  ««® 
British  Embasiy  at  Washington.  [177]  318 
British  Passports  to  Ronie,Ti77]  *^0 

China— British  Sabjeots  in  the  Chinese  Service, 
[177]  287  -.—Consular  Courts  in,  [178]  81;— 
Piracy  in,  888 ; —Proceedings  in,  1239;— 
Dismissal  of  Prince  Kung,  [179]  1209;  — 
Foreign  Vessels  under  the  Chinese  Flag,  [180] 
540 

Civil  Serrice  Estfanates,  [178]  739 

Confederate  States  Cruisers,  [i  77]  1045  ;— Case 
of  CapUin  Beale.  1536 ;— British  Property 
in  the.  1922 

Consular  Reports,  [178]  8 

Duchies  of  Schleswig  and  Holstein,  [177]  750  ; 
[178]  930 

Foreign  Law,  Conyention  of,  [180]  1044 

Foreign  Office— Audit,  [179]  1100 

Ionian  Islands— Pensions  to  Officers,  [178]  206 

Ireland— The  Fenian  Brotherhood,  [178]  891 

Italy— Capture  of  English  Subjects  by  Bri- 
gands, [180]  539,  1162 

Morocco— The  Jews  in,  [178]  1084 

Naiareth— Church  at,  [178]  79 

New  Cross  Roads,  2R.  [177]  497 

Slave  Trade,  [177]  846 

Stote  Papers,  [178]  790 

Supply— Printing  and  Stationery,  [179]  1141, 
1143; —  Department  of  Science  and  Art, 
1173,  1174,  1176;— Captured  Negroes,  Ac. 
1281;— Consular  Establishments  Abroad. 
1283,  1284.  1286,  1287,  1288,  1290,  1291, 
1292  ;  —  Consular  Establishments,  China, 
Japan,  Ac.  1292 ;— Ministers  at  Foreign 
Courts,  1293 ;— Special  Missions  {VUcowU 
Amberley),  1295, 1296  ;  Report,  Explanation, 
[180]  106,  449 

Taxes  in  Europe,  [177]  958 

Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 
on,  [177]  1873 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  cL  1i[i8o] 
689 

United  States— The  Reciprocity  Treaty,  Papers 
moved  for,  [177]  414 ;— Claims  for  Compen- 
sation. 1372, 1373 ;— The  "  Alabama,"  [179] 
1108  ;— Case  of  the  "  Saxon"— Mrs.  Gray, 
[180]  131 ;— Consuls  for  the  Southern  States, 
868 

ZoUverein,  The,  [178]  1535  ;  [180]  446 

IiEATHAM,  Mr.  E.  A.,  Hudderifiel4 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1393, 

1418 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Instruc- 
tion to  Comm.  [177]  ®38 


I^di  Court  of  Scmhruptcy, 

of  the 

179]  Question,  Mr.  Ferrand ;  Answvr,  The  Attor- 
ney General  May  15,  293 
BeiheUt    The   Han,    Richard,*  Question,  Mr. 
Oox ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  May  16, 
[179]  392  * 

.  Leeds  Registrarskip,  Question,  Mr.  Ferrand ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  ila^  18,  489 
,  Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy  and  the  Bon.  R, 
Bethell,  Observations,  Vlsoount  Pahnerston 
11(^^28,744 

[pant* 


eont. 

179]  Leeds  Court  of  Basikruptey,  Motion,  Thati 
Select  Committee  be  appointed,  "  to  inqairo 
into  all  the  circumstaneet  eonneeted  with 
the    resignation  of    Mr.    Henry  Sedgwick 
Wilde  as  Registrar  of  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy at  Leeds ;  the  granting  him  a  peor 
sion  ;  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Weleh  to  the 
said  office ;  and  whether  he  was  to  reaign 
his  appointment  in  fiivour  of  tho  fionounble 
Biohard  Bethell  and  receive  anotbor  anoint- 
ment in  London"    (Jlr.   Ferrand);   after 
long  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  Soleot  Cen- 
mittee  appointed  May  23,  775 
180]  And,  on  May  30,  List  of  Committoe  reported 
from  the  General  Committee  of  Elections  as 
foUows:  — Mr.  Howoe  (CbainaMn),  Mr.  E. 
C.Egerton,  Mr.  T.  W.  Evans,  Colonol  P«i- 
nant,  Mr.  H.  B.  Vivian,  The  Lord  Advo- 
cate, and   Mr.   Bovill;    ObservatioBS,  Mr. 
Longfield;  Reply,  The   Attorney  Geiienl; 
long  debate  thereon  June  27,  879 
Report  Jume  22— (ParL  P.  No.  397) 
•  Motion,  ^  That  a  great  &cility  exisU  for  obtaio^ 
ing  Public  Appointments  by  ccnrrapt  means, 
Ac."  (Mr.  Hunt)  July  3,  1045 
.    Amendt.  To  leave   out  from   •*  That,"  and 
add  "  this  House  having  conaiderod  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Committee  on  tbo  I^eds 
Bankruptcy  Court,  and  the  evidence  taken 
by   it,  agrees  with  the  Committee    in  the 
opinion  that  the  &ets  which  are  eataUished 
acquit  the  Lord  Chancellor  from  all  charge 
in  the  matters  to  which  it  refers,   except 
that  of  haste  and  want  of  caution  in  granting 
a  pension  to  Mr.  Wilde ;  but  this  Houae  is 
of  opinion  that  some  further  check  shoold 
be  placed  by  Law  upon  the  grant  of  pensions 
to  the  holders  of  legal  offices"  {The  Lord 
AdvocaU),    1072;    Question,    -That    the 
words,  Ac,"  put,  and  negatived ;  Queation, 
*<  That  those  words  be  there  added  " 
Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoomed  " 
(Viscount  PalmersUm) ;  A.   163,    N.    177; 
M.  14,1134 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1138 
Question,  •*  That  those  words  be  there  added  *• 
( The  Lord  Advocate),  put,  and  negaUTed 
Another    Amendt.   To    add,  after     ibm    first 
word  "That,"    in  the    original    Qaestioe, 
the  words  "  This  Ilouse,  having  conaidered 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the   Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court,  and  the  Evidence  taken 
before  them,  are  of  opinion,  that,  while  the 
Evidence  discloses  the  existence  of  ootroft 
practices,  with  reference  to  the  appointxneBi 
of  Patrick  Robert  Welch  to    the  ofi&oe  ^ 
Registrar  of  the  Leeds  Bankraptcy   Covi, 
they  are  satisfied  that  no  impvtatieB  can 
fairly  bo  made  against  the  Lord  ChsAceOer, 
with  regard  to  this  appointment;  and  that 
such  evidence,  and  also  that  taken  befbxe  a 
Committee  of  the  Lords  to  inquire  Into  the 
circumstances  connected  with  the  rcsignati^ 
of  Mr.  Edmunds  of  the  offices  held  by  his, 
and  laid  before  this  House,  show  a  laudty  ef 
practice  and  a  want  of  caution  with  re^^ 
to  the  public  interests,  on  the  part  of  tfe 
Lord  Chancellor,  in  sancti<ming  the  grast  «f 
Retiring  Pensions  to  Public  OflBoera  againsS 
whom  grave  obarg^t  wero  pendiig.  which. 
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Leed$  Ccwi^  Birnhmfkyi  IUffi$trasr$Mp  tf  the 

— cont. 
180]  in  the  opinion  of  thii  Houae,  are  calculated 
to  discredit  the  administration  of  his  great 
office"  {Mr.  Edward  Pleyddl  Bouverie),  1135 

.  Question,  **  That  those  words  he  there  added/' 
agreed  to;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
agreed  to 

.  Lwrd  Chancellor,  Retianaiion  of  the,  Observa- 
tions, Earl   Granville  July  4,  1142 ;    Ob- 

•  servations,  Viscount  Palmerston  July  4, 1 163 ; 
Personal  Statement    of  The    Lord  Chan- 

.      •ellor/fi/yd,  1174 

Lepevbe,  Mr.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Reading 

Army  Estimates— Disembodied  Militia,  [177] 

1976  ;— Works,  Buildings,  Ac  [178]  138 
Clerical  Subscription,  2 R.  [180]  651 
Oommotis  and  Open  Spaces,  Oomm.  moved  for, 

[177]  510 
Confederate  States  Cruisers,  [177]  1044 
Fulmer  Common,  Indosure  o^  [177]  1116 
Liturgy,  Revision  of  the,  [179]  1122 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  230 
United  State*— The  "  Alabama,"  [179]  1107 

Lefroy,  Mr.  A.,  Dublin  University 
Clerical  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  662 
Clonpriest,  Ac.  Benefices  (Ireland),  Returns 

moved  for,  [177]  247 
Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [177]  791 ;- Railway 


System,  Address  moved,  [178]  925 

iplains,  [177]  1586 

Railway  Accidents,  Res.  [177]  1134 


Navy — Naval  Chaplaii 


Railway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  59 
Railways  (Guards   and   Passengers  communi- 
cation). Res.  [179]  62,  65 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  Amendt.  [179]  429, 

433 
Supply— Education  (Iteland),  [179]  1253 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  tiioved, 
[180]  589 

Legacy  and  Succession  Duty 

Question,  Mr.  Locke  King;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  10,  [177] 
134;  Question,  Mr.  Locke  King;  Answer, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  20, 
447 

Leiohtok,  Sir  B.,  Shropshire,  S. 

Locomotives  on  Roads,    Comm.  d,  2,  [178] 

1065;  c<.  5, 1069 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  2R.  [178]  1059 
Prisons,  Leave,  [i  77]  219 ;  Comm.  cl,  42,  [i  79] 

1331  ;  Schedule  1, 1333 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  334;  cl,  1, 

491 :  cl.  5,  519 ;  add,  cl.  520,  522 ;  Consid. 

680,692,702 

liEiTBiH,  Earl  of 

Address  in  Answer  to  thd  Speech,  [177]  3d 
Illicit  DistiUation— The  Cfonstabtiliiry,  [177] 
277 ;— In  Clare  and  Donegal,  Retttm  moved 
for,  280,  281 
Ireland  —  John  DAroy  and  tlobert  Davidson, 
Papers  moved  for,  [177]  128 ;— Magistracy 
and  Police  Force,  Papers  moved  for,  132, 
183 ;— Arming  of  the  Constabuhity,  227  ;— 
Case  of  CaUierino  Ganghan,  [179]  1186 

lecni* 


LBiTBiif,  Earl  o^-~conL 
Irvin,  Mr.  D'Aroy,  Papers  moved  for.  [177] 

230 
Police  (Ireland),  Returns  moved   for,  [178] 

1597 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

Lennox,  Lord  H.  G.  C,  Chiehester 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [179]  470,  471 

Lbblik,  Hon.  G.  "Waldegrave,  Hastings 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Scotland), 

[179]  1124 
Bcclesiastical  Leasing  Act  Amendment,   2R. 

[179]  260 
Piers  and  Harbours,  [179]  1121 


Roman  Catholic  Oath,  [179]  741 

LssuB,  Mr.  W.,  Aberdeenshire 
Cattle,  Diseases  in,  [177]  1117 
China— TaxaCion at  Hong  Kong, [177]  Hid;— 

Indian  Allowances  in,  [i  78]  81 
Roads  (Scotland),  [177]  1922 
Smith  or  Swanson,  Margaret,  Case  of,  [178]  84 

Zwr«,  Dr.  Leone,    **  Annals  of  British 
Legislation^ 
Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke;   Answer,    Mr. 
Peelilfayl6,[i79]392 

Lewis,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Marylehone 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (Judges' 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  529 
Fire    Brigade    (Metropolis),    Comm.    cl,    11, 

Amendt.  [180]  530 ;  d.  17,  Amendt.  53^ 
Fires  at  Theatres,  Ac.  [177]  136 
India— Dhar  Prize  Money,  [180]  442 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation, 

Consid.  [178]  886 
Piccadilly  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,  2R.  [177] 

593 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  Comm.  [180] 

720 
RaUway  Clauses,  Comtn.  [180]  619 
Regent's  Park— Bridge  over  the  Canal,  [177] 

600 

Libel  Bill 

{Sir  C.  (yLoghlen,  Mr.  LongJUld,  Mr,  Hevmeuy) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1**  Feb  21,  [177]  «^1  Cg"*  ^^l 
Order    for    second   reading   read  May    28; 
[House  counted  out] 

Licensing  Jmws,  The 
Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  Sir  Georgo 
Grey  ifar  6,  [177]  1116 

LiDDELL,  Hon.  G.  H.,  Northumberland,  8. 
Abyssinia— Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 

in,  [180]  1013 
Araiy  Estimates— Mano&otnring  Departments, 

[17711998  ^    ^^ 

Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1649 
China— Foreign   Vessels   under  the    Chinese 

Flag,  [180]  539 
Court  of  Referee*  ori  Private  Bill*— Sttading 

Order  88,  [180]  868 

Icons. 
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LiDDBLL*  Hon.  G.  H.— 60fil.  1 

Greenwich  HorolUl,  Leafe.  [178]  1011  ;  »R- 1 

[170]  1004  ;  Comm.  d.  20.[i8o]196;  el.  43. , 

m ;  c/.  61,  Amende.  129  ;  add,  el.  180 
Harbours  of  Refuge.  Res.  [180]  176 
India— Irrigation  Works,  [170]  50 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  2  R.  [i  78]  1058 
Poor  Law  Unions — Auditors  ofAooounts,  [178] 

1203 
River  Waters  Protection.  2R.  [177]  1850 
Union  Chargeability.  Comm.  [179]  835  ;  <wW. 

1^.521 

LnTOBB,  Viscount 

Ireland— J.  and  C.  Hannigan,  Papers  moved  for, 
[179]  556 ;— Case  of  Catherine  Gaughan,  726 

Lincoln,  Bishop  of 
Agricultural  Gangs,  Address  moved,  [179]  177 

Liverpool  Borough  Prison 

Question,  The  Marquess  of  Westmeath ;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  June  27,  [180]  850 

Liverpool    Ounpowder    Regulations,   Sfc, 

Bill 
C*  Report  *  ifay  80 

Liverpool  Licensing  Bill  (hy  Order) 
tf.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2®" 
Feb  24.  [177]  642 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
"the  granting  of  Licenses  for  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors  is  a  subject  which  ought 
not  at  present  to  be  dealt  with  by  any  Pri- 
vate Bill**  (ifr.  Law8on)\  after  debate, 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ac.,"  put,  and 
negatived  ;  words  added  ;  main  Question,  as 
amended,  agreed  to 

Llanpaff,  Bishop  of 
Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  Amendt.  [179] 
1047, 1060 

Local  Ooyemment  Supplemental  Bill 

(ifr.  Baring,  Sir  George  Orey) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  1«»  •  Mar  7  [BiU  58] 

Read  2»  •ifar  23 

Considered  in  Committee,  and  reported  with 
amended  title  Apnl  26,  [178]  1034 

Considered  *  April  26 

Read  3«* -4^1 27 
U  Read  1*  •  (Lwd  StarUey  of  AlderUy)  April  28 

Read2*»Jfoy4  (No.  72) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  5 

Read  3"  »  May  8 

Royal  Assent  May  0  [28  Viet.a,  24] 

Local  Oovemment  Supplemental  (No.  2) 

Bill    ('^»*-  Baring f  Sir  George  Grey) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l***  April  7  [Bill  108] 

Read2<'»^pn/24 

Committee  •  ;  Report  April  26 

Read  3«>  •  April  27 
I.  Read  I**  (Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy)  April  28 

Read2«»kiy4  (No.  73) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  5 

Road3»»3fay8 

Royal.  Assent  May  9     '         [28  Viel,  0.  26] 


LOC 


LOC 


L    INDBX) 
.1J9  — J180. 

Local  Oovemment  Supplemental  (Ho-  3) 

Bin   (Mr,  Baring,  Sir  George  Grey) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  April  26 

Read  2«*  and  referred  to  a  Select  Conunittee 
April  21  [Bill  118] 

Report»ifayl8  [BiU  162] 

Committee  •  (on  re-comm,) ;  Report  May  25 

Read8o»3%26 
I  K&hd  l^*  (Lord  Stanley  of  AOerUy)  May  29 

Read2*»/ttnel2  (No.  127) 

Committee  •  ;  Report  Jtme  13 

Read  S''*  June  15 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  Viet.  e.  il] 

Local  Ooyemment  Supplemental  (Ho.  4) 

Bill    (Mr,  Baring,  Sir  George  Grey) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l**  •  ifiiy  9  [BiU  182] 

Read  ^  *  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 

May  12 
Report  •  May  80 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  1 
Read  8<»  •  June  2 
I.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy")  Jme  2 

(No.  144) 
Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2»  "  Jvne  15, 
[180]    263;    after    short   debate,    MotioA 
agreed  to 
Read  2*  and  committed  ;  the  Committee  to  be 

proposed  by  the  Committee  of  Seleetioa 
Report  •  June  23 

Committee  •  Jtme  26  (No.  208) 

Report*  June  27 
Read  3»*  June  29 
Royal  Assent  July  5    [28  &  29  Viet.  c.  108] 

Local  Ooyemment  Supplemental  (Ho.  5) 

Bill     (Mr,  Baring,  Sir  George  Grey) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  1<»»  June  13  [Bill  209] 

Read  2°*  and  referred  to  a  Select  Committse 
June  20 

Committee  •  June  22  ;  Report  •  June  23 

Considered  as  amended*  June  23 

Read8°*/tmtf  26 
/.  Read  I**  (Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy)  June  26 

Read  2»  •  June  29  (No.  M5) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  30 

Read  3**  July  S 

Royal  Assent  July  5    [28  &  29  ViU.  o.  110] 

LocKSy  "Mx.  J.,  Southwark 
Army    Estimates  —  HisoeUaneoas    Serrioes, 

[178]  262 
Church  Attendance  on  Sunday,  LeaTe»  [177] 

948 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,   Comm.   moved 

for,  [177]  607 
Fire  Brigade  (MetropoUs),  2R.  [179]  838 
Indosure,  2R.  [178]  640 
Income  Tax  Papers,  [178]  670 
Inns  of  Court,  2R.  Amendt.  [178]  1047. 1053 
MotropoUtan  ToU  Bridges,  2R.  [178]  1056  j 

Navy  Estimates— Wages  to  Artificers  at  Hobs, 

[1783949  ; 

New  Cross  Roads,  2R.  Amendt.  [i  77]  400  I 

Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  Comm.  [iSd] 

725 
Prisoners  in  Newgate,  Treatment  of,  [177]  ^S^ 

1022.  1024,  1026 
Probate,  Court  of,  [i  78]  86 
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Lock*,  Mr.  J.— ^(m<. 
River  Waters  Protection,  2IL  [177]  1346 
Sonlage  Collection,  Pftpen  moTedfor,  [180]  410 
Supply  —  Metropolitan    Fire    Br^^ade,    [179] 

257  ;~RAte8  for  Goremment  Property,  608; 

—Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  707,    708,    710;— 

National  Gallery  Enlargement,  [180]  i02, 496 
Thames  andlsis  Nayigation,  [178]  229 
Theatres,  <feo.  Leave,  [177]  1529;  2R.  [179] 

104  :  [180]  178, 183,  332 
Turnpike   Acts  Continuance,    Comm«    cl,    1, 

Amendt.  [180]  688,  844,  846 
Union  Chargeability,  Leave,  [177]  484 ;  Comm. 

el,  2,  [1 79]  515,  518 
Westminster  Bridge  (Metropolis),  [177]  208 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  776 

Locomotiyefl  on  Boads  Bill 

(Mr.  ffoOoiid,  Sir  E.  Bering,  Sir  John  Hay) 
e.  Ordered*  Mar  9 

Read  10  •i/ar  10  [BiU  63] 

Read  2^*  April  6 

Considered  in  Committee  ;  and,  after  long 
debate,  reported  April  26,  [178]  1060 

[BiU  116] 

Moved,  <<  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  30  "  May  15, 
[179]  372  ;  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and 
add  **•  upon  this  day  six  months"  (Mr,  Oreen- 
v}ood);  after  short  debate.  Question,  <*  That 
'  now,'  Ao,,**  agreed  to ;  main  Question  agreed 
to  [BUls  143  A  246] 

Read  303%  15 
h  Read  1*  •  (The  Earl  of  Hardwioke)  May  16 

Read  2*,  after  short  debate,  and  referred  to  a' 
Select  Committee  May  26,  867  (No.  lOS) 

And,  on  June  12,  Committee  appointed  and 
nominated  as  foUows : — ^D.  Biohmond,  D. 
Sutherland,  M.  Salisbury,  E.  Caithness,  E. 
Hardwioke,  E.  Carnarvon,  E.  Ronmey,  V. 
MelvUle,  V.  Eversley,L.  Silchester,  L.  Roesie, 
L.  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  June  13,  L.  Harris 
added  in  the  place  of  D.  Sutherland, 
E.  De  Grey  in  the  place  of  L.  Stanley  of 
Alderley,  and  £.  Ducie,  V.  StrathaUan,  L. 
Calthorpe,  and  L.  Wenlock  added ;  June  14, 
E.  of  Malmesbury  added 

Report  *  June  16  (No.  164) 

Conmiittee *  /uiitf  20  ;  Report*  June  22 

Read  3"  */tmtf  26 

Commons  Amendts.  and  Reasons    (No.  237) 

Royal  Assent  July  5      [28  A  29  Vict.  0.  83] 

LoKDOK,  Bishop  of 

Burial  Service,  Res.  [180]  1031 
Charities  of  the  Cities  of  London  and  West- 
minster, Paper  moTcd  for,  [180]  705 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  [|  179}  972 
Companies  Workmens'  Education,  Comm.  d,  1, 

[179]  we 

Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — Law  of 
Evidence,  [179]  186 ;  [180]  340 

ImperialGas,  2R.  [i79]864  I 

Imperial  Gas  Company's  Works  at  Chelsea, 
[179J  108 

PubUc  Schools,  2R.  [178]  648 

Standing  Order  No.  191 — Displacement  of  Lon- 
don Poor,  [178]  875 

London  Brokers'  Bill 

(ifr.  MoffaUy  Mr.  Hankey,  Mr.  T.  J.  Miller) 
€,  Ordered  ;  read  1^  •  May  25  [BiU  167] 


LoHo,  Mr.  E.  P.,  Ch^fp&nham 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  64, 70, 

71 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1155 
Highways  Act,  [178]  84 
Medical  OflBcers  of  Poor  Law  Unions,  [177]  935 
Union  ChargeabUity,  Comm.  [179]  170 

LoNGFiELD,  Mr.  E.,  Mallow 

County]Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (Judges* 

Salaries),  Res.  [180]  528 
County  Voters    Registration   (Ireland),    2R. 

[178]  266 
Game  (Ireland),  2R.  [177]  1528 
Ireland— Patent  and  Close  RoUs,  [177]  1829 
Juries  in  Criminal  Cases,  2R.  [177]  1724 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  el.  l,[i8o]314 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  [180]  879,  880,  894, 

913 
RaUway  TraveUing  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  64 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [179]  855 
Salmon    Fishery     Act   (1861)    Amendment, 

Comm.  el,  32,  [180]  364 ;  Consid.c2.  31, 592 
Supply— Fishery  Board  (Scotland),  [179]  1808 
Tenure  and  ImproTement  of  Land  (Ireland). 

[x8o]  758 

LoKGFOBB,  Earl  of 
Army — MUitary  Hospitals  at  Netley  and  Wool* 

wioh,  [177]  1113;— Issue  of  Commissions, 

[180]  971 
Bajikruptcy   and    Insolvency   (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Report,  Amendt.  [178]  273 
Canada — Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois*  Report, 

[177J  438 
Committees  on  Private  Bills,  Return  moved 

for,  [180]  1035 
Courts  of  Justice  Site,   [177]  415;  Returns 

moved  for,  1918 
Destitute  Poor  (Metropolis),  Returns  moved 

for,  [177]  98 
Destruction  of  Metropolitan  DweUings  by  RaiU 

ways,  [178]  555 
Indian  Army,  The,  [180]  1159 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  2R.  [179]  870 
MetropoUtan  Sewage^Report  of  Select  Com- 
mittee, [177]  636 
Poor  Relief  (Metropolis)  Act  (1864),  Return 

moved  for,  [177]  202 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  2R.  [i  79] 

559 


Lord  ChanMUor,  Jtestgnatum  of  the 

Observations,  Earl  GranvUle  July  4,  [180] 
1142  ;  Observations,  Viscount  Palmerston, 
1163;  Personal  Statement  of  The  Lord 
ChanceUor  July  5, 1174 

Lotteries — Public  Departments 
Question,  Mr.  Vomer;   Answer,   The  Chan* 
ceUor  of  the  Exchequer /un^  8,  [179]  1268 

Lowe,  Eight  Hon.  E.,  Calne 
Army  Estimates— Works,  BuUdings,  Ac.  [178] 

148 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1423 
Canada — ^Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[177]  1578 
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LowB,  RIgbt  Hm.  TL    dtfiir. 
Eauoatiott,  Ownm.  «idf«d  ht^  [177]  M9 
Felony  and  Misdemeanor  ETidenoe  and  Prao- 

t4oe,«R.[i77]»W 
Ireland— Stote  of,  Ret.  [177]  tM 
Patent  Laws,  [180]  446 
PrifateBmCoiti,».[t77]«TO 
Trade  with  Fbreiga  NAtioof,  Selett  Committee 

on, [177]  1861 
Wimbledon  Common*  8R.  [178]  777 

Lanacy  taw 
Obeervatloni»  Mr.  NeAt*  Ifoy  SO,  [1 79]  m*    , 
[Hoose  eounted  out  J 

Lunatic  Atjlntti  Act  (185S),  ftc.,  Amend- 
ment Ml  (Mr.Scourfidd^Mr.Pugh) 

e.  Ordered ;  read !•  •  /imd«  [Bill  IM] 

R4sad2°»/ttn^8 

Comddttee  * ;  Report  Junm  19 

Considered  as  amended  *  /mm  19 

RMda*'*  June  14 
h  Read  !•  •  (Earl  Caufdor)  June  U  (No.  160) 

Read9**7im«19 

Committee*  Report  Jum  98 

Read3*»/iiw«23  _. 

Royal  Awent  June  29    [28  A  29  Ft<j<.  c.  80] 

Luurtte  A^lvmg  {Lrdaad)  Bill 

(Mf.  Blake,  Mr.  MoMahon) 


e.  Ordered ;  read  !••  if<u/26 
■   Bmirlthdrairn*/ii*i«Il 


[BUI  171] 


Ltall,  Mr.  a.,  Whiteha/oen 
Colonial  GoTeraors  (RetiriD|f  PenMoin)»  Comm. 

add.  el  [180]  669 
Onitom  House  Charges,  [180]  45 
Customs,  Out  Door  Offloen  of,  [178]  669, 1217 
Mines  and  Timber,  Rating  oi,  [i  77]  ^^ 
Mauritius— Military  Defence,  ri77J  1743 
Poor  Law  Secretory,  Rii.  [1 77J  *W 
Union  of  Benefloes  Act  Amendment)  Imtc, 

[178]  1014 

Ltgow,  Hon.  F.,  Woroiterihire,  W. 

Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  d,  2,  [180]  848 

Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills  — Stand- 
ing Order  88,  [180]  875 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Instruc- 
tion to  Comm.  [177]  981  ;  Comm.  [178] 
180;  Amendt.490 

Dockyard  Extensions,  Comm.  [179] 950;  eU  1, 
951,  952 

Educational  and  ChAritiibl^  Institutions,  Leate, 
[178]  028;  2R.  [180]  608,  616 

Greenwich  HoSpitd,  LeaYe,[i78]  1010 ;  Comm. 
i?«.  11,  [179]  1324 

Public  OflSces  (Site  and  Approaches),  LeaTO, 


[17^]  1805,  1807 
^ualiflo   ■ 


QttiOifloation  for  Offices  Abolition,  3R.  [178] 

182 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  (1861)  Amendment,  UaTO, 

[178]  1026 
Supply  —  Woods,  Forests,  iw.  [179]  706  ;— 

Offiee  of  Works,  dM<  946 
Union    Chargeability,   Comm.    A^j.    moTcd, 

[179]  172 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 

fi77]  1460;  [178]  1022 


Lyttbltok,  Lord 

Canndftr-DelenOMoi^-C^lMel  Jsmte^Bepot, 

[177]  432 
Clerical  Subeoriptien,  Comm.  [179]  969 ;  <{.  4, 

974 
BdieatioB,  National,  [i  77]  1 W 
Epbootwle,  Increase  of  the,  [180]  696,  761 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]  664,  749 
Union  ChargeabiUty,  3R.  [180]  524 

LxTtOH,  Biglit  Hon.  «r  E.  G.  Mwer, 

Malt,  Res.  [i77l  1242 

Lyvbdeit,  Lord 
British  Kaflfiraria,  2R.  [177]  1 W2 
Canada— Defences  of— C^^nelJenrciB  Report, 

[i77]416.424.  440 
Colonial  Govertiors  (Retiring  Peiisiote),  JR. 

[180]  967 
bast    India   (Goyemor    Genewa's  Powm). 

Comm.  [178]  870,  872  . 

Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Psnws, 

Res.  [179]  23  ^  ^.    ^ 

India— Officers  of  the  late  East  India  Coo- 

pan/s  Army.  [179]  274 
Public  School,  Nominatl0ii  of  Comm.  [178] 

1458 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [t8o]  819 
Unlori  Oh&rg«abUlty4  Comm.  [180]  8W 

MJLoBVoT)  Mr.  B.,  J^«rt*  06. 

Ireland  — Medleal   Officers  In   Unions,  Ro. 

[177]  151* 
LumitiM  ifl  Gaols  (Irrtand),  [179]  '^^l 

MACKimNro^,  Itr.  W.  A.,  Uy^ 
Courto  of  Conciliation,  [1 78]  489 

McMahok,  Mr.  P.,  Wexfwri  Co, 
Belfast-Riots  at,  [177]  875;  Res.  fi8o]  161 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  U»i«, 

[I78]^1517  .«n«. 

Inknd  Revenue,  Comm.  cf.  16,  L>8oi805 
Ireland— The  Brehon  Uws,  [17?]  748  ;-SWi 

of,  Res.  785  ,        ,  _^ 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Irelaiid),  Law  of,  COTun* 

moved  for,  [178]  60S 
Law  of  Evidence,  2R.[i77jd42  ^    ^      ^ 
Peaoe  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Contuni«no«i 

Leave,  [i8o]821 
Raaway  CUuses,  Comm.  [180]  620 
Roman  CathoUo  Oath,  [179]  743 
Sea  Fisheries. [1 77]  748  ^^  r  ^m 

Sheep,  Ac.  Protectkm  (Ireland),  2R.  [i7«^^ 
Supply— Rates  for  GOvemmen*  Property,  [i?9i 
601,  604  ;-Board  of  Trade,  619  X""^^ 
and  StaUonery,  11*«  J  -  J^?*^^,  ^ 
1149;— Uw  Ohnrges.&c.  (Irdjmd),  IIW, 
—Constabulary  (Ireland),  1151 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Uad  \M^h 
[180]  757 

Maguibe,  Mr.  J.  F.,  Dungarvan 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [i77J  67»  Ji 

Army  Estimates  —  MiUtary  Education,  [i7»J 

257,259,261  ^    ^     ... 

Bel&st-RioU  at.  [f77J  ^O^i^^i  B^t»*'^ 

!•* 

[•^ 
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HAL       MAE 


MAomsi,  Mr.  J.  F.—eotU. 
Braxil  and  Uragvaj,  [177]  188,  658;— The 

River  Plate,  1871 
Consolidated  Fond  (AppvoprUtiea),  8R.[i8o] 

885 
Greenwich  Union— Oases  of  Mary  Moriarty 

and  others,  [i  77]  596 
Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1152 
Ireland— Court   of   Admiralty,    [177]  83  ;— . 

Removal  of  Paupers,  88;— State  of,  Res. 

727.  728 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  570,  619,  623 
Navy  Estimates — New  Works,  Ae.  [179]  931 
Navy— Mr.  Clare's  Patents,  [177]  449 
Paper  Trade,  Res.  [179]  745,  760,  766 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

Leave,  [180]  323 ;  2R.  Amendt.  509 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  T^and  (Ireland), 

Comm.  [178]  956  ;  [180]  754 
Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[177]  1908 


Uauks,  Mr.  B.,  WalUngford 
Army— Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 

653 
Army  Estimates — Adminiftriition  of  the  Army, 

[178]  988 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  [177]  626 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  2R.[i79] 

857;  Conaid.  cl  20,  [180]  847 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [178]  526 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  190, 

193 ;  2R.  297 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  496;  Lords  Amendts.  [179]  1185 
Fire  Insuranoe,  Res.  [i  78]  43 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  el.  2,  [180]  318 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[170]  780 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  277 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1296 
Railway  Accidents,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 

1172 
Record   of  Title  (Ireland),   2R.  [179]  854; 

Comm.  1183 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [178]  223 


Malmesbttbt,  Earl  of 

Abyssinia— Imprisonment  of  British  Snljeets 

in,  [180]  111,1157 
Army — Barracks  (Ireland),  [i  77]  1462 
Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 

696 
Canada — Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, 

[1773^3 
Committees  on  Private  Bills,  Return  moved 

for,  [180]  1037 
Dockrall,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 

188, 193 
Looomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  256 
Princess  of  Wales,  Address  moved,  [180]  109 
Public  House  Closing  Act  Amendment,  Comm. 

e/.  5,  [180]  115 
Public  Schools,  [178]  746 
Ryan,  Mary— Case  of,  [177]  1651 
Salmon  Fishery  Act  Amendment^  Comm.  [180] 

857 ;  cL  14,  Amendt.  B6S 
Unioo  Chargeability,  aR.  [180]  38 


Mali — RmUdum 

177]  Moved, "  That  i»  any  future  vemissioii  of  In- 
direct Tazatiop,  this  House  should  take  into 
consideration  the  Duty  on  Malt,  with  a 
view  to  its  early  reduction  and  ultimate 
repeal "  (Sir  FitMRoy  KeUy)  Mar  7, 1223 

,  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,''  and 
add  "  considerinj;  the  immunities  from 
taxation  now  enioyed  by  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  land,  they  are  not  entitled  to 
any  special  oonsidsration  on  account  of  the 
pecuniary  pressuro  of  (bo  Malt  Tax,  &e** 
{Mi\  Neate),  125?;  Question,  "That  the 
words,''  d»}.  i"  after  l^ng  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

•  Original  Question  ag^R  proposed ;  Whereupon 
previous  Question,  "That  that  Question 
be  now  put"  {Mt,  Bwrdcastle);  A.  171, 
N.  251 ;  M.  80  ;  Division  IMi,  1298 

Halt  Duty  Bill 

( The  ChaneeUor  of  the  JSxekeouar) 
e.  Read  1»  •  May  19  [£Ull  1001 

Read2«»/iiii«l 

Order  for  Committee  read  June  15 
Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tbo 
Chair"  (Mr,  ChaneeUar  of  the  Exehequer), 
[180]  264 ;  after  Ipng  debate,  MotiQii  agreed 
to 
Committee ;  Report  Jttne  15,  2^8 
Considered  as  ameiidod*  June  1^ 
Read3**»/ttntf20 
I  Read  1^*  {The  Lord Preeident)  June  20 
Read  2*  •  June  22  (No.  181) 

Committee^ ;  Report  June  23 
Readd«*Ji(;2e26 
Royal  Assent  Jitne  f9     [28  A  29  Viet,  0. 66] 


Mr.   Huti 


Malt  far  CatiU 
Question,  Mr.  Fenwick;  Answer, 
lfV617,[i77]321 

Maknebs,   Eight  Hon,   Lord  J.  J.   K., 
Zeieesferthire,  N. 
Business,  Public,  [178]  1204 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  04 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  180 
Financial  Statement«-?Way9  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1146 
Ireland— State  of,  Res.  [177]  827 
Supply— National  Gallery,  [179]  1?60, 1273 
Union  Chargeability,  21^  [i  7^1  993;  Comm. 

[iT9]n2,846 

Karina  Kutisy  Bill 

{Mr.I)odton,LQrd  Clarence  Pagel^  Mr,  Childert) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  *  Mar  10 

Read2«>»  Jrar20 

Committee  «  ;  Report  Mar  27 

Eead3*»»ifar28 
I,  Read  1«*  (The  Duke  of  Somerset)  Mar  BO 

Read2>*ifar31 

Committee*;  Report  Aprils 

Read3*»i4pf^4 

Royal  Assent  April  7  [28  Vict,  c.  12] 

Mablbobotjoh,  Duke  of 
District  Church  Tithes,  2R.  [178]  1074 
Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [179]  720 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  435 
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MarrioffB  Ceriificatst,  Stamp  Duties  on 
Qoestioo,  Sir  James  Fergusson ;  Answer,  The 
ChuiceUor  of  the  Exoheqner  May  15,  [179] 
298 

Marriaae  Law,  The 
QuestioD,    Sir  Colman   O'Loghlen ;    Answer , 
Sir  George  Grey  Feb  20,  [177]  447 

Xarriasres  (Luaboome)  Bill  [hj..] 

{The  Bishop  af  Omfwd) 
t.  Presented  ;  read  !••  Mai^  4  (No.  85) 

Read  2*  after  short  debate  1%  9,  [i  78]  1 
Considered  in  Committee  ;  Amendt.  proposed  ; 
New  Clause  (  The  Bishop  of  Oxford)  May  12, 
[179]  188 ;  after  debate,  Amendt.  negatived ; 
Bill  reported  May  12 
Read  3*^11(^16 
c.  Read  1»  •  June  28  [BUI  287] 

Read2o*/ufM26 
Committee*;  Report /tffi# 2T 
Read8»*/MW<f  28 
Rojal  Assent  July  6      [28  &  29  Vict,  0.  81] 

Married  Women's  Property  (Ireland)  Bill 

(Mr,  Longjleld,  Sir  C,  (yLoghlen,  Mr.  Leader) 
^j^prdered^Madl'^JfarS  [BiU«0]. 

Committee*;  Report  ifar  28 
Considered*  Mar  29 
Read  8^  *lfar  30 
I,  Read  1»  •  (  rA<?  Earl  ofBeknore)  Mar  Z\ 
Read2»*^ay4  (No.dS) 

Committee*  May  lb  ;  Report  *  McCy  le 
Read3**Jfoyl8  (No.  70) 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  VM,  o.  -48] 

MijtBH,  Mr.  M.H.,  Salisbury 

Army— Case  of  Lieat.-CoIonel   Dawltins,  Ad- 
dress moTod,  [i  79]  880 
British  Kaffraria,  Comm.  [^77]  1007 
Colonial  Gov^mtHV  (R4tinnf  J*9nwi7B8)»  Loaw* 

[178]  1617,  1M9 
Colonial  Naval  Defence,  Comm.  [177]  1823 
Colonies,  Protection  of  the,  [t  79]  905 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  51* 
Financial  Statement — Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1137 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1600 
Private  Bills.    Standing  Order   No.  7,  [177] 

111 
Supply— Fishery  Board  (Sootland),[ 1 79]  1308 ; 

—Flax  Cultivation  (IreUnd),  1309 ;— Malta 

and  Alexandria  Telegraph,  1311 

MAHTnr,  Mr.  P.  Wykeham,  Rochester 
Locomotives  on  Roads,   Comm.  el,  1,  [178] 

lOW;  el  4,  1067  ^ 

Navy  Estimates— ^ientifio  Departments,  [178] 
732 ;— Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  949 

Master  and  Servant 
Select  Committee  appointed  "to  ioouire  into 
the  state  of  the  Law  as  Tegards  Contradto 
of  Service  between  Master  and  Servant,  and 
as  to  the  expediency  of  amending  the  same" 
{Mr.  Co66d<04pra7,[i78]966 

[conl. 


Master  and  Servanti'-eoTii: 

And,  on  May  19,  Committee  nominated  u  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Cobbett  (Chairman).  Lord  Elcho, 
Mr.  Solicitor  General,  Sir  James  FergnMoo, 
Mr.  Dalglish,  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy,  Mr. 
Edmund  Potter,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  William 
Edward  Forster,  Mr.  Hennessy,  Mr.  Roe- 
buck, Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Jackson,  Bir.  AlgerooB 
Egerton,  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons,  Mr.  CliTe, 
and  Mr.  Cox 

Report /utM  Ib-^PoH,  P.  No.  370) 

Master  Manufacturers  —  Rental  m»  Ms* 
chinery 
Question,  Sir  Robert  Clifton  ;    Answer^  Mr. 
Milner  Gibson  June  20,  [180]  640 

ICasters  and  Operatiyes  Bill 

{Lord  St,  Leonards) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1»  •  May  8  (No.  92) 

Mauritius,  The-- Contribution  for  MiRierji 
Defence 
Question,  Mr.  Lyall ;  Ajiswer,  Mr.  GsrdweD 
Mjw  16,  [177]  1742 

Mayne,    Sir  Richard,    and   the  Band 
Magistrates 
Observations,    Mr.     Adderley;     Reply,  Sir 
George  Grey  April  8,  [i  78]  719 

lfELVii.LE,  Viscount 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  2R.  [179]  870 

ICerchant  Shipping  Bispates  Bill 

{Mr,  Denman,  Mr.  Clay) 

e,  Ordered ;  read  I''  Mar  24,  [i  78]  268  [Bill  M] 

Moved,    "That  the   Bill   be    now  read  2*" 

(Jtfr.  i><;nman) /ttikJ  21,  [180]  699 ;  after  short 

debate,  Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 

HetaUiferons  Mines,  1865,  Bill 

{Lord  Kinncurd) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  Mar  30,  [178]  479 
After  debate,  Order  for  the  second  reading  read 
and  discharged ;   Bill  withdrawn  Jtfey  22, 
[179]  621  (No.  49) 


Metalliferous  Mines  (No.  2)  BiU  [hi^I 

{The  Earl  of  Rosse) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1»  •  Jufte  15  (No.  IW) 

Metropolis 
Casual  Poor,  Question,  The  Marquess  Tmwur 

hend ;    Anawer,    Earl    Granville  Mar  21, 

[17833 
Destitute  Peer,   Motion   for    Returns  (M 

Houghton)  Feb  9,  [i  77]  96 
IhoeUinpSf  DestrucUen  <rf,  by  Raii¥fays,lft^ 

Amendment    of  Standing   Order  No.  1>1 

moved  ( The  Earl  of  Shafieebmy)  Mm  31, 

[178]  543  ;  after  debate,  Motion  withdrtvo 
Byde  Park,  Gardene  in,  Question,  Mr.  BUd^- 

bum  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  F.  Cowper  Mar  ll 

[177]  1880 
Leicester  Square,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson ;  i** 

swer,  Mr.  Cowper  Mar  9,  [177]  1868 

[csel. 
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MetropoHs^-eoni, 
Londattt  Fires  in,   Qaestion,  Mr.   Hankey; 

Answer,  Mr.  T.  G.  Baring  Afor  21,  [178]  7 
Main  Drainage,  Question,  Viscount  Enfleld; 

Answer,  Mr.  Tite  Feb  13,  [177]  205 
Metropolitan  Paving,  ire*.  Moved,  To  appoint 

a  Commission,  &o.  {Sir   Wiiliam  Fmser) 

June  13,  [180]   132 ;  aOer  debate,  Motion 

withdrawn 
NewingUm  Green  andHcmsey  Road,  Qnestiony 

Blr.  Hanbury;  Answer,  Mr.  T.  Baring Ifayl, 

[;i78]128« 
Night  Refuges,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Banbury ;  An- 
swer, Mr.   0.   P.  Villiers  Mat  20,  [177] 

1920 
Ownerless  Dogs,  Question,  Mr:  Dawson-Damtr; 

Aifswer,  Sir  George  Grey  June  16,  [180]  dM 
Park  Lane,  Question,  Mr.  SouUy;   Answer, 

Mr.  Cowper  J|)ni7,[i78]889 
Parochial  MeMeal  Relief,  Question,  Sir  John 

Shelley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  MarZl, 


[1783568 
^olii      ~ 


Police  Rate,  Observations,  Mr.  Gox;  Reply, 
Sir  George  Grey  ifar  17,  [177]  1900 

RegenCs  Park^Bridge  over  me  Canal,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Harvey  Lewis ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Cowper  Feb  23,  [177]  600 

8U  James*  Park,  Question,  Sir  William  Pra- 
ser ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  June  9,  [i  79] 
1347 

Sewage  (Metropolis^,  Question,  Mr.  Blake ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Tite  Mar  10,  [177]  1479;— 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee,  Observations, 
The  Earl  of  Longford  F^  24,  636  ;  debate 
thereon ;  Explanation,  The  Earl  of  Essex 
Feb  27,  735 

Thames  Embankment,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Gave; 
Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  June  22,  [180] 
633 

Upper  Street,  Islington,  State  Vf,  Question,  Mr. 
Cox;   Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  May  12, 


[179]  288 
WelUngton*s, . 


ingUnCs,  Duke  of.  Monumental  St,  Paulas, 
Question,  Sir  M.  Farquhar;  Answer,  Mr. 
Cowper  Mar  23,  [178]  80 

Westminster  Bridge,  Question,  Mr.  Looke  ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Cowper  Feb  13,  [177]  208 

See  Co^nrruyns  and  Open  Spaces 

Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  BecJamation 
BUI  (by  Order)    , 

1 77]  c.  Moved, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«  " 
(Sir  William  RusseU)  Feb  28,  832 

'  Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  *'  upon 
this  day  six  weeks  "  (Mr.  Crawford) ;  Ques- 
tion, **Tbat  'now,'  dto.;"  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

•  Read  2^,  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee ; 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  (Mr,  Ayrton), 
845 
Select  Committee  nominated  March  9  as  fol- 
lows:— The  Judge  Advocate  (Chairman), 
[added  March  13],  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Knight, 
Mr.  Brady,  Mr.  Tavemer  John  Miller,  Mr. 
Clay,  Mr.  Paget,  Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Colonel 
Smyth,  and  Mr.  Charles  Turner 

178]  Considered  as  amended  ;  Airther  considera- 
tion deferred  April  7,  881 

.  Bill  further  considered ;  Read  3<>  Ajnril  25, 1000 

179]  /.  Read  3*  after  short  debate  June  1, 1115  ; 
^111  passed,  and  sent  to  Uie  Commons 

YOL.  CLXXX.    [tbibd  sbbies,] 


Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor  BOl 

(Mr,  C.  P.  Villiers,  Viscount  Ei^ld) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  Mar  20  [Bill  83] 

178]  Moved,  *«That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2<»" 
(Mr,  C,  P,  VilUers)  Mar  80,  533 ;    after 
debate.  Motion  agreed  to ;  Read  2®  Mar  80 
.  Committee  ;  Report  Avril  5,  756 
.  Considered  as  amendea  April  6,  859 

Read  3*»  •  AprU  24  [BiU  162] 

(.  Read  1*»  (Earl  De  Grey)  April  27  (No.  70) 
170I  Read  2*  after  short  debate  May  12, 192 
.  Moved,  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  a  (Committee  May  16, 878  ;  after  debate. 
Motion  agreed  to ;  BiU  considered  in  Coin- 
mittee  May  16 
Report*  if<t^  18 
Read  3>  *ifay  19 
Royal  Assent  June  2  [28  Viet.  0.  34] 


Metropolitan  Main  Drainage  [Guarantee 
of  Repayment  of  Money']  BiU 

e.  Considered  in  Conmiittee  Mar  13,  [177]  1644 
Report  Mar  14 


Metropolitan  Main  Drainage  Ezteniion 

Bill  (Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Chaneeller  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr,  Peel) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Mar  14  [BUI 78] 

Read2«»»  Mar  15 

Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  16 

Read3o»iferl7 
/.  Read  1*  •  (Lord  Stanley  ofAUerUy)  Mar  20 

Read  2**  ifayl  (No.  40) 

Committee*;  Report ifoy 3 

Read3**ifay4 

Royal  Assent  May  9  [28  Viet,  0. 19] 


Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges  Bill 

(Mr,  Aid,  Salomons,  Mr,  Locke,  Mr,  Jaekson) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  lo  *  Mar  1  [Bill  47] 

Moved,  **  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2o"  (Mr, 
Alderman  Salomons)  April  26,  [178]  1053 

Read  2^  after  debate,  and  committed  to  a 
Select  Committee  ^pn7  26 

Instruction,  "to  inquire  into  the  existing  Tolls 
on  Roads  and  Bridges  within  the  Metropolis, 
and  the  best  means  of  abolishing  them  "  (Mr. 
Ayrton) 

And,  on  May  10,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Alderman  Salomons ( Chairman)! 
Mr.  Cubitt,  Mr.  Jackson,  Sir  Baldwin  Leiffh- 
ton,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr.  Charles  Turner,  Sir 
John  SheUey,  Mr.  LiddeU,  Mr.  Locke  King, 
Mr.  S  tonhope,  Mr.  Adam,  Sir  William  JoUiffe, 
Mr.  Cowper,  Lord  John  Manners,  Mr. 
Hanbury,  and  Mr.  Tite;  May  12,  Mr. 
Leader  added 

Special  Report  June  l^^Parl.  P.  No.  380) 


Middlesex  Industrial  Sekooh  BUI 
c.  Order  [Uth  May]  that  the  Report  from  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Middlesex  Industrial 
Schools  BiU  do  lie  upoa  the  Table  road 

3D 
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yTiddUsex  Induitriai  Schools  Bill^cont, 

Moved,  *'  That  the  said  order  be  discharged  " 
(Mr.  DouUon)  ;  Qaestion  nogatited  Matj  20, 
[1701975  ;  after  debate.  Bill  committed  to 
a  Select  Committee  Mar  80,  [178]  486 
Moved,  "That  the  Middlesex  Indostrial 
Schools  Bill,  as  amended  in  the  Committee, 
be  taken  into  Consideration  To-morrow"  (Jfr. 
Henne$8y) ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn June  8,  1263 
And.  on  April  8,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Sir  William  Jolliffe  (Chairman), 
Mr.  Baring,  Mr.  Cave,  Viscount  Endeld,  Mr. 
Greenwood,  Lord  Edward  Howard,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Miles,  Mr.  Salt,  Sir  John  Trollope,  and 
Whitbread 

Mn.E8,  SirW.,  8omerMish%re,  E. 

Colonial  Naval  Defence,  Leave.  [177]  1029 

^  .•»%.._     rk_    n r.teOl  tOAA 


Greenock  RaUway,  Re-Oomm.  [178!  1200 
Locomotives   on  Roads,    Comm.  cZ. 
1063;  cl.  4,  1067 


Miller,  Mr.  W.,  Leith 
Indian  Medal,  The,  [179]  802, 568 


Hills,  Mr.  A.,  Taunton 

AseemVah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Comm. 


Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177I  1200 
Police  Superannuation,  Comm.  add.  el.  [178] 

1072 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  336;  Comm. 

[179]  128,  m,  368;  c/.  2,601 

Militia  Ballots  Snspension  Bill 

( The  Marquess  of  Eartlngton^  Mr,  Peel) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  V  •  Mat/  26 

Read  2^*  June  1 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  2 

Read  30  •  JuneS 
I.  Read  l^*  {Earl  De  Qrey)  June  12 

Read  2*  •  JuM  18 

Committee* ;  Report  June  16 

Read  3»*  June  16 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  VieU  c.  46] 

Militia  Pay  Bill 

(  The  Marquess  of  Eartinpton,  The  Judge 
Advocate) 
<j.  Ordered*  Jfor  21 

Presented  :  read  l***  May  26 

Read2°*/Mn<j  1 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  2 

Read3°*/K«<8 
I.  Read  1»*  cEarlDe  Qrcy)  June  12 

Read  2*»  June  13 

Committee* ;  Report  June  16 

Read3**  Jwn<;16 

Royal  Assent  June  19  [28  VicL  c.  47] 

Militia — Eevtews  of  the 
Question.  Lord  Burghley ;  Answer,  The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington  June  20,  [180]  638 
The  3rd  Middleiex,  Question,  Mr.  Denman ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  May  8, 
178]  1698 

MiLLKE,  Mr.  T.  J.,  Colchester 

India— Kirwee  Prize  Money,  [177]  288 
Piccadillv  and  Park    Lane   New    Road,  2R. 

[177]  694 
Reformatory   Children,   Exhibition   of,    [178] 

1001 
Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  Return 

moved  for,  [179]  210 


[,Vp]95 
Intish 


Bntish  Kaiftraria.  [177]  237;    Comm.  1093, 

1098  ;  d.  17, 1099 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions).  2R. 

[179]  1030 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),Oomm. 

[178]  409 
Easter  Recess,  The,  [178]  202 
India— Transpprt  of  Troops  to,  [179]  H«  ;— 

Civil  Service  Examinations,  Papers  moved 

for,  898,  420 ;— The  Budget,  [180]  260 
New  Zeahind— War  in,  f  177]  289,  290,  1481, 

1747  ;-Afliiirs  of,  [179I S79 
Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved, 

[178]  221 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  98 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  670 
Private  Bills— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  [177] 

442 
Workhouse  Nurses,  [178]  1633 


Mills,    Mr.    J.     Rbmikotok,     WyeomU 

{Chepping) 
Educational  and  Charitable  Inttitutions,  2R. 

Amondt.  [180]  610 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [17^]  838 
Supply— Nonconforming,  Jns.  Minuten,  [179] 

1300 

Mines,  Condition  of 

Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  May  8,  [178]  1699 

Regulation  Act^   Select  Committee  appointed 
"  To  inquire  into  the  operation  of  the  Act 
for  the  roffulation  and  inspection  of  Mines, 
and  into  the  complaints  contained  in  Peti- 
tions from  Miners  in   Great    Britain   with 
reference  thereto,  which  have  been  presented 
to  the    House  during  the  present  Sei»on 
{Mr,  Ayrton)  May  9,  [179]  1^ 
And,  on  May  29,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— Mr.  Ayrton  (Chairman),  Mr.  Liddell, 
Mr.  Neate,  Mr.  Grecnall,  Mr.  Lawson,  Mr. 
Arthur   Mills,   Mr.  Kinnaird,   Mr.  Francii 
Sharp  Powell,  Mr.  Jackson,  Colonel  Dunne, 
Mr.  Olive,  Mr.  Ferrand,  Mr.  Hussey  YiTian, 
Lord  Robert  Cecil,  and  Mr.  Bruce 
Report  June  22— {Pari.  P.  No.  398) 

Report  upoih  Question,  Lord  Kinnaird  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Vivian  May  16,  [179]  387 

Mitchell,  Mr.  T.  A.,  Bridport 
Singapore— Transfer  of,  [179J  ^® 


MiTFOBD,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Midhurst 

I^ncashire  and  Yorkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [177]  1665 
Poor  Law,  [177]  1116 
Prisons,  Comm.  cl.  19,  [179]  ^^^ 
Supply— National  Gallery,  [179]  1274 
Union  ChargeabUity,  3R.  [1 793  800 
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MoFFATO,  Mr.  0.,  Bomton 
Bankruptoj  Act,  Select  Oommiitee  mored  for, 

[1771120 
Bankruptcy  Act  (18«1),  Ret.  [179]  420, 1109 
Ordnance  Sarrej,  CItU  AesistanU  on  the,  [179] 

214 
Ways  and  Meant,  Oomm.  Roi. — Tea,  Amendt. 

[178]  1471,  1477.  1480 

Monastic  and  Conventual  EstdblUhnents 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  3, 
To  leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "a  Se- 
lect Committee  bo  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  existence,  character,  and  increase  of 
Monastic  or  Conventual  Societies  or  Estab- 
lishments in  Great  Britain"  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate),  [177]  1045;  Question,  "  That  the 
words,  Ac.;"  after  long  debate,  A.  100, 
N.  79 ;  M.  27 ;  Division  List,  Ayes  and 
Noes,  1086 

MoNCREiFP,  Eight  Hon.  J.,  %e$  Adtooatei 
TheLoBD 

M0N8ELL,  Right  Hon.  W.,  Limeriol  Co, 
Army    Estimates  —  Clothing    Establishments, 

[177]  1074 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1934 
Ireland  —  State  of.  Res.  [177]  702 :— Railway 

System,  [178]  673;    Address  nu>vcd,  896, 

926  ;  [180]  927 ;— Titles  to  Land,  888 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  616,  617 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  11  SI 
Roman  CathoHo  Oath,  Leave,  [178J  24;    2  a. 

[179]  451 ;  Comm.  612,  618,  620,  712,  1036, 

1097;  8R.  [180]  325 
.    St.  John,  Mr.,  Case  of,  [179]  788 

Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1251,  1268 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2R.  [180]  246 
University  Education  (Irehmd),  Address  moved, 

[180]  564,  665 

MoNTAGTT,  Lord  R.,  Hunttngdomhire 
Army  Estimatefl— Works,  Buildings,  Ao.  [178] 

140 
Cheltenham  and  Gloucestershire  Water,  2R. 

Amendt.  [177]  400 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Publio  Audit, 

2R.  Amendt.  [180]  287 
Metropolis  Sewage   and   Essex   Reclamation, 

2R.  [177]  841 
Navy — Accounts,  Ac.  [177]  501  ;— Dockyard 

Superintendents,  Res.  [180]  390,  400 
Police— Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  1102  ; — 

at  Public  Buildings,  [180]  131 
Pollution  of  Rivers,  [i  79]  1 101 
Public  Accounts,  Committee  of,  [177]  320 
River  Waters  Protection,  Leave,  [177]  127; 

2R.  1309, 1838,  1867 
Sewage  Utilization,  Leate,  [177]   127;    2R. 

1860 
Stonor,  Mr^  Appointment  of,  [1783  563,  567 
Supply— Printing  and  Stationery,  [179]  1142, 

1145, 1146  i—Probate  Court,  1147 


MoNTGOMEBr,  SiT  0.  G.,  PeeblssMre 
Volunteer  Sergeant  Instraotors,  Allowanoes  to, 
[178]  86 


M0NTBO8E,  Duke  of 
Bankmpteyaad  InsolToney  (Ireland),  2R.  [177] 

1222 
Biuineef,  Publio  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 

696 
Edmunds,  Leonard  —  Resignation  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [i  77]  1217 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  436 

If  ooE,  Mr.  H.,  Brighton 

Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  2R. 

[179]  1024 ;    Comm.  el,  12,  Amendt.  [180] 

667 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  el,  5,  [179]  1317 
Partnership    Amendment,    2R.    [178J    1286; 

Comm.  cl.   1,   Amendt.  [179]  626;    cl.   2, 

Amendt.  628 
Police  Superannuation,  Comm.  cl  5,  [178]  1 071 
Supply  —  Malta    and   Alexandria    Telegraph, 

[179]  1311,  1312 
Transportation  to  Australia,  [177]  137 

HooRE,  Mr.  C,  Tippsrary 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Oomm. 

moved  for,  [178]  597 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland), 

[180]  767 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved, 

[180]  686 

MooBE,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Lincoln 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  2R.  [180]  604 

MoroooOy  J$w$  in 
Question,  Mr.  IT.  B.  Sheridan ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Layard  April  27,  [178]  1082 

MoBRiTT,  Mr.  W.  J.  S.,  Yorkshire,  N,R. 
Army— Sentences  of  Courts  Martial,  [177] 

1042 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1269 

Mortality  among  Children  in  Norfolk 
Question,  Mr.  Brady ;    Answer,  Sir  George 
Grey  Mar  Zl,  [178]  662;    Question,  Mr. 
Bentinck ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  April 
24,  958 

Mortgage  Debentures  Bill 

[Lord  Naas,  Colonel  OreviUe) 
0.  Ordered  ;  read  !<>  •  Feb  8  [BiU  1] 

Read  2^,  after  long  debate,  and  committed  to 
a  Select  Committee  Feb  16,  [177]  262 

And,  on  Feb  17,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows ;— The  Judge  Advocate  (Chairman), 
Lord  Nnas,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  Ayrton,  Mr. 
Scully,  Mr.  Walpole,  Mr.  Gosehen,  Mr. 
George  Grenfell  Glyn,  Sir  James  Elphin- 
stone,  Mr.  Hodgkinson,  Sir  Colman  O'Logh- 
len,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr.  Went  worth  Beaumont, 
and  Mr.  Peel ;  Feb  20,  Mr.  Hunt  added  ; 
Feb  21,  Mr.  Longfteld  and  Mr.  Pollard- 
Urquhart  added 

Report  of  Select  Committee*  Mar  14 

Considered  in  Committee  {on  re-eomm.) — b.p. 
Mar  28,  [1 78!  456  [Bills  72  &  1 19] 

Committee*  ;  Report  April  27 

Considered  *  Mag  3 

Road  3«»ifay  15  [BUI  240] 
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Mortgage  Debenimrei  BiU-^onX. 
I.  ^ii^l^*  (Ths  JEctrl  of  DoHou^MW^)  MaylB 
Read  2*  after  debate  kdy  23,  [179]  719 

(No.  107) 
Committee* ;  Report  Jwte  13 
Referred  to  »  Select  Committee  and  nominated 
June  15  ai  (bllowi: — Ld.  Chancellor,  D.  Marl- 
borough, M.  Salisbury,  M.  Bath,  E.  Malmes- 
bury,  V.  Hutchinson,  L.  Boyle,  L.  Stanley 
of  Alderley*  L.  Cranwortb,  L.  St.  Leonards, 
L.  Chelmsford ;  June  16,  E.  Belmore,  E. 
Grey,  L.  Redesdale  added 
Report  of  Select  Committee  June  10 
Report  June  22  (Nos.  173  A  174) 

Read  3»  •  June  23  (No.  206) 

Royal  Assent  June  29    [28  d(  29  Vict  c.  78] 

Mortgage  Behewtwee  \^8tampi] 

Considered*  April  25;  Reported*  April  26, 
[i7«] 

UowBRATy  Ht.  Hon.  J.  IL|  Durham  City 
Court  of  Refereee  on  Pritate  Bills— Standing 

Order  88,  [180I  872,  878 
Mutiny,  Conun.  cf.  6,  [178]  866 
Qualification  for  Oflftoea  Abolition,  3R.  [178] 

186 

ICuHDT,  Mr.  W.,  Lerhyehire,  8. 

Bishops  Trusto  Substitution  Act,  [180]  444 
Prisons,    Comm.   el  42,  [170]   1330,   1331; 
Schedule  1,  Amendt.  1332, 1334, 1335 

Municipal  Corporations   (Ireland)  Act 
Awiondiwoirt  Bill 

(Mr,  Blake,  Mr.  MeMahan) 
*.  Ordered ;  read  P  Mar  7,  [177]  1801  [Bill  54] 
Moved,  «<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o  "  (Idr. 
Blake)  June  21,  [180]  597 ;  after  short  de- 
bate. Motion  withdrawn ;  Bill  withdrawn 

MofiPBT,  Mr,  N.  D..  Cork  City 

NaTy  Estimates— New  Works,  Ac.  [179]  941 
Reoovti   of  Title  (Ireland),  2R.  [179]   855; 
Comm.  1182 

MiTBBAY,  Mr.  W.,  Neweastle-under-Zyme 
Bankruptcy  Act  (1861),  [178]  958 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Comm. 

cl  1,  [180]  681 ;  cl;  14,  682 ;  Consid.  cL  20, 

Amendt.  847 
Partnership  Amendment,   Comm.  el,  1,  [179] 

526 
Registrarship  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy, 

Leeds,  [179]  293 

Kutinjr  Bill    (Mr,  Dedsm,  The  Marquees  of 

Bartingtofiy  The  Lord  AdvoeaU) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l***  Mar  17 

Read2«*lfar20 

Committee ;  Report  Mar  27,  [178]  363 

Considered  ^  Mar  28 

Read3°*Jlf«r29 
I,  Kemd  l^*  (Earl  De  Grey)  Mar  SO 

Head  2*  •Ifar  31 

Gommiitee*;  Rewrt  April  3 

Read  8»»  Apnl  4 

Roy^  Assent  April  7  £28  Vict.  c.  llj 


NiASy  Bight  Hon.  Lord,  CoekermAUh 
Army  Estimates— Works,  Buildings,  kc.  [ngl 

255 
Consolidated  Fund  (Aj^kropriation),  8R.  [180I 

834 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  Preamble,  [179]  964,  985 ;  d.  8, 

987  ;  d,  4.  990  :  el.  8,  991, 992 ;  cL  9, 994; 

Consid.  add.  cl.  [180]  105  ;  d.  8. 106 
Ireland — Arterial  Drainage,  [177]  84;— Mili- 

tary  occupation  of  the  Cunagh,  [178]  15M, 

1568 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  (kmrn, 

moTodfor,  [t78]626 
Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [177]  263 
Railway  Debentures,  Ac.  Registry,  3R.[i8o]848 
Sheep,  Ac.  Protection  (Ireland),  SE.  [178]  466 
Supply— Bermudas,  [179]  1280 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Irebsd), 

[180]  756 
Union     Offloers    (Ireland)     SupenumQitioa 

Comm.  cl.  1,  [178]  266 

National  Gallery  (Dublin)  Bill 

{Mr.  Peel,  Mr.  Luke  White) 
c.  Ordered ;  read  V  June  8  [Bill  203] 

RetAr*  June  12 

Committee  ^ ;  Report  June  19 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  20 

Read3«*/fmd21 
L  Read  \^^  (The  Ixtrd  Steward)  June  22 

Read2»*/ttii€23  (No.  196) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  26 

Read  8»*  June  27 

Royal  Assent  Jtintf  29    [28  ife  29  T^.  e.  71] 

National  Gallery  —  Mr.  FriWe  '*JMy 
Day'' 
Question,  Mr.  Gregory  ;     Answer,  Mr.  T.  G. 
Baring  May  1,  [178]  1238 

Natural  Etstory,  New  Museum  of 
Question,  Mr.  Doulton ;    Answer,  The  Cbm* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  26,  [179]  876 

Nayal  and  Marine  Pay  and  Pensioxis  201 

{Lord  Clarence  Paget,  Mr.  ChUden) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !<>  •  Mc^  29  [Bill  188] 

Read  2«  •  June  1 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  1 

Report*  June  13 

Considered  as  amended*  June  15  [Bill  190] 

Read3«*/»<n<fl6 
I  Ke&dl^*  (The  Duke  of  Somerset)  June  19 

Read2»*/Mn<j23  (No.  177) 

Committee*;  Report  June  2ii 

Read  3»  *  June  27 

Royal  Assent  June  29    [28  ds  29  Vict.  e.  73] 

Nayal  Discipline  Act  Amendment  Bill 

[H.L.]     ( The  Duke  of  Samereet) 
L  Presented  ;  read  1»»  June  23         (No.  2U) 

Read2**Jfm*26 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  27 

Rend  3^^  June  29 
e.  Read  1*  •  June  30  [Bill  2W] 

Read2°*/tt?y3 

Committee*;  Report /m/v 3 

Read  30* /«V  4  ■ 

Royal  Assent  July  5    [28  &  29  VifLeAlh] 
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Navy     ' 

Aecwnti,  fe,,  QoMtion,  Lord  Robert  Mon- 
tagu ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Feb  21,  [177]  601 

^•AehUkt;'  The,  Question,  Mr.  H.  Baillie; 
Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget  April  27, 
[178]  1081 

Admiralty,  Board  of,  Obserrations,  Sir  Morton 
Peto;  Reply,  Lord  Clarence  Paget;  long 
debate  thereon  April  3,  [178]  678 

Armaments  of  Ships,  Amendt.  on  Committee  of 
Supply  Mar  2,  To  leaye  ont  from  "  That," 
and  add  **  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed 
to  inquire  whether  Her  Majesty's  Ships  are 
at  present  armed  in  a  manner  suited  to 
the  necessities  and  requirements  of  modem 
warfare"  (Mr,  Henry  Baillie),  [177]  962; 
Question,  "  That  the  words,  dtc. ;"  after  long 
debate,  A.  67,  N.  23  ;  M.  36 

Armour-Plated  Ships  in  the  Channel  Fleet, 
Question,  Sir  James  Elphinstone ;  Answer, 
Lord  Clarence  Paget  Feb  10,  [i77f  HO 

Assistant  Swrgeons,  Question,  Sir  John 
Pakington;  Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget 
June  23,  [i8o]  782 

"  Bellerophon,"  The,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens; 
Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  May  26,  [179]  789 

Bermuda,  Docks  at.  Question,  Sir  John 
Pakington ;  Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget 
June  13,  [180]  132 

•*  Bombay,"  Loss  of  the,  Qnestiob,  Mr.  Owen 
Stanley;  Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget 
June  22,  [180]  629 

Bromley,  Sir  Richard,  Question,  Sir  John 
Pakington ;  Answer,  Mr,  Childen  June  9, 
[179]  1336 

Cwnriage  of  Treasure,  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury 
Tracy ;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  May  2,  [i  78] 
1316  i^   'L  /  J 

Chaplain  General  of  the,   Obserrations,  Sir 

Harry  Vemey,  1008 ;  Reply,  Mr.  Childers 

Jfar  2,  [177]  1017 
Cltaplains  in  the,  Question,  Mr.  Lefroy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Childers  Mar  13,  [177]  1636 
Chaplains*  Quarterly  Report,  Question,  Mr. 

Hanbury   Tracy ;    Answer,    Mr.    Childen 

ifor  30,  [178]  488 
Colet^,  Captain,  Cupola,  Question,  Mr.  Darner ; 

Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  14,  [177]  1661 
Cowes  Trinity  Pilots,  Question,  Mr.  Cliflford  ; 

Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Feb  23,  [177]  600 
Devonport   Dockyard  —  Payment  for  Extra 

Time,   Question,   Mr.    Ferrand;    Answer, 

Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  16,  [177]  1738 
Dockyard   Aeeommodation,  Question,    Sir   S. 

Northcote ;   Answer,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 

Excheouer  May  8,  [  1 78]  1603 
Dockyard  Accounts,  ObserTations,  Mr.  Seely, 

1010;    Reply  Mr.   Childers  Mar  2,  [177] 

1017 
Dockyard  Ewpenditiure,  Question,  Mr.  Laird ; 

Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  6,  [177]  1119 
Dockyard  Extensums,  Observations,  Sir  Mor- 

ton  Peto;    Reply,   Lord   Clarence  Paget; 

debate  thereon  May  29,  [179]  1036  —  (See 

Dockyard  Extensions  Bill) 
Dockyard  Superannuation,  Question,  Sir  A. 

Bnller;    Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Feb  20, 

[177]  422 
Dockyard  Superintendents,  Question,   Sir  F. 

Smith  ;  Answer,   Mr.   Childers   June   23> 

[180]  761 ;  Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply 

June  16,  To  leave  out  from"  That,"  and  add 

"  it  is  inexpedient  to  continue  the  practice  of 

[oont* 


appointing  Nayal  Ofiloers  who  are  not  po«- 
seMod  of  a  technical  knowledge  of  the  busi- 
ness carried  on  in  Her  Majesty's  Dockyards 
to  the  offices  of  Superintendents  thereof,  and 
the  practice  of  limiting  their  tenure  of  olBoe 
to  a  period   of  Ave  years"   (Mr,  Seely), 
[180]  369;  Question,  *•  That  the  words,  Ac.;" 
after  short  debate,  A.  84,  N.   36  ;  M.  2 ; 
after  further  short    debate,  A.  33.  N.  60 ; 
M.  27,  389  —  (See  title   Dockyard  Ports 
Regulation  Bill) 
Dockyards,  Wages  in,  Observations,  Mr.  Fer- 
rand;  Reply,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  6,  [177] 
1136 
Estimates,   Question,    Sir  John    Pakington ; 
Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Feb  27,  [177]  760; 
Question,  Mr.  Corry;  Answer,  Lord  Clarence 
Paget  ifay  18,  [179]  487 
EsTMATis — see  Supply — Navy  Estimatss 
<*  Oalatea,"  Rumoured  Loss  of  the.  Question, 
Sir  John  Pakington;  Answei^  Lord  C.Paget 
Jfar2,[i77]  961 
Oreenmen  Hospital,  Qnestion,  Sir   Morton 
Peto ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Mar  20,  [177] 
1923-<Par/.  P.  No.  222)— (see  Oremwioh 
HospiUdBUl) 
Marines,  Recruits  for  the.  Question,  Mr.  Corry ; 
Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget  May  22,  [179] 
641  {.' 

Master,  Rank  of.  Question,  Sir  John  Pakington ; 
Answer,  Lord  0.  Paget  Mar  81,  [178]  667 
Masters   and   Staff  Commanders,   Question, 
Sir  Lawrence  Palk ;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget 
iMar  6,  [177]  969 
Masters  in  the  Navy,  Question,  The   Earl  of 
Hardwicke  ;  Answer,  The  Duke  of  Somerset 
May  16,  [179]  384  ;  Question,  Mr.  Corry  ; 
Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget  May  26,  878 ; 
Question,  Mr.  Corry ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childert 
June  30,  [180]  983 
Naval    Reserves,   Observations,  Mr.  Corry; 

Reply,  Lord  C.  Paget  June  23,  [180]  738 
North  Pole,  Expedition  to  the.  Question,  Mr. 
W.  O.  Stanley;    Answer.   Lord   Clmnce 
Paget  Ifar  31,  [178]  663 
Portsmouth  Dockyard,  Question,  Mr.  Laird  t 

Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  6,  [177]  11 17 
Reserved  List,  Captains  on  the.  Observations, 
Lord    Chelmsford ;    Reply,  The  Duke    of 
Somerset  June  30,  [180]  975 
"Royal  Sovereign,"  Repairs  of  the,  ^c.  Ques- 
tion, Sir  James  Elphinstone ;  Answer,  Lord 
C.  Paget  Feb  21,  [177]  601 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Laird  ;  Answer,  Lord  C.  Paget  Mar  2,  961 
Sayer's   Lifeboat,   Question.  Sir  John  Hay; 

Answer,  Lord  C.  VnpiFeb  24,  [177]  669 
Sheemess  Dockyard,  Question,  Sir  Edward 
Dering ;  Answer,  Lord  Clarence  Paget 
June  19,  [180]  469 
Warrant  Officers,  Widows  of,  Amendt.  on 
Committee  of  Supply  May  19,  To  leave  out 
from  •*  That,"  and  add  "  the  cruel  exception 
which  deprives  those  Widows  of  Warrant 
Officers  of  the  Navy  who  became  Widows 
prior  to  I860  of  any  Pension  is  not  approved 
by  this  House  "  (Sir  John  Hay),  [179]  577  ; 
Question,  '*  ThjH;  the  words,  <U* ;"  after  short 
debate,  A.  62,  N.  42;  M.  20^  Question, 
The  Eari  of  Hardwicke ;  Answer^  The 
Duke  of  Somerset  June  30,  [jSo]  980 
«  Wreck  Abstract,"  Question,  Mr*  BenUock ; 
Answer,  Mr.  M.  Gibson  Mar  14>  [177]  1662 

'■■■■•'  Digitized  by  VjOOQ IC 


HAT        NBA         {GKNBR*AL    INDEX) 
177  —  178  —  179  —  >««• 

Ka/^y  and  Army  Expmiiture  (1W4-6) 
Ooutidered  in  Committoe  Jm4  15,  [180]  831; 
RMolotions,  Lord  GlarenM  Paget  and  The 
Marqaeit  ef  Hartington,   agreed    to— (see 
Army) 

Navy  and  Har]iieft(Prap6rt7  of  Deoeased) 

BiU  (Lwd  Clarence  Payei,  Mr,  Childert) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  Mixy  29  [Bill  181] 

Read  2«>  •  June  1 

Ommittee  ^ ;  Report  June  1 

Report*  Jtme  18 

Considered  us  amended  •  June  15  [Bill  1891 

Read  8«  •  June  1 8  [Bill  258] 

I  BA»dt*^(TheDukeofSmer$et)Junel9 

Read  2*  •  June  23  (No.  176) 

Committee  *  June  28 

R^rt  •  June  91  (No.  220) 

Read  8**  /tow  28 

RoxaiA8eent/t<fy5    [28  d(  29  T^.  0.  Ill] 


NBA       MSW 


NxATB,  Mr.C- 
Navy— Doekjaid  S«pariBtondeBU,  Bm.  [180] 

390 
Offioe  of  Works,  Comm.  mofed  for,  [1 78]  U 
Poor  Law  Board  CoDtinuanee,  2R.  [180]  96, 

102  ;  Oomm.  727 
Postmasters,  Ramnneratioa  of,  Res.  [i79]S0i 
Prisons,  Leate,  [177]  320  ;  8R.  [iSoJlM^ 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  2a.  [180]  231 
Thames  and  Isis  NaTigatioD,  [178]  230 
Union  ChargeabiUtj,  2R.  [178]  832;  ConB. 

[179]  119 
Wakefield  Gaol,  [177]  1087 


Havj  and  Xarinei  (Wills)  Bill 

{L<frd  Clarence  Paget,  Mr.  Childen) 

«,  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  if^  29  [Bill  180] 

Read2**/tm6l 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jtme  1 

Report*  June  18 

Read  3«  •  June  15  [Bill  188] 

I.  Read  I**  (The  Duke  cf  Scmertei)  June  16 

Read  2**  June  28  (No.  169} 

Oommitteo  * ;  Report  JuM  28 

Read8»*/«Ji*27 

Rojal  Assent  June  29  [28  4  29  Vict.  0.  72] 

I7d%areth— Church  at 

(Question,  Mr.  Hanbnr/ ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
ifor23,[i78]79 


Nbatb,  Mr.  C,  Oxford  City 
Aseem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Oamaiio,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1696 
Army — Case   of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins,  Ad- 
dress moved,  [179]  880 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1258 ;  add,  d, 

1272;  3R.[i79]80i 
Cheltenham  and  Glonoestershire  Water,  2R. 

[177]  491 
Cbnroh  Attendanoe  on  Sondaj,  I.«aTe,  [177] 

948 
Chnrch  Rates  Commutation,  2R.[i79]  92 
Clerical  Subscription,  Conun.  eh  2,  [180]  840 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  2R.  [180] 

874 
Greenock  Railway,  Re.Comm.  [178]  1199 
Indian    Civil    Service  Examinations,    Papers 

moved  for,  [179]  899^ 
Inns  of  Court,  2R.  [f  78]  1049 
Ireiaiid— Medical  Oflfeers  in  Unions,  Rm.[i77] 

1522 
Lonaor  Law,  [179]  11 14 
Malt,  Res.  Ameodt  [177I  1252, 1298 
Metropolitan  Hoosolese  roor,  Oomm.  edd.el, 

[17*1759 
Monnttic    and    Conventual     Establishments, 
_     Comm.  noted  for,  [177]  1009 

[com. 


New  CronRoade  Bitt  (hy  Order) 
e.  Moved,  *'  That  the  BiU  be  read  2^  uponthisdaj 
fortnight"  (Jfr.  Angeretein)  F«6  2l.  [177] 
496 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ''fortnight,"  sod  ioiert 
" six  months "  {Mr.  Locke);  alter  deUte, 
Question,  «  That  the  word  <  fortnight'  itud 
part  of  the  Question/'  negatived 
Bill  pat  off  for  six  months 


Newdmatb,  Mr.  C.  N.,  WarwieMm,  N. 
Army  Estimates— Manu&Olnring  Depsrtme&ti, 


[177]  1994,  1997 


Belfast— Riote  at,  [177]  407,  408 
•Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  7^ 
Clerical  Subscription,  Conaid.  [180]  879 
Ookmial  Governors  ( Retiring  Pensions),  Comm. 

c/.  2,  [180]  513 
France— Commercial  Treaty  with,  [177]  W»5 
Ireland-Cironhition  of  Lottery  Tioksti,  [179] 

1321 
Liverpool  Lieensing,  2R.  [177]  850 
Monastic    and     Conventual    EstablithmsBti, 

Comm.  moved  for.  [177]  1045,  1080 {Ex- 
planation, 1638)  1843 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1297 
Poor  Law  Board  Oontinnanee,  2R,  [180]  98; 

Comm.  728 
Poor  Law  Secretary,  Res.  ["77]  ^•^  _,   ,   . 
Pope,  Rumoured  residenoe  of  the,  in  EsguM. 

[178]  568  ^    ^ 

Qualification  for  Offices  Abolition,  2B.  [m 

210;  3R.  [178]  184, 188 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Leave,  [178]  81 ;  Coon. 

Amendt.  [179]  1051,  1085  ;  H,  I,  [180]  83; 

3R.  328 
Theatres,  Ac.  2R.  Adj.  moTed,  [180]  182 
Union  ChaigeabiUty,  2R.  [178]  353;  Comn. 

[179]  131  , 

University  Education  (Ireland),  AddresmnW 

[180]  574 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [178]  1»3 
Westminster  Palace  Crypt,  [178]  1408 


Newgate,  Treatment  0/ Prisoners  in 
Question,  Mr.  Loeke ;   Answer,  Sb  Gecrp 
Grey  Feb  23,  [177]  599 ;  ObeervatioM.  Mr. 
Looke ;  Reply,  Sir  George  Grey  Mer  2,  m 

Newington  Green  and  Bomsey  Seed 
Question,   Mr.  Hanbury ;    Anawar,  Mr.  ^' 
Baring  ifayl,  [178]  1239 
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New  Memh&rs  Sworn 
Feb  7.    Lord  Ckrarteniiy,  E^kK^  (New  Writ 

issued  July  39) 
Lord  Angnitus  HenrjO  harlot  Horrojr, 

Suffolk  Countt/  ( Western  Division) 
William    Davenport     Bromley,    esq., 

Warwick  Connty  (Northern  Divi" 

sion) 
William    Morris,    esq.,    Carmarthen 

Borough 
Hon.  George  Waldegravo-Loslie,  Hast- 
ings 
Feb  9.    Hon.  George  Froderiok  Boyle,  Bute 

Cottniy 
Feb  10.    John  Cheothnm,  esq.  Sal  ford 
Fd>2\.    Frederiok    Martin    Williams,    esq., 

Truro 
Feb2i.    Henry  William  Schneider,  esq.,  Lan- 
caster Borough 
Feb  27.    Nicholas  Daniel  Murphy,  esq.,  Cork 

City 
Mar  6.    Charles    Moore,     esq.,     Tipperary 

County 
Mar  7.    Daniel  O'Dono^hae,  esq.,  commonly 

called  The  O'Donoghue,  Tralee 
Mar  2 1 .  Lord  Charles  B  ruoe,  Wilts  (  Northern 

Division) 
Aprils,  Thomas  Dyke  Acland  the    younger, 

esq.,  I^^on  (Nortliern  Division) 
Aprils,  James  Bourne,  Esq.,  Evesham 
April2i.^on,  Percy  Egerton  Herbert,  Salop 

{Souithem  Division) 
William  Patrick  Adam,  csij.,  Claek* 

mamuxn  and  Kinross  Shires 
Thomas  Bayley  Potter,  esq.,  Roch- 
dale 
George   Toung,   esq.,    Wigton,  jrc,j 

Burghs 
May  4.    Tristram  Kennedy,  esq.,  Louth 
May  9.    James  Clarke  Lawrence,  esq. ,  Lambeth 
June  22,  Henry  William  Eaton,  esq.,  Coventry 
June  23,  Thomas  Brassey,  esq.,  the  younger, 

Devonport 
June  26,  Sir  Arthur  William  Buller,  Knight, 

Liskeard 

New  Writs  during  the  Recess 
For  Uastings,  v.  Lord  Harry  Vane,  now  Duke 

of  Cleveland 
For  Carmarthen   Borough,  v,  David  Morris, 

esquire,  deceased 
For  Suffolk  County  (Western  Division),  v.  Earl 

Jermyn,  now  Marquess  of  Bristol 
For  Warwick  County  (Northern  Division),  V, 

Richard  Spooncr,  esquire,  deceased 
For  Bute  County,  v.  David  Mure,  esquire,  one 

of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of  Session  in 

Scotland 


ITew  Writs  issued 
Febl-^For  Tralee,  v.   Right   Hon.   Thomas 

O'Hagan,  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of 

Common  Pleas  in  Ireland 
Feb  I—For   Cork    City,   v.    Francis  Lyons, 

esquire.  Steward  of  Hempholme 
Feb  7— For  Salford,  v.  Right   Hon.  William 

Natlianiel  Massey,  Member  of  the  Council  of 

India 
Feb  1-^For  Tniro,v.  Montague  Edward  Smith, 

esquire,  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Court  of 

Common  Pleas 

[eont* 


New  Writs  issued'-wimi, 
Feb  IS— For  Tippevaiy  County,  v.  The  (yDo- 

noghue,  Chiltem  Hundreds 
Feb  l^—For  Lancaster  Borough,  v.  Samuel 

Gregson,  esquire,  degeased 
Mar  9— For  Wilts  (Northern  Diyision),  v.  The 

Right  Hon.  Sutton  Sotberon  Estoourt,  Manor 

of  Northstcad 
Mar  22  —  For  Devon  (Northern  Division),  v, 

James  Wcntworth  Buller,  esquire,  deceased 
Mar  SO— For  Louth,  v,  Richard  Monteeauka 

Hollow,  esquire,  Commissioner  of  Poor  Laws 

in  IroLmd 
Mar  so—For  Evesham,  v.  Sir  Henry  PoUard 

Willoughby,  hart.,  deceased 
April  5^^  For  Salop  (Southern  Division),  tf. 

Viscount  Newport,  now  Earl  of  Bradford 
April  7 — For   Rochdale,  v.  Richard  Cobden, 

esquire,  deceased 
AprU  7— For  Wigton  District  of  Burghs,  v. 

Sir  William  Dunbar,  bart«,  Commissioner  of 

Auditing  the  Publio  Accounts 
April  7^For  Clackmannan  and  Kinross  Shires, 

V,  William  Patrick  Adam,  esquire,  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Treasury 
May  i— For  Lambeth,  «r.  William  Williams, 

esquire,  deceased 
June  15  —  For  Liskeard,  v,  Ralph  Osbomo, 

esquire.  Manor  of  Hempholme 
June  16— For  Coventry,  v.  Sir  Joseph  Paxton, 

deceased 


New  Zealand 

Prize  Money^  Quettton,  Mr.  Kekewich ;  An. 
swer.  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  23, 
[178]  81 

Separation  of  Provinces,  Question,  T.ord  Robert 
Cecil;  Answer,  Mr.  Card  well  May  30,  [179] 
1104 

Troops  in,  Question,  General  Peel;  Answer, 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Mar  23,  [178] 
82 

War  in.  Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Mills ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Cardwell  Feb  10,  [177]  289;  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Arthui*MiUff ;  long  debate  ihereoni 
Reply  of  Hr.  Cardwell  Mar  10,  HSl ;  Ques- 
tion, Sir  John  Trelawny  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Card- 
well  Mar  Id,  1742  :  Question,  Colonel  North; 
Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  Avrtl  6,  [178]  785  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Western  ;  Answer.  Mr.  Card- 
well  April  7,  898 ;  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Mills ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  May  26,  [179I 
879 

.-* 

N0BKI8,  ^[r.  J.  T.,  Abingdon 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex   Reclamation, 

2R.  [177]  845 
Prisons,  LeavO,  [177]  219  ;  2R.  1362 


NoBTH,  Colonel  J,  S.,  Oxfordshire 

Army  Estimatee— I^and  Forces,  [177]  1791, 
1793,  1820;^Pay  and  Allowances,  1822; 
Amendt.  1955,  1971  ; — Disembodied  Militia, 
1979 ;— Enrolled  Pensioners,  1984  ;-.Chel- 
sea  and  Kilmaioham  HosptUls^  [i  78]  854, 
857 
Army — Recruiting,  Commission  moved  for, 
[177}  5S3f  [179]  372;  [180]  539;-Con. 
tagioos    Useasoi    Prevention    Aot,    [179] 

[com. 
Digitized  by  VjOOQIC 


NOR       OCO        {  G  E  N^B  ft  A  L    TN  15  E  X  J 

177  —  178  —  179  —  i86. 


ODO 


ORD 


North,  Colonel  J.  S,^cofU, 

562 ;— lUtiosf  of  Homes  of  Officers,  587» 

591,  640,    641;  — Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel 

Dawkins,  646 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comro.  moTod  for, 

[177]  506 
Infections  PatienU  in  Workhouses,  [177]  1588 
Mutiny,  Comm.  el.  6,  [178]  365 
New  Zealand— Renewal  of  lioetilities  in,  [178] 

785 
Wajs  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [i  78]  1488 

North  and  South  Shields,  Forts  of 
Question,  Sir  Matthew  Ridlej ;   Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  4,  [180] 
1162 

KoBTHCOTE,  Sir  S.  H.,  Stamford 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1788; 

[178]  858 ;— Administration  of  the  Armj, 

965 
Army— The  War  Office,  [177]   1880;   [178] 

202 ; — Employment  of  Dr.  Sutherland,  [180] 

441 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1268 ;  el,  6, 

1268, 1269 
Bristol— Episcopal  residence  at,  [180]  682 
Canada — Defences  of.  Papers  moved  for,  [^7^] 

848 
Chapter  House,  Westminster,  [179]  488 
Comptroller  of  the  Exchequer  and  Public  Audit, 

2R.  [180]  298 
Education— School  Grants,  [178]  1465 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  cl.  10,  [179]  1820 ; 

Consid.  el.  18,  [i8ol507 
*  India— The  Lucknow  Booty,  [178]  1601 
Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [177]  807 
Navy— Dockyard  Accommodation,  [178]  1603 
Nayy  Estimates — Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1163 
Prisons,  Comm.  d.  63,  Amendt.  [179]  1331; 

Schedule  1, 1882 
Supply— Fishery  Board  (Scotland),  [179]  1308 
Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committee 

on,  [177]  1882 
Ways  and  Means,  Report,  Exchequer  Bonds, 

[178]  1709 

Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Day 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Cecil;    Answer,  Mr. 
Speaker  Feb  17,  [177]  822 

0*Beiek,  Sir  P.,  Fing's  Co. 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Ireland)    Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  787 
Belfast— Riots  at,  [177]  409 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Comm.  el.  4,  [179]  990 
Ireland— State  of,  Res.  [177]  689 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

LMkYe,[i8o]321 
Qualification  for  OfficesAbolition,  8R.  [i  78]  183 

O'CoNOB  Don,  The,  Roscommon  Co. 
■  Game  (Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt.  [179]  372 
Ireland — State  of,  Res.  Adj.  moved,  [177]  738 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [1781606 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  Comm.  [179]  1182 
Sheep,  Ac.  Protection  (IreUnd),  2R.  [178]  466 
Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1258 


O'DoNOGHTJB,  The,  Tipperary  Co, 
Belfitst— Riots  at,  Res.  fiSo]  158 
Church  Establishment  (Ireland),  Rei.  [178]  893 
Conventual  Establishments,  [177]  1642 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm.  mored 

for,  [178I  1217 
Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1259 
Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees  (Irelaiid),SR. 

[178] 'J55 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moTsd, 

[180]  541, 590 


OoiLTT,  Sir  J.,  Dundee 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Gomm.[i8< 
538 


O'LooHLBK,  Sir  C,  Clare  Co. 
Bank  Notes  (Ireland),  20.  [180]  604, 608 
Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Ireland)  Act 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  Amendt.  [178] 

785 
Belfast- RioU  at.  Res.  [180]  145 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Ameodoent, 

Comm.  el.  9,  U'jg]  9^^ 
County  Courts  Equitable  JurisdictioD,  ComB. 

cl.  1,  [180]  681 
County  Courts  Eouitable  Jurisdiction  (Jadgn' 

Salaries).  Res.  fiSo]  529 
County  Voters    Registration    (IreUnd),  SR. 

[178]  266 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.[i7^<19 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  d.  31,  [179] 

716;  Consid.  859 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  el.  22,  [180]  305; 

Preamble,  307 
Juries  in  Criminal  Cases,  2R.  [177]  1717 
Libel,  Leave,  [177]  561 ;  2R.  [179]  785 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  el.  8,  [178]  1079 
Lunatics  in  Gaols  (Ireland),  [i  79]  593 
Marriage  Law,  [177]  447 
Mutiny,  Comm.  <i  55,  [178]  369 
RaUway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.[i78]57 
Sheep  and  Cattle,  2R.  [178]  470 
Supply  —Holyhead  and  Portpatriok  Htibowi, 

[179]  595  ;— New  Record  Buildings,  Dobtin, 

595  ;— Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man,  600;- 

Board  of  Trade,  Adj.  moved,  611 ;  -PrintiBf 

and  Stationery,  1140 
Tenure  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Irel««d)i 

[180]  758 
Union  Officers  (Irehmd)Superannuation,CoinHi. 

r«.  3,  [178]  268 
Utilisation  of  Sewage  and  Land  ReclaautMS 
(Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt.  [178]  6,  7 


Onslow,  Mr.  G.,  OuUdford 
Russia— Epidemic  in,  [178]  889 

Open  Spaces  (ifetropolw)— See  Cmi^ 
and  Open  Spaces 

Ordnance  Survey,  Civil  Assistants  on  A 
Observations,    Mr.  Digby    Seymour;    BeH? 
The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Msifi  Ui[i;9. 
211 
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O'Ekillx,  Mr.  M.  ^..Longford  Go, 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  [177] 

88 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [177]  1806  ; — 

Pay  and  Allowances,  1957,  1960 
Army  —  Recruiting,   Commission   moved   for, 

[177]  516,  534;— Irish  or  Roman  Catholic 

Recruits,  1739;  [1791639 
Belfast — Commission  of  Inquiry,  [177]  119; — 

Riots  at,  330,  390  ;  Res.  [iSai  UO,  148,  164 
Chain  Cables  and  Anchors,  [180]  737 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Aot  Amendment, 

Comm.  cl.  9,  [179]  993 
Election   Petitions   Aot  (1848)  Amendment, 

Comm.  [177]  633 
Forms  of  the  House,  [180]  410 
Ireland — State  of.  Res.  [177]  777 ;— Poor  Law 

Board,  1661 ;— School  Reports,  [179]  876, 

876  ;— Case  of  Patrick  Donohue,  [180]  467, 

468 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Aot  Amendment, 

2R.  [180]  612 
Supply — Holyhead  and  Portpatrick  Harbours, 

[179]  596  ; — Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man, 

599 
University  Education  (Ii-eland),  Address  moTod, 

[i8o]571,583 

Osborne,  Mr.  R.  B.,  Ziskeat'd 

Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1440 

Oatlawries  Bill 

Bill  «  for  the  more  effectual  preyenting  Clan- 
destine Outlawries"  read  1<»  •  Feb  7 

Ownerless  Dogs — Metropolis 
Question,  Mr.  Dawson-Damer  ;  Answer,  Sir  G. 
Grey  June  16,  [180]  366 

Oxford,  Bishop  of 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  [179]  971  ;  cl.  1, 

Aniendt.  973  ;  cl,  4, 974  ;  Report,   Amendt. 

1047 
Episcopate,  Increase  of  the,  [180]  703 
Marriages  (Lamboume),  2R.  [179]  1 ;  Comm. 

add.  cl.  188,  189,  191 
Russia — Epidemic  in,  [178]  744,879 

Oxford  University  (Vinerian  Foundation) 

Bill  {^r.  Attorney  Qeneraly  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  NecUe) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l**  •  April  7  [Bill  107] 

Read  2o  •  April  24 
Committee  •  ;  Report  April  27 
Considered  •  May  1 
Read3°*JWay2 

Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  176] 
/.  Read  l^*  (The  Earl  of  Derby)  May  4  (No.  79) 
Read  2*  after  short  debate  May  16,  [179]  383 
Committee •  ;  Report  May  19        (No.  115) 
Read  3»* -Way  22 

Commons  Reasons  (No.  150) 

Royal  Assent  June  29        [28  <fe  29  Vict,  o.  66'] 

Oyster  Fishery 
Question,  Mr.    Care;     Answer,    Mr.    Milner 
Gibson  April  3,  [178]  672 

YOL.  CLXXX.  [third  sbribs.] 


Packb,  Colonel  G.  H.,  Lincolnshire,  S.  <; 
Railways,  [177]  237 


Packje,  Mr.  C.  W.,  LeiceBtershire,  8, 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  664 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  97 ; 

Amendt.  100 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  LaaTe, 

Adj.  moved,  [177]  1306 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  119,  332; 

Consid.  664 


Paget,  Vice-Admiral  Lord  C.  E.  (Secretary 

of  the  Admiralty),  Sandwich 
Bermuda— Docks  at,  [180]  132 
Colonial  Docks,  Loans,  2R.  [180]  596 
Cowes  Trinity  Pilots,  [177]  600 
Dockyard  Extensions.  2R.  [179]  640;  Oomm. 

961  ;  el.  1,  952, 103T 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Leave,  [178]  1012;  2R. 

[179]  996, 1006  ;  Comm.  el,  6,  1318  ;  cl.  10, 

1319, 1321  ;  el.  11,  1328. 1338 
Ireland— Royal  Dock  in  Cork  Harbour,  [177] 

116 
Naval  Reserve,  [180]  746 
Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  1001 
Navy — Armour-plated  Ships  in   the   Channel 

Fleet,  [177]  140  ;— Mr.  Clare's  Patents, 449; 

—  Superannuation  in  the  Dookyardsi  462  ;— 
Repairs  of  the  **  Royal  Sovereign,"  Ac.  601, 
961;— Captain  Sayer's  Life  Boat,  659; — 
Masters  and  Staff  Commanders,  969 ;  [179I 
877,  878  ;— Rumonred  Lossof  the  "  Galatea,** 
[177]  962  ;— Portsmouth  Dockyard,  1117 ; — 
Dockyard  Expenditure,  1120  ;  -^  Captain 
Coles'  Cupola,  1662;— Devonpori  Dockyard 
—Payment  for  Extra  Time,  1739  ;— Rank 
of  Master,  [178]  668;— Board  of  Admiralty, 
691;— The  "Achilles,"  1081 ;— Carriage  of 
Treasure,  1307 ;— Widows  of  Warrant  Offi- 
cers, Res.  [179]  680;  —  Recruits  for  the 
Marines,  641  ;  — The  "  Bellerophon,"  789; 

—  Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 
381,  386,  387,  389 ;— Sheerness  Dockyard, 
470;  — Loss  of  the  "Bombay,"  630;  — 
Assistant  Surgeons,  732 

Navy  Estimates,  [177]  760; — Men  and  Boys, 
1146,  1166,  1156,  1162,  1163,  1172,  1173, 
1192,  1201,  1402,  1403,  1404,  1406,  1406, 
1408,  1410,  1411,  1414,  1417,  1449,  1461, 
1462,  1453,  1454,  1456  ;— Admiralty  Office, 
[178]  726,  727  ;— Coast  Guard  Service,  728, 
729,  730 ;— Scientific  Departments,  731  ;— 
Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  733,  953  ; — 
Miscellaneous  Services,  964,  956;— Half 
Pay,  997  ;  [179]  487 ;— New  Works,  Ac.  939, 
940,  941 

North  Pole,  Expedition  to  the,  [178]  663 

Supply— Report,  [178]  1037,  1038 

Pafington,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.,  Droitmch 
Army  Estimates — Works,  Buildings,  &c.  [1 78] 

248,253,254 
Bermuda— Docks  at,  [180]  182 
Canada— Defences  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [1 78] 

834 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Leave, 

[178]  1519  ;  2R.  [179)  10281;  Comm.  el,  2, 

[180]  513 ;  d,  4,  666  ;  d.  12,  669 

3  B  ^^       [coiu. 
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Pablumbht — Commons— «<m<. 

The  WhUtuntide  Recess,  June  2,  House  at  its 

rising  to  adjourn  till  Thursday  next 
See  New  Writs^New  Members  Sworn 
Private  BiUs^Sianding  Orders 

ParUafMntary  Papers— Digest  of 
Amende,  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  24,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  "  it  is  expe- 
dient that  a  digest  or  abridgment  of  Parlia- 
mentary Papers  and  Blue  Books  be  provided 
Arom  time  to  time,  and  consolidated  into  one 
or  more  volumes  at  the  close  of  each  Session, 
Aor  {Mr,William  Ewart),  [178]  215  ;  Ques- 
tion, "  That  the  words  «tc. ;"  after  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 


Parochial  Medical  Belief 
Question,  Sir  John  Shelley ;  Answer,  Mr.  C. 
P.  VUUers  Mar  SI,  [178] 568 


Parsonag^oB  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  1*  •  May  22         (No.  119) 

Read2»»Jfay26 

Committee  •  May  SO  (No.  137) 

Report  •  June  1 

Read8**/wn<;2 
c.  Read  r  •  June  12  [Bill  205] 

Read  r*  June  15 

Committee*  ;  Report  JuM  16 

Considered  as  amended*  June  19 

Reads'**  June%\ 

Royal  Assent  June  29      [28  h  29  Vict.  0.  69] 


Partnership  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  Mr,  HuU) 

177*]  €.  Resolution  in  Committee  Mar  6,  1202 

Ordered  ;  read  l**  •  Jfar  6  [Bill  52] 

178]  Moved.    *•  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2*> " 

(ifr.  miner  Gibson)  May  1,  1278 
.  Amendt.    to    leave    out    "  now,"    and    add 
"  upon  this  day  six  months"  {Mr.  /.  Peel) ; 
Question,  *♦  That  •  now,'  Ac. ;"   after  long 
debate,  A.  126,  N.  89 ;    M.  87 ;   Division 
List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1273  ;  main  Question 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2«  May  1 
179]  Considered  in  Committee  Mty  18,520  ;  after 
long  debate,  Bill  reported 
As  amended  considered  •  May  32  [Bill  156} 
Read3''*ifay25 
I.  Read  1*  *  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  May  26 
180]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*" 
June  18,  116;  after  short  debate,  Read  2* 
June  13  (No.  128) 

•  House  in  Committee  June  15,  252 
.  Amendt s.  reported  June  23,  709    (No.  162) 
Read  3*  */un^  26 
Royal  Assent  July  5  [28  <fe  29  Vict,  c.  86] 


Patent  Laws 

Question,  Mr.  Hibbert ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  Mar  10,  [177]  1475  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Lowe  ;  Answer,  Lord  Stanley  June  19,  [180] 


Patent  Office  Accounts,  Audit  ofih 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Wicklow ;  Answer,  Eiri 

Granville  May  15,  [179]  260  ;  Quertiwi,Sir 

Charles  Douglas  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 

of  the  Exchequer  May  2:«,  637 
See  Edmunds,  Leonard,  Esq.,  ResigwOim  of 

Certain  Offices 

Patent  RighU—Shepard's,  WrigUi  ad 
Spencer's  PatenU  Bills 

Observations,  Lord  Redesdale  F«6  24,  [17?] 
635,  736 

Patten,  Colonel  J.  W.  Jxmcashire,  N. 
Aseera  Jah  (Signatures  to    Petitions),  DU- 
charge  of  Marshall  and  Whitehead,  [179] 

1267 
Committee  of  Selection,  Report,  [180]  259 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction,  Comm. 

add,  el.  [180]  682,  683,  684 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  Bills— Stsndinf 

Order  88,  Amendt.  [180]  861,  874, 876 
Industrial  Schools,  Suspension  of   Staoding 

Order,  [178]  487 
Metropolis  Sewage  and    Essex  ReoUmatioo, 

Consid.J[i78]887 
Private    Bills,  Referees    on,    Nominstion  of 

Comm.  [179]  1051 
Private  BUls  — tStanding  Order  No.  7,  [177] 

106,  118;— Printing  Petitions,  114;  R«. 

286 ;— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  441, 446 
South  Kensington  New  Road,  Re-Comm.  [180] 

363 
Standing  Order  No.  60,  Amendt.  [180]  1040 
Union  ChargeabiUty,  [i  78]  670 
Utilization  of  Sewage  and  Reclamation  of  Land 

(Ireland),  Comm.  [i  78]  7 
Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  [180] 

44 

Paull,  Mr.  H.,  St  Ivet 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Re-Comm.  d,  8,[i79]8M 
Bankruptcy  Laws,  [179]  49,50 

Paymaster  General  and  the  Audit  Opi 
Question,  Sir  Charles  Douglas ;  Answer,  Tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  June  32,  [180] 
627 

Peace  Preseryation  (Ireland)  Ad  Cos- 

tmuance    {Sir  Robert  Peel,   Sir  Oesr^t 

Grey,  Mr,  Luke  White) 
c.  Motion  for  leave  {Sir  Robert  Peel) 

Amendt.   to  adjourn  the  Debate  (Mr,  Ec^ 

nessy) ;  Motion  agreed  to  June\2,  [180]  106 
Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debsts  » 

Question  [12th  June]  June  15,  319 ;  afta 

short  debate,  A.  185,  N.  48  ;  M.  02;  BiD 

ordered 
Presented  ;  read  1«  •  June  16         [Bill  21«1 
Moved,  «*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  T**  (^ 

Robert  Peel)  June  10,  508 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "«?» 

this  day  three  months"   {Mir,   Magwrt); 

Question,  "That  «now,'  Ac.;"  after  abort 

debate,  A.  76,  N.  29;  M.  47;  mainQsw 

tion  agreed  to ;  Read  2<* 
Committee  ;  Report  June  20, 594 
Rend3*»»  Jnne^l 
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PecM  PreservoHon  Ireland  Act  ConHmtanee  BiU 

/.  Read  1**  {Th^  Lord  Steuxtrd)  June  22 
Read  2*  •  June  27  (No.  200) 

Moved,  That  the  House  be  now  put  into  a  Com- 
mittee on  the  said  Bill  (The  Lord  Steward) 
June  29,   921 ;  after  short  debate,  House 
in  Committee 
Report  •  June  30 
Reads'*  Ju^3 
Royal  Assent  July  5       [28  <k  29  Viet.  0. 118] 


Peacockb,  Mr.  G.  M.  W.,  Maldm 

^rmy — Ordnance  Experiments,  [i  78]  672  ; — 

Ordnance  Select  Committee,  [179]  1223 
Canada — Dismissal  of  Judge   Coursol,  [177] 

137 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moTed  for, 

[177]  510 
Confederate  States — Case  of   Captain  Beale, 

[177] 1536 
Fire  Brigrade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  839 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1927,  1928, 

1930 
Inolosure,  Comm.  [178]  62Y,  628 
Ireland— Stote  of,  Res.  [177]  818 
Navy   Armaments,   Comm.  moTed  for,  [177] 

999,  1003 
Prlyate  Bills — Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  [177] 

Supply— Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  [179]  706,  707, 

709,  711 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  ri79]^27 
United  States — The  Reciprocity  Treaty,  Papers 

moved  for,  [177]  414 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  778 

Phase,   Mr.  H.,  Durham  Co,  8* 

Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 

[177]  1303 
Railways  (Guards   and   Passengers  communi- 
cation), Res.  [179]  70 

Pbel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R,  (Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland)^  Tamworth 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  70, 71 ; 

Report,  88,  90 
Belfast — Commission  of  Inquiry  at,  [177]  119 ; 

-.Riots  at,  347,  353,  354,355,356,360,367, 

868,  369, 371,  385  ;  Res.  [180]  145, 148 
Casej,  Alexander,  Property  of  the  late,  [178] 

871 
CloDpriest,  ^.  Benefices  (Ireland),  Retams 

moved  for,  [17  7]  244 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  3R.  [180] 

829 
Constabulary  Force  (Ireland)  Act  Amendment, 

Leave, [178]  1168;  2R.  1513,  1514;  Comm. 

[179]  980,  982,  983  ;    Preamble,  984,985; 

d,  1 ,  986, 987  ;  el,  3, 987, 988  ;  d,  4.  Amendt 

988,  989  ;  cL  7.   991  ;  d.  9,  993,  994 ;  add. 

el.  095, 996  ;  Consid.  add. el.  [180]  104  ;  cl.  3, 

105  ;  cl  4,  106 
County  Voters  Registration  (Ireland),  2R.  [178] 
-      265,  266 
Courts  of  Common  Law  (Ireland),  [177]  847 
VogB  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comm.  el.  4,  [179] 

480  ;    el  6,  481,  482 ;  el.  21,  716  ;  Consid. 

el.  21.  859 
Game  Lio^noes  (Ireland),  Leave,  [177]  224 

leant. 


Pbxl,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R. — eont. 

Ireland  —  Court  of  Admiralty,  [177]  83; — 
Arterial  Drainage,  84 ;— TiUes  to  Land,  139 ; 
—  Constabulary  Clothing,  206  ;  ~  Grand 
Juries,  207  ;— State  of.  Res.  708 ;— Stipen- 
diary Magistrates— Mr.  Ffrench,  1470;— 
Poor  Law  Board,  1661 ; — Administration  of 
the  Uw,  1740,  1741, 1826, 1828 ;— The  Con- 
stabulary  and  the  Game  Licences,  1924 ; — 
County  Down  Assixes — Chief  Justice  Mona- 
ban,  [178]  197, 198, 201;— -Deep  Sea  Fishery, 
670 ; — Music  at  the  Dublin  Exhibition,  1470, 
1471  ;— The  Police  in  Tipperary,  [179]  788  ; 
—School  Reports,  875,  876  ;  —  The  Con- 
stabulary, 1341  ; — District  Lunatic  Asylums, 
[180]  367  ;—  Case  of  Patrick  Donohue,  468  ; 
—Dinner  to  Mr.  Gavan  Duffy,  1042  ; — Law 
Advisers  to  the  Castle,  1043 

Lotteries— Public  Departments.  [179]  1269 

Lunatics  in  Gaols  (Ireland),  [179]  592 

Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment, Leave,  [177]  1301 ;  2R.  [180]  598 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 
Leave,  [180]  106,  321,  324  ;  2R.  509,  511 ; 
Comm.  (7^.  1,594;  (^.4,595 

Sheep,  &o.  Protection  (Ireknd),  2R.  [178]  461, 
463,  469 

Supply— Education  (Ireland),  [179]  1248, 1256; 
— Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  1308  ; — 
Brehon  Laws  (Ireland),  1308  ;— Fbiz  Cul- 
tivation (Ireland),  1309, 1310 

Tories,  Robbers,  and  Rapparees  (Ireland),  2R. 
[178]  755 

Union  OflBcers  (Ireknd)  Superannuation,  2R. 
[277]  1907, 1909 ;  Comm.  el.  1,  [178]  267 

Peel,  Ilight  Hon.  Lt.-Oen.  J.,  Huntingdon 

Army — Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 
656  ;  Address  moved,  900  ;— Salary  ot  Dr. 
Sutherland,  [180]  991 

Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1782  ;— 
Disembodied  Militia,  1979  ;— Enrolled  Pen- 
sioners, 1983 ;— Manufacturing  Departments, 
1992;  — Works,  BuUdings,  Ac.  [178]  109; 
A<y.  moved,  852  ;  —  Adbministration  of  the 
Army,  959 

Canada— Defences  of,  Papers  moved  for,  [178] 
842,  845,  848 

Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  992 

New  Zealand— Troops  in,  [178]  82 

Piccadilly  and  PariL  Lane  New  Road,  2R.  [i  77] 
593 

Private  Bills— Printing  Petitions,  Res.  Amendt. 
[177]  283 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  F.  (Joint  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury),  Bury 

Aldemey— Breakwater  at,  [179]  561 

Army— Rating  of  Houses  of  Officers,  [179] 
589,  640,  641 

British  and  North  American  Steam  Ship  Com- 
pany, [177]  1368 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  [177]  1906 ;  [178]  718, 
733,  785,  738  ;  [179]  594 

Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  Comm.  el,  1, 
[180]  717 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (Judges' 
Salaries),  Res.  [180]  527.  528 

Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  [179]  1^69 

Custom  House  Charges,  [180]  45 

Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  [178]  609 

Drainage  Act  (Ireland).  [178]  131^ 
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Pbbl,  Bight  Hon.  P. 

Folmer  GommoB,  iDolosme  ot^  [177]  1117       | 

GoTemment  Annaitiet,  [177]  958 

Indemnitj,  Leave,  [180]  034, 625  ;  3R.  685       j 

Ireland—Mail  Service,  [177]  204;  [179]  1100  ; 
— Pablioation  of  Irish  Redorda,  [i  77]  288  ;—  j 
The   Biyer    Shannon,  660;-— The    Brehon' 
Lawf,  748;— Medical  Offioert  in   Unions,! 
Res.  1598 ;— Patent  and  Olose  Rolls,  1880  ; 
—Military  oooopation  of  the  Gnrragh,  [i  78J 
1567,  1568 ;— Poor  Fishermen,  [179}  915 

Ule  of  Man,  Disaflbrestation  (Compensation), 
Coram.  [177]  1457 ;  8R.  [178]  1521 

Levi,  Dr.  Leone — '*  Annals  of  British  Legisla- 
tion," [i  79]  892 

Navy,  Accounts,  Ao,  [177]  502 

Ofloe  of  Works,  Comm.  moved  ibr,[i78]  16 

Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Comm.  moved 
fcr,  [1781219 

Piers  and  Uarboars  (Scotland),  [179]  920 

Post  Horse  Duty,  Exemption  from,  [178]  895 

Postmaster  General,  Offloe  0^  Comm.  moved 
for,  [178]  883 

Postmasters,  Remaneration  o(  Res.  [179]  201 

Post  Office  Officials,  [178}  561 

Prohate,  Court  of,  [i  78}  86 

Records,  Irish,  [180]  368,  460 

St.  John,  Mr^  Case  of,  [179]  788 

Salmon  Fishery  Act  Amendment,  8R.  [180] 
624 

Scotland— Postal  System  of  Fife,  [178]  870 

Secret  Service  Uo^j^  Returns  moved  for, 
[180]  591,  593 

Shannon  River,  Nominalkm  of  Oomm.  [179] 
555 

Supply— Redemption  of  the  Scheldt  Toll,  [177] 
1456 ;— Harbours  of  Refuge,  [179]  595;— 
Holyhead  and  Portpatrick  Harbours,  595 ; — 
New  Record  Building,  Dublin,  595 ; — 
Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  or  Man,  597»  598 ; — 
Rates  for  Government  Property,  603,  604  ; 

—  Treasury,  606  ;  —  Home  Office,  G06  ;  — 
Board  of  Trade,  611 ;  —  Controller  General 
of  the  Bzohequer,  703 ;— Works  and  Public 
Buildings,  703 ;— Woods,  Forests,  Ac.  704, 
706,  710,  711;  [180]  481,  482;— West 
India  Loan  Commission,  [179]  1136  ;  — 
Superintendent  of  Roads,  South  Wales,  1137; 

—  Registration  of  Friendly  Societies,  1138 ; 

—  Secret  Service,  1139 ;  —  Printing  and 
Stationery,  1143,  1145,  1146;  —Probate 
Court,  1148;— County  Courts,  1148;  — 
Landed  Estates  Court,  1150,  1151  ;  — 
Magnetic  and  Meteorological  Observations, 
1377;  —  Superannuation  Allowances,  1396, 
1397,  1398  ,"— Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers, 
1303 ;  — Fishery  Board  (Scotland),  1805, 
1307, 1308  ;—MalU  and  Alexandria  Tele- 
graph, 1311 ;  —  Miscellaneous  Expenses, 
1313;— Post  Offloe  Packet  Service,  [180] 
473,  477,  478 

Treasure  Trove,  [180]  440 

Union  Medical  Officers  (Ir^and),  [177]  830 

West  India  and  Pacific  Steam  Ship  Company's 

MaU  Contract,  [177]  1931 
West  India  Postage  Rate,  [180]  46 

Pbbl,  Mr.  J.,  Tamworth 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  Amount.  [;  78] 

1381 ;  Comm.  add.  d,  [179]  532 
South    Kensington    New    Eoad,    Re-Corom. 

[180]  368 


ItnaUtei  Law  AniMiimentliB 

{Sir  Oearge  Orey,  Mr,  Baring) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  P  •  Jme  8  [Bill  Ml} 

Read2«*/iMtel2 

Committee  • ;  Report  Jwm  14      [BiU  81J] 
Considered  as  amended*  June  15 
180]  Moved,  •'That  the  BiU  be  now  nsd  8>" 
{Sir  Oeorge  Orey)  Jwm  16, 428 ;  after  ibort 
debate.  Read  3^  Jwm  16 
L  Read  1«*  {Lfyrd  Stcmley  of  Aldertey)  /wield 
.  Moved,    **That  the    Bill   be  now  read  »" 
June  30,  968 ;  after  short  debate,  Read  i* 
June  30  (No.  IW) 

Considered  in  Committee*  July  8  (No.  M8) 
•  Amendts.  reported ;  short  debate  theroon  Jidy  1, 
1143 
Standing  Orders  Nos.  87  and  88  ooandend 
and  dispensed  with 
,  Moved,  «'  That  the  Bill  be  now  rsad  S""  [M 

Stanley  ofAlderley),  1144 
.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  (''now,")  m4  insert 
('« this  day  three  months  ")  (Lord  DamM); 
Question.  "That  'now;'  Ac.;"  Oont. «, 
Not-Cont.  14 ;  M.  8  ;  List  of  Coat  and  U. 
Cont.,  1114 ;  Resd  3*  July  4  (No.  254) 
Royal  Assent  Ji4y  6        [28  d(  29  Ftcf.  e.  IK] 

Pennant,  Colonel  Hon.  E.   (J.  Douglas, 
Carmarthenshire 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,    [180]  907;  Ra 

1181 
Turnpike  Acts    Continuance,    Conua.  [180] 
687 ;  ol.  1, 845 


Sain 


Pbbct,  Earl,  NMhumh&rhnd,  N, 
Mayne,  Sir  R.,  and  the  Bamot  Magistiatei, 
"1783722 

[mon    Fishery    Act    (1861)     Amendmeat, 
Comm.  el  27,  Amendt  [180]  364 
Union  Chargeability,  Conun.  [179]  870 

Perth  ProvisionalOrder  ConfirmationSU 

(Mr.  Baring,  Sir  George  Orey) 
e.  Ordered :  read  1«»  •  Jfcr  8  [BiU  61] 

Read2o»Jf<irl3 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Mar  14 

Read3«*iforl6 
U  RoAd  l^*  {The  Lord  Privy  SmI)  Morn 

Read2«*lfor28  (No.W) 

Committee*  ;  Report Hor  24 

Read3**jrar27 

Royal  Assent  4prtf  7  [28  Fte<.e.7] 

Pbto,  Sir  8.  M.,  Fimhurff 
Army  Estimates — Manufaotoriiig  DepartmeBti, 

[177]  1986, 1987.  2000 
Charitable  Trusts  Fees,  2R.   Amendt.  [17^] 

1029 
Dockyard  Extensions,  [179]  1086 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  eh  H,  Am^ 

[179]  1325 
Navy  Estimates — ^Hen  and  Boya,  A^i.  move^ 

[177]  1201, 1378  ;— Admindty  OfBoe,  [ifi] 

726 
Navy  —  Greenwich  Hospital,  [177]  19SI,'' 

Board  of  AdmiraUy,  [178]  678,  697 
*Union  of  Bene&oes  Act  Amendnietnti  \m^ 
I         [17811023 

Westminster   Improvement    CommisiioD,  B(- 
I         turns  moved  for,  [179]  2^^ 
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Pheasants  (Ireland)  Bill  [h.i..] 
(Thfe  Earl  0/  Behnore) 
U  Pre«onted  ;  read  !••  May  18        (No.  109) 

Head  2*  aher  tfhort  dbbate  JVaj^  22,  [179]  630 

Committee  *  ;  Heport  lUay  23 

£ead  3**  Afay  26 
<j.Readl°»/un<j2  [BUI  193] 

Read2<'*/t/»«U 

Committee*  ;  Report  Ju/M  16 

Read3'»»/t4fi«19 

Royal  Assent  Jme  19       [28  A  29  Vxd.  0. 54] 

Piecadilly  and  Park  Lane  New  Road  Bill 
{hy  Order) 

c.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^  **  Feb  23, 
[177]  580;  Amend t.  to  leave  out  «*now/' 
and  add  "  upon  this  day  six  months"  {Sir  J. 
Ferguston);  Question,  "That  'now'&o.;** 
after  debate,  Amendt.   withdrawn  ;  Read  2^" 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Conflrmation 

Bill  {Mr,  Dodem,  Mr,  M,  Gib$on,  Mr,  BuU) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Report*  May  5 

Bill  ordered  *  May  5 

Read  10  •ifay  9  [BUI  180] 

Read  2^"*   and  referred  to  Select  Committee 
Mayll 

Report*  May  29 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  2 

Committee  *  (on  re-oomm.) ;  Report  Jtme  8 

Considered  as  amended*  June  12      [Bill  177] 

Read  3o  *  June  U  [BUI  195] 

L  Read  1>*  (Lord  Stanley  of  AlderUy)  June  15 

Read  2**  June  19  (No.  157) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  20 

Read3«*/uft«22 

Royal  Assent  June  29        [28  ^i  29  Via.  c  5S] 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 

(No.  3)  Bill    (Mr,  miner  Oibton,  Mr,  Hutt) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee;  Report  *  May  23 

BiU  ordered  *ifay  23 

Read  10*  Afay  25  [BUI  168] 

Read2o*  Afay  29 

Committed  to  a  Select  Committee  June  2 

Report  *  June  15  [Bill  222] 

Committee  *  (on  re-^cmm,) ;  Report  June  16 

Committee  *  (on  re^eonm,) ;  Report  June  19 

Read8«*/imtf20 
L  Read  1*  •{(Lord  SUmUy  of  AlderUy)  June  20 

Read  2*  *  June  23  (No.  183) 

Report  of  Select  Committee*  June  29 

Committee  *  June  30 

Report  *Jff^  3  (No.  233) 

Read3**JWy4 

Royal  Assent  July  6        [28  ^i  29  Viei.  c.  114] 

Pier  and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation 

(iro.d)Bill  (Mr,MUnerOib9on,Mr.HuU) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Report  *  June  13 

Bill  ordered  ;  read  1»  *  June  13     [BiU  210] 

Read2*>*  Jwt^  15 

Committee*  Report  June  16 

Committee  *  (on  re^omm,) ;  Report  Jime  1 9 

Read  3«  *  June  20  [BiU  223] 

I,  Read  1»*  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  June  20 

Read  2**  June  23  (No.  184) 

[cent. 


Pier  and  Barbour  Ordeti  Oef^krmati&n  {No.  8) 
BtZ;— cent. 
Committee  *  ;  Report  Jitne  26 
Read  3*  *  June  27 
Royal  Assent  June  29      [28  A  29  Viet,  0.114] 

Pieri  and  Harboun 
Question,   Mr.    Waldegrave-LesUe ;    Answer, 
Mr.  Milner  Gibson  June  1,  [179]  1121, 1122 

Piers  dnd  Rarhoure  ( Scotland) 
Question,  Mr.  R.  W.  Duff;   Answer,  Mr.  Peel 
ifay  26,  [1 79]  915 

Pilotage  Order  Confirmation  Bill 

(Mr,  Milner  Oibton^  Mr.  BuU) 
e.  Resolution  in  Committee ;  Bill  ordered ;  read 

1«  *  Feb  17  [BiU  281 

Read  2«*  Feb  20;  ocuimitted   to  a  Select 

Committee 
Report*  J!rar20 

Committee  * ;  Report  Mar  30  [BUI  81] 

Read  3«  *  April  7  [BUI  131] 

/.  Read   1**  (The  Lard  Stanley  of  Alderley) 

April  27  (No.  67) 

Read  2«*lfay  2 

Report  of  Select  Committee*  May  22 
Committee  *  May  23  ;  Report  *  May  26 
Read  3*  *ifay  29 
Royal  Assent  /tme  19  [28  VU.  e.  59] 

Pilotage  Order  Colifirmation  (No.  2)  BUI 

(Mr,  Dode<m,  Mr,  Milner  Oibton,  Mr,  BuU) 
e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Report*  May  5 

BUI  ordered*  May  5,  [178]  1572 

Read  10  *Jfay  9  [BUI  96] 

Read2*»*Jfay  11 

Committed  to  a  Select  Committee  May  15, 
[J  79]  373 

Re^wrt  *  June  2  [BUI  194] 

Committee  *  (on  re<omm,) ;  Report  June  8 

Read3'»*  June  12 
I.  Readl**  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  June  13 

Read  2*  *  June  19  (No.  154) 

Committee* ;  Report  June  20 

Read  3*  *  June  22 

Royal  Assent  June  29       [28  <fe  29  Viet,  c.  59] 

Plate,     The    Biver    (see     BrctzU    and 
Uruguay) 

Poland 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mar  17,  To 
leaTC  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  *'  whereas 
the  Russian  GoTeramont  shows  its  deter* 
mination  to  set  at  nought  the  engagements 
it  oontracted  in  1815  respecting  Poland : 
Whereas,  Ao,"  {Mr.  Benne$ey),[i'j7]  1831; 
Question,  *'That  the  words,  dto. ;"  after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Police  at  PtMio  Buildingt 
Question,    Lord  Robert   Montagu  ;    Answer, 
Mr.  T.  G.  Baring  June  13,  [180]  131 

Police — Mouses  of  Parliament 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
T.  G.  Baring  May  30,  [17   1102 
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Police  SnperanxLnation  Bill 

(Mr,  Baring,  Sir  Oeinye  Otey) 
^.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  AprU  1  [Bill  109] 

IieAd2'o*  April  2i 

Committee  ;  Report  April  26,  [178]  1071 
[     ConBldered  •  April  27 

Committee  •  {on  re-eomm,);  Report ;  as  amended 
t '  ' '    eODBtdered  •  Mixy  5 
Read  3»^  Hew  8 
I.  Read  !••  (The Lord PretiderU)  May  9 
Read  2*  •ifoy  18  (No.  95) 

Committee  *  M^y  19 
Report  •  May  26 
Read  d^"*  Hoy  39 
Royal  Anent  June  2  [28  Viet.  c.  $6] 


Pollabd-Ukquhabt,  Mr.  W.,  Westmeath  Co* 
A-  Army  Estimates— Land  Foroes,  [177]  1797;—^ 

Pay  and  AUowanoes,  1964  • 

Charch  Establishment  (Xrelaad),  Res.  [178] 

455 
Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [177]  798 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland)*  Comm.  d.  U,  [178] 

754  , 

Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of^  Comm. moved 

for,  [1 78]  222 
Spirit  Duties    (Ireland),   Comm.   moved  for, 

[178]  1218, 
Supply  —  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade,    [179] 

258  ;  — Lunaiio  Asylum,  Isle  of  Mao,  598 
UdIou  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation,  2R. 

[177]  1^07 
Ways  and   Means,  Comm.  Res.— Tea,  [178] 

1497 


Poor  Law 
Destitute   Poor,  "Motion   for   Returns  (Lord 

BoughUm)  agreed  to  Feb  9,  [177I  96 
Dietary  of  the  Poor  in  Metropolitan  Workhouses, 

Question,  Sir  John  Shelley  ;  Answer,  Mr.  C. 

P.  Villiers  i%  15,  [178]  299 
Oreeyi,  Mary,  Case  of.   Question,    Mr.  Hen- 

nessy  *  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  April  27, 

[178]  1082 
Greenwich    Union,   Case  of  Mary  Moriarty, 

Jtdia  Bannan,  and  Others,  Question,  Mr. 

Maguire  ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  ViUiers  Feb  23, 

[177]  596 
'    Highworth  Union,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens ; 

Answer,  Visoouet  Enfield  June  26,  [180]  824 
?'    InfeeHous  Patients  in  Workhouses,  Question, 

Colonel  North ;    Answer,  Visoount  Enfield 
•         lf«r  18,  [1 77]  1W3 

Medical  Officers  of  Poor  Law  Uni<ms,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Richard  Long ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P. 

Vimer8/Vj5  14,ri77]  235 
Nighi   Refttges  (Metropolis),   Question,    Mr. 

Hanbury;     Answer,    Mr.    C.    P.    Villiers 

Afar  20,  [177]  1920 
Poor   L^   Board,  Question,  Mr.  Augustus 

Smith;  Answer, Visoount PalmerstonJF'($6 14, 

:■        [177]  287 

Poor  Law  Board  and  the  Bigh  Wycombe 
Union,  Question,  Mr.  Ferrand;  Answer, 
Mr.  C.  P.  Vaiiers  Mar  23,  [178]  82; 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  12, 
To  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  "  there 
be  laifl  before  this  House,  a  Copy  of  a 
Letter  iirom  tbo  Poor  Law  Board,  dated  the 

[cont. 


Poor  Law—cont, 

4th  day  of  March,  1865,  and  signed  by  Henry 
Fleming,  secretary,  relative  to  the  Wycombe 
Union"(3fr.7K*ra^n,[i79]216;  Question, 
**  That  the  words,  ^.  r  after.debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 
Poor  Law  Secretary^  Moved,  "  That  the  office 
of  the  one  Secretary,  rendered  capable  of 
sitting  or  voting  as  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mons' House  of  Parliament  by  the  ninth 
clause  of  the  Poor  Law  Act,  Utely  vacated, 
ought  to  be  abolished  "(J^.  J  tim<t(u«5i)i»l&) 
Feb  20,  [177]  456;  after  debate^  A.  17, 
N.  193  ;  M.  176 
Poor  Law  Unions — Auditors  of  Accounts,  (l\i»' 
tion,  Mr.  Liddell ;  Answer,  Mr.  G.  P.  VUlien 
uli?riZ28,[i78]1203 

Poor  Rates,  MetropcHUan  and  Svbmhw  D^- 
tricls.  Petition,  Lord  Ravensworth  Feb  16, 
[177]  278 

Poor  Relief  Metropolis  Aa(\8Qi),  Motion  for 
"  Return  of  the  Number  of  Unions  or  Fa- 
rishes  that  have  availed  themselvesof  the  AW 
of  29tb  July.  1864,  <fcc."  (Lord  BmghUm) 
Feb  18,  [i  77]  202  ;  after  short  debate,  Mo- 
tion agreed  to— Pari.  P.l.  (6,  86) 

Unions  and  Oilberfs  Unions,  Question,  Mr. 
Mitford  ;  Answer,  Mr.  0.  P.  ViBiers  lfar<, 
[177]  1115— (see  tide  Ireland) 

Workhouse  Nurses,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Mills; 
Answer,  Mr,  C.  P.  Villiers  May  6,  [178] 
1538 

Workhouses,  InfectMus  Patients  in,  QnestioD, 
Ck)lonel  North  ;  Answer,  Visoount  Enfield 
Mar  13,  [177]  1533  . 

Wycombe  Poor  Law  Union,  Question,  Mr. 
Ferrand  ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiers  Mar  33, 
[178]  82 


Poor  Law  Board  Contmuance,  &c.,  Bill 

(Mr.  ViUiers,  Viscount  Enftid) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  •  June  2  [Bill  1971 

Moved,    "That    the    BUI    be  now  resd  2"' 

June  12,  [180]  89 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months  "  (Mr.  Packe),  lOOj 
after  debate,  Question,  "  That  *  now,*  Ac," 
A.  76,  N.  69 ;  M.  7 ;  main  Question  sftead 
to  ;  Read  2<>  June  12 
Committee  *  ;  Report  June  15 
Order  for  Committee  (onre-eonvau)  read 
Moved, ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  lesre  the 

Chair" /ti«e  23,  719 
Amendt.  to  leaf  e  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  pro? iiiwa 
of  this  BUI  should  be  limited  to  tho  ooo- 
tinuaoee  of  the  Poor   Law  Board  for  one 
year"  (Lord  Fermoy),  720  ;  Question, "  Tlot 
the  words,  &c. ;"  after  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn ;  main  Question  agreed  to 
Considered  in  Committee ;  Boport  Jwie  U 
Considered  as  amended  *  /ttntf  26   [Bill  216] 
Read3«*  June  21  [BUI  238] 

L  Read  !••  (Earl  Do  Grey)  June  27  (No.W7) 
Moved,    *♦  That  the  Bill  be    now  read  2* 
Jmu!  29.  919;  after  short   debate,  Motipo 
agreed  to ;  Read  i2*  June  27 
Committee  *  Report  June  30 
Read3**/M/y8  _        ,^^, 

Royal  Assent  July  6       12S  A  29  VicL  c.  IW] 
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Pope^   Rumoured  ReMenee    0/    the,   %n 


QuMtion,  Mr.  Newdegato;  Answer,  Visoount 
Palmerston  Mar  31,  [178]  568 

PoBTMAN,  Lord 
Imperial  Gas,  2R.  [179]  863 
Metalliferous  Mines,  2R.  [179]  627 


PoRTicAN,  Hon.  W.  H.  B.,  Dorsetshire 
Union  Cbai^eabillty,  Ck>nsid.  [179]  670 


POKTSMOXTTH,    EetI  of 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.[i8o]  31 

Post-horse  Duty,  Exemption  from 
Question,  Mr.  Care ;  Answer,  Mr,  Peel  April  7. 

[178]  895 


Postmaster  General  Bill 
(Mr,  Darby  GHfith,  Mr,  Had/ield,  Mr,  Barnes) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  l'  •  May  11  [Bill  1441 

Read2*»» /«m«  28 

Bill  withdrawn  *  June  30 

Postmaster  General,  Office  of 

Motion,  "That  a  Select  Ck>inmittee  be  ap- 
pointed, to  inquire  whether  the  practice  of 
appointing  a  Peer  of  the  Realm  exclusively 
to  the  of9ce  of  Post  Master  General  is  one 
which  is  directed  or  required  by  any  legal 
enactment  or  constitutional  principle,  and 
whether  the  continuance  of  such  practice  is 
of  advantage  to  the  Public  Service  "  (Mr, 
Darby  Griffith)  Mar  28,  [178]  378;  after 
debate.  Motion  withdrawn;  Question,  Mr. 
Darby  Griffith  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Palmer- 
ston April  7, 805 

Postmasters,  Remuneration  of 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  May  12, 
To  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  *«  in 
the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  neither 
just  nor  expedient  that  labour  and  responsi- 
bility should  be  imposed  upon  public  servants, 
in  respect  of  Post  Office  Savings  Banks, 
without  adequate  remuneration"  (M*.  Cave), 
[179]  1»*;  QuesUon,  "That  the  words, 
dso.; "  after  short  debate,  Amendt.  with- 
drawn 


Post  Oj^Ue  Officials 

Question,    Mr.    Scully;    Answer,    Mr.    Peel 
-Mar  31,  [178]  660 


Post    Office-^  The    Threepenny    Postage 
Siofnp 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;    Answer,  The 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  i^tfd  17,  [177] 

VOL.  CLXXX.    [thibd  bbbies.] 


PoTTRR,  Mr.  E.,  CarUsh 

County  Courts  Equitable  Jnrisdiotion,  Comm. 

add,  el  [180]  683 
Science  and  Art  Department,  [177]  500 
Soulage  Collection,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 

416 
Supply  —  Department   of  Science   and   Art, 

Amendt.  [179]  1164, 1165,  1170 


Powell,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Cambridge 


Charitable  Trusts  Fees,  2R.  [178]  1032 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178J  740,  742 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  200 


Education,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  802 
Exeter,  Diocese  of,  [178]  032, 033 
Sewage  Utilixation,  2R.  [177]  1360 
Supply— Royal    Parks,    [179]    243;— New 
Houses  of  Parliament,   247,  240;— Public 
Records  Repository,  253;  — Patent  OiBce, 
255,    256;— Privy  Council  Office,  608;— 
Board  of  Trade,  610 
Upper  Street,  Islington,  State  of,  [179]  241 
Ways  and^eans ,  Comm.  Res.— Fire  Insoranoe, 
[178]  1508 


Powell,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Gloucester 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Re-Comm.  Preamble,  [179] 

Boro\9gh    Franohise  Extension,  Leare,  [177] 
560  »  »  L  //J 

Cheltenham  and  Gloucestershire  Water,  2R. 

[177]  403 
County  Voters  Registration,    Comm.  d,  10, 

[179]  100;  cl.  12,102 
Foreign  Law,  Convention  of,  [180]  1044 
Greenwich  Hospital,  2R.  [179]  1007 


Powis,  Earl  of 

Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  [179]  1050 
Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]  662, 740 


$ttnce00   of  tSSales 

Address  of  Congratulation  to  Her  Majesty 
{Sir  George  Grey)  June  8,  [179J  1270 

Answer  to  Address  [8th  June]  reported  June 
14,  [180]  250 

'*  I  thank  you  sincerely  for  your  loyal  and 
dutiful  Address  on  the  Birth  of  the  Prince 
My  Grandson ;  and  I  receive  with  much 
satisfaction  the  renewed  assurance  of  youT 
attachment  to  my  Person  and  Family" 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  the  Queen  {The  Lord  President)  June  13, 
[180I 100  ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed 
to  Nemine  Dissentienie 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the  Address,  reported 
June  10,  [180]  430 

•'  Your  loyal  and  dutiful  Address  upon  the 
Birth  of  the  Prince,  My  Grandson,  afforded 
me  much  satis&ction ;  and  I  thank  yon  for 
the  affectionate  interest  which  you  have 
expressed  in  the  domestio  happiness  of  my- 
self and  my  Family" 
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Printing—SeUet  OmmiUeeuppomM 
0©  Feb  10,  Comniitee  nomiiiated  as  follows:— 
Mr.  Bonham-Carter,  Sir  Joha  Paklnglion,  Sir 
FniBoU  Baring,  Ifr.  Wjapole.  Mr.  Henler* 
Mr.  Oardwell,  Mr.  Sotheron-Ertoourt,  Mr. 
GadieU,  Sir  StaflFord  Northoote,  Mr.  Greene, 
Mr.  Peel,  The  CConor  Don,  and  Mr.  Ha»t- 
ings  RmaeQ 

Prison  Libraries 
(Jtnestion,  Mr.  HardoasUe ;  Answer,  Sb  George 
GreyJFV6  27,[i77]W7 
PriflOttKll    iSireMrfS0rey,Mr,BaHmg) 
177]  c.  Ordered  after  long  debate;  Read  P  Feb 

•  Read  3«  after  debate,   and  oommitted  to   a 

Seleot  Committee  Ifiir  8,  1361 
.  And,  on  Marcb  18,  Commlttoe  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— Sir  George  Greyr  Chairman),  Mf .  Ad- 
derley,  Mr.  Beach,  Mr.  Henlev,  Mr.  Hibbert, 
Mr.  Hardy,  Mr.  Hanbory,  Lord  Edward  How- 
ard,  Mr.  Hunt,  Sir  William  Miles  ,Sir  John 
Pakington,  Mr.  Jeseph  Ewart,  Mr.  Walter, 
Mr.  Perry-WatUngton,  and  Mr.  Whitbread 
Report  of  Seleot  Committee  •  May  11 
Committee*  (onre^eomm,)  Jfoy  29 
A  70]  Committee  {<m  rC'Cmnm,)  Jwu  9, 1828 
Reported  after  long  debate 
Considered  as  amended*  Juns  12 
180]  Read  8«   and  passed,   after    short   debate 

June  18,  123  [Bfll  Ul] 

I  Read   !••    {The  Lord    Pireiident)  Jmu  13 
.  Moved,  -"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»"  Jwm 
20,  618  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed 
to ;  Read  2*  JwM  20  (No.  155) 

.  Committee  June  27,  858  (No.  228) 

,  Amendts  reported  (aooordfaigto  Order);  after 
short    debate,    ftirther   Amendments  made 
Jiime  29,  921 
Read  8»  •  June  80  (No.  24f ) 

Royal  Assent  July  6       [28  h  29  Viet.  0. 126] 

PrisonB  (Scotland)  Act  Amendment  Bil) 

(Lord  Advocate,  Sir  G.  Grey^  Sir  W.  Dunbar) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  Jtfor  2i  [BiU  91] 

Read  2«»  •  AprU  8 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  11 

Read  8o*Afay  15 
l.Bj&tA\**  (The  Lord PHtySe^l) May  16 

Read  2»*  June  19  (No.  106) 

Committee  *  June  20  ;  Report*  Jwne  22 

Reads**  Jtin«28 

Royal  Assent  JtOy  5         [28  d(  29  Vict.  c.  84] 

Private  BiU  Costs  mi 

{Mr,  Scourfield,  Mr,  Crawford) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  Feb  10  [BUI  7] 

177]  Read  2»  after  debate    Feb   22,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Seleot  Committee  {Mr,  Milner 
O^eot^ 
And,  on  Feb  24,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:—Mr.    Scourfield    (Chairman),    Mr. 
Milner  Gibson,  Lord  Hotham,  Colonel  Wil- 
son Patten,  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr.  Roebnck,   Mr. 
Denman,    Mr.  Pogh,   Mr.  Caird,   and  Mr. 
Arthur  Mills ;  Feb  27,  Mr.  Watkin  added 
Report  Mat  B^PitrL  P.  No.  104)  [BiU  50] 
Committee*;  Report  Hbr  8 
Considered  ♦  Mar  9 
Read  eo*  ifiir  10 

Lords  Amendts.  [BUI  111] 

ieoHi, 


Private  BiU  Costs  Pitf— oonfc. 
L  Read  1*  •  {Lord  Houghton)  IfarlJ  (Ns.Biy  ^ 
Read  2*  after  debate  Mar  28,  fi 78]75 
Considered  in  CommiUee  Mmt  27,  273 

(No.  47) 
Amendts.  reported  ;  New  otaase  moted  {bri 
Redesdale);  after  debate,  withdrawn  M^  ao, 
488  (No.  61) 

Reads*  J^6, 767  ^^     ^ 

Royal  Awtotlfoy  26  ^KVttta.f^ 


PrivaU  BUU 


i1i\Privaie  BiUs,  Orders  respeeting  iW7, 88 
'PrivaU  BitU^Standing  Orders,  Commtttetim, 
appointed  Feb  16,  278 

.Opposed  I\wsUe  BUls,  Coiunittee  ap- 
pointed 1V5 16, 278  ^    ., 

178I  Private  Bi«#— Orders  made  therson,  Jfni 
6,767 

,  PrivaU  BiUs^Standinff  Order  No,  Wl- 
VispUuement  of  Lowhn  Foot,  On  Metin  of 
The  Lord  ChaneeOor,  Standing  Order  No. 
191  amended  AprU  7,  873 

179]  PrivaU  Business^  Obserrations,  LordBedot- 
dale  Jlfay26,878 ;  ObserfmtioBS,LefdaaBl«7 

i8o]of  Alderley ;  Debate  theMon  Jum  2S,  Wl; 
Obserrations,  LMrd   RedMdak;    short  ds- 
.    bate    thereon  Jwie  26,    768 ;   iUsoInUou 
rehitisg  to  Standing  Or4em  oonadered  Jm 
.    80,  981 ;  Observations,  Lord  Redesdale  and 
.    Earl  GranTllle  July  3,  1026  . 

.  Private  BiUs,  Committees  on,  On  Motion  «i 
Earl  Cowper,  amended  by  Lord  Redesdale, 
Resolutions,  after  short  debate,  agreed  to 
July  8,  1033  ^    ^  ^, 

Ordered,  That  there  be  laid  npoa  the  TaWe  a 
list  of  those  Lords  who  hare  served  en  Pn- 
vato  BiU  Conmiittees  during  the  present 
Session  of  ParUament ;  and  the  number  of 
times  that  each  Lord  has  served ;  and  the 
number  of  dayn  he  sat  on  avery  such  Com- 
mittee ( The  Earl  Cowper) 

PrivaU  BilU 

COIOIOHS-—  n".  1*, 

c,  Cotgrt^ Referees,  Appointmentef.imJPrvfaU 

Bills  Feb  9,  [1771^ 

Pnvate  BiUs,  Rtfetees  m,  Seleot  Oomsiittee 
appointed,  and  nomTinated  May  80,  Si  loj- 
lows :— Colonel  Wlhon  Battea  (Cbsiman), 
Mr.  Dodson,  Mr.  MUner  Ofbseo,  Mr.  Lowe, 
Mr.  Edward  Pleydell  Boinrerie,  Lord  Robert 
Cecil,  Lord  Stanley,  Mr.  Ingham,  Mr.SdKite- 
field,  Mr.  Woodd,  Mr.  Bottbam-Carter,  Mr. 
Ennis,  Mr.  Thompson,  Mr.  Gaftherae  flsrdyt 
and  Sir  John  Shelley 
Report/wi«21— (Par/.  P.  No.  898) 

CouH  of  Referees,  Thanks  of  Mr.  S«8k«lo 
the  Court  of  Referees  June  27,  £180]  8T6 

1 77]  Printing  Petitions,  Moved,  **  That  on  )«wT 
Private  Bill  to  be  considered  by  a  Committee 
of  this  House,  all  Petitions  presented  sg»in»| 
such  Bills  be  printed  at  the  expense  of  }» 
Petitioners,  and  Copies  of  those  Petition's 
well  as  a  Copy  of  the  Bill  to  be  consu^. 
be  delivered  to  each  Member  of  the  Coinmil- 
tee  not  less  tbaa  two  days  previous  <to  its 
assembling  "  (16-.  Torrens)  Feb  9, 118 ;  after 
debate,  wtion  with^w'n       -    ' 
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ifjlLords'MmUts  o/IM<knce,  Moved,  "That 
a  Mettage  bo  lent  |o  the  Lords  requesting 
tbeir  Lordshipa  to  oominimieate  to  tkie  Uouse 
Ihe  Mittutes  ol  Evidenoe  which  may  be  taken 
before  everj  Goinmittee  on  a  Private  Bill 
originatiBg  la  the  preaent  Session  with  their 
Lordships,  and  sent  down  to  this  House" 
(Mr.  Hemy  Seymour)  JFV^  9,  11^  ;  after 
del^ate»  MeiioA  agreed  to 
.  Select  Committees  on.  Standing  Order  No.  7 
lead;  Amendt.  to  leave  out  <<fo]ir"  and 
insert  "  three  "  (Mr.  Charlei  Forster)  Feb  9 
96  ;  after  debate,  Q«estion«  "  That  the  word 
*foor'  stand  port  of 'the  said  Standing 
Order  ;*'  A-  154,  N.  7a ;  M.  $3( 

:.  Ciairman'e  CasHngVoie — New  Standing' Order 
*'  Moved,  **  That  all  questions  before  Com- 
osittees  o»  Private  Bills  shall  be  decided  by 
a  mi^oritj  of  voices,  and  whenever  the  voices 
are  equal,  th»  ooestion  shall  be  resolved  in 
the  negative"  (Colonel  Wilson  PaMfini  Feb 
dO,  4il ;  after  debate,  negatived 

.  Opposed  Private  Bills,  On  Motion  of  The 
Chairman  of  Committees,  resolved,  "  That 
all  Petitions  praying  to  be  heard  upon  the 
merits  against  any  Bill  in  eithev  of  the 
Classes  mentioned  in  Standing  Order  No. 
>78,  be  printed  by  the  Petitioners,  and 
Copies  thereof  deposited  in  th0  Offiee  of  the 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  at  such  time  and 
in  such  Numbers  as  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees nay  direct "  Feb  16,  278 

•  Resolution  (M*.   Torrens) ;  Amendt.  (General 

Peel)  Feb   16,    282;    after    short    debate, 
Amendt.  withdirawn  ;  Resolutions  agreed  to 

•  Opposed  Private  Bills,  ResoluUons  as  to  Peti- 

tioners against  Private  Bills  ( The  Chairman 

of  Committees)  Feb  27, 743 
.  Fees  of  ParUamentary  Counsel,  Question,  Mr. 

Darby  OriflOth ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson 

Feb  21,  49S 
»  Skmdinff  Orders,  Committee  on,  Feb  10)  [177] 

180]  Private  i?iC*— Standing  Order  No.  179, 
Sect.  1,  considered  June  24,  761 

.  Private  JSt2^«— SUnding  Orders  184  and  185 
considered,  and  amended  June  26,  764 

.  Private  J?ii2»— Standing  Order  No.  179,  Sect. 

1,  considered  June  27,  852 ;  Resolution  ( The 
Chairman  of  Committees)  agreed  to 

•  Private  BiUs^Si&ndlng  Order  No.  178,  Sect. 

9,,  considered  and  dispensed  with  for  the 
remainder  of  the  Session  ( The  Chairman  of 
Committees)  June  27, 853 
Private  Billet-Court  of  Referees — Standing 
Order  88  read  jMiitf  27 
^«  Moved,  *'That  the  said  Standing  Order  be 
rqiealed"  (Colonel  Wilson  Patten),  861; 
Amendt.  ''That  the  debiite  be  now  ad- 
joamed"    (Mr,    Milner    Oibson);  Motion 

•  i^id.  original  Question  withdrawn^  874 
Standing  Orders  89, 90,  91,  t^id  149  read,  and 

amended 

Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Orders  of  this 
House  relating  to  Private  Bills,  as  amended, 
be  printed  June  21-^(Parl.  P.  No.  420) 

•  PrivaU  -fit/^— Standing  Order  No.  184,  Sect. 

2,  considered,  and  amended  June  29, 917 

.  Private  J?i(/s— Standing  Orders  of  the  House 
considered  June  29,  917 
Moved,  Thatthe  Standing  Orders  of  the  House 
be  dispensed  with  in  rehition  to  Private 

[cont. 


Private  Bills-'^'Ocuuoen    ectsL 

Bills  fbr  the  Remainder  of  the  Senioii  ( The 
tSo}  Chairman  of  Committees) ;  Metten  i^reed 

teJicfie29 
•  Standing  Order  No.  60  resotnded,   and  new 

Standing  Order  sobstitoted  Jii/y  S,    1040; 

Alteration  of  Standing  Orders  July  4,  1161 

Private  Businest 
Observations,   Viscount  Palmerston   July  4, 
[i8p]  1164 

Probate,  Court  of 
Question,  Mr.  John  Loeke ;  Answer,  Ux^  Peel 
Mar  23,  [178]  86 

Peobt,  Right  Hon.  Lord  (Comptroller  of 
the  Household),  Wicklow  Co. 
Indian  OfiScers,  Her  Majesty's  Reply  to  Ad- 
dress, [i 79]  45 
Lords  Commissioners'  Speech,  Her  Majesty's 

Answer  to  Address, [177]  156 
United    States  —  Assassination    of   President 
Lincoln,  Answer  to  Address,  [178]  1471 

Procurators  (Scotland)  Bill 
(Lord  Advocate,  Sir  0.  drey,  Sir  W.  Dunhait) 

e.  Ordered  •  Mar  21 
Read  1°  •  Mar  23  [Bill  87] 

Read  2°  •  Mar  31 

Committee*;  Report  May  18  [Bill  157] 
Committee  *  (on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  May  25 
Read  3^  *  June  12 

Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  248] 

I.  Read  U*(The  Lord  Privy  Seal)  Junel3 
Read  2*  •  June  19  (No.  153) 

Committee  *  June  20  ;  Report  *  June  22 
Read  3"  •  June  23  (No.  207) 

Royal  Assent  July  5     [28  di  29  Viet.  c.  85] 

Protection  of  Female  Children  Bill 

(  The  Lord  Denman) 
h  Presented ;  read  1»  *  July  6  (No.  265) 

Puhlio  AecountSt  Commitieeof 

Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu ;  A  newer.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Feb  17,  [177] 
320 

On  Feb  20,  Select  Committee  nominated  as 
follows:— Mr.  Edward  Pleydell  Bou^rie 
(Chairman),  Mr.  Walpole,  Sir  Staflbrd 
Northcote,  Sir  Henry  Willoughby,  Mr.  Peel, 
Ix>rd  Robert  Montagu,  Mr.  Howes,  Mr.  Oos- 
cben,  and  Mr.  PoUard-Urquhart ;  April  3, 
Mr.  Stansfeld  added 

Report  of  the  Committee— <Par2.  P.  No.  413) 

Public  Honse  Closing  Act  (1864)  Amend- 
ment Bill    i^r.  Cow,  Mr.  Oosehen) 
1 77]  c.  Ordered  after  debaite  Feb  14,  251 

Head  l^^  Feb  15  [Bill  22] 

17^1  Mored,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2^" 
(Mr.  Com)  April  6,  863 
Amendt.  to  leaye  out  **  now,"  and  add  ^  upon 
this  day  six  months"  (Mr.Lawson);  after 
short  debate,  Ameadt,  withdrawn;  main 
Question  agreed  to ;  Bmd  2fApril^ 

loont. 
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PMic  Ecuie  Qoring  JM  (IZti)  Amendment 

179]  Oonsidered  in  Committee  May  18,  542 ;  after 
long  debate,  BiU  reported  [BUI  159] 

CoMidered  *  May  32 
Read  d^^ifay  85 

Lords  Amendti.  rBUl  230] 
I.  Bead  1**  (The    Marqueu  a/   ClanneardB) 
May2e  (No.  126) 

Read  2*  after  short  debate  June  l,  1116 
180]  Moved,  That  the  House  be  oow  put  into 
Committee  on  the  said  BiU  June  18, 112  ; 
after  sliort  debate,  BAotion  agreed  to  ;  House 

•  in  Committee,  114  (No.  151) 

•  Amendt.  reported  /tm«20,  515 

MoTod,  to  re-insert  Clause  5  {The  Marquesi 
of  Ckmriearde) ;  after  short  debate.  Motion 
agreed  to ;  Clause  re-inserted     (No.  192) 

Read  3*  •  June  22 

Boynl  Assent  June  29       [28  &  29  Vict,  0. 77] 


Publio  Howe  OloHng  Aot  (1864)  Amend- 
tnent  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Cox ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey 
Jfor80,[i78]488 

PMie  Museums,  Ae* 

Petitions  for  opening  in  Erenings  presented 
{Lord  Ebwry)  June  30,  [180]  969 


Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches)  Bill 

(Mr,  Cawper,  Sir  Charles  Wood) 

c.  Motion  for  leare  {Mr,  Cowper\  [177]  1301; 
after  debate,  Moved,  *'  That  the  debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Paeke) ;  Motion  wilh- 

'  drawn  ;  main  Question  agreed  to 

BiU  ordered ;  read  1°  *  and  referred  to  the 
Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  BiUs 
Marl  [BUI  55] 

Read  20*  and  committed  to  a  Seleot  Committee 

,  ifor  20 

Andt  Ml  March  28,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows: — ^Mr.  Oowper  (Chairman),  Lord  John 
Manners,  Sir  John  Shelley,  Mr.  BaiUie  Coch- 
rane, Hr.  H.  B.  Baring,  Mr.  £.  P.  Bouverie^ 
and  Mr.  GaskeU 

Report  •ilpra  6  [BUI  99] 

Committee  *  ;  Report  April  6 

BatLddi^^  Aprill 
L  Read  1*  *  {Lord  Stanley  cf  Alderley)  Aoril  27 

Read  2»  after  debate  Mav  19,  [i  79]  659  (No.  68) 

Committee*;  Report  Jfciy  22 

Committee*  {on re-comm.) ;  Report ifay 23 

Read  3*  •  May  26 

Rojal  Assent  June  2  [28  Vict,  0. 3 1] 


PuMie  Petitions 

On  Feb  13,  Committee  appointed  as  follows  : — 
Mr.  Charles  Forster  (Chairman),  Mr.  Bon- 
ham-Carter,  Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Gard, 
Major  Gavin,  Lient.-Col.  Gray,  Sir  Edward 
^rogan,  Mr.  Hope  Johnstone,  Mr.  Lyall, 
Mr.  Tavemer  John  MiUer,  Sir  Colmnn 
Michael  O'Loghlen,  Mr.  Hastings  Russell, 
Mr,  Alderman  Salomons,  Mr.  Owen  Stanley, 
and  Viscount  Enlfold 


Public  Schools  Bill  [him} 

{The  Earl  of  Clarendon) 
I  Presented ;  read  1  »•  ifar  13  (No.  82) 

178]  Petitions  from  University  of  Oiford  sod 
Mercers  Company,  piesented  ( 7%^  Eari  of 
Derby),  QSO 
.  Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«"  {The 
£arl  of  Clarendon)  Avril  3,  632 ;  after  long 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  BiUread  2*  AprU  3 
.  Petitions  presented  ( The  Marquea  of  SeHt- 

bury)  April  4,  744 
.  BUI  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  Usy  S, 
1304 
And,  on  May  4,  Cpmmittee  nominated  as  fal> 
lows  : — His  Royal  Highness  the  Prinee  of 
Wales,  Ld.  President,  D.  Mariboroogh,  E. 
Derby,  E.  Devon,  E.  Stanhope,  E.  Qarea- 
don,  E.  Carnarvon,  E.  Powis,  E.  Harrowby, 
V.  Stratford  de   RedoUffe,  V.  Everriej,  L 
Bp.   London,    L.  Lyttelton,  L.  Hougfatoo; 
May  5,  \jord  Wrottesley  added 
Report  of  Select  Committee  *  June  22  (No.  W) 
BUi  as  amended  (No.  203) 

PuGH,  Mr.  D.,  Carmarthenshire 
Malt  Duty,  Comm.  [180]  270,  275 
Private  BiU  Costs,  2R.  [177]  566  ^ 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [i7«]316;  Camn. 
cl,  3,li19]b0% 

ituaMcatioii  for  Offices  AbolitignBfll 

( Jfi-.  Hadfield,  S^  Morton  Peto,  ifr.  Bainei) 

e.  Ordered;  read  !''•  Feb  9  [Bill2] 

177]  Read  2^  after  debate,  and  committed  to  a 

Select  Committee  Feb  13,  212 
Andi  on  March  1,   Commiltee  noiaiasU^  ss 

follows:— Mr.  HBdfleUi(OhaurmaB,  Mr.PH 
;     Mr.  Locke  King,  Sir   John  Trelawny,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Bright,  Mr.  Remingtoa 
*     MUls,  Mr.  Baine%  Lord  R(4>ert  Moatago, 

Sir  Brook  Bridges,    Mr.  Edward  EgerM( 

Mr.  Sebter-Booth,  Mr.  Mowbray,  Mr.  %. 

Long,  and  Mr.  F.  d.  Powell 
Report  Jfar  9  [BiU  62] 

Committee  •  {on  re-comm,) ;  Report  Jfar  W 
Considered  as  amended  •  Mar  17 
i-^]  Moved,   "Th«t  tha  BUI  be  now  read  «•" 

{Mr,  Hadfield)  Mar  23, 181 
Debate  arising  on  a  point  of  order ;  Motion, 

"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  (CWwiaf 

Ihmne)  ;  A.  72,  N.  HI  ;  M.  69 ;  Qjut^ 

again  proposed ;  after  further  debate,  Amendt. 

to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  •*  upon  thii  d«y 
■    sU  months"  {Mr.  Newdeaate),  186;  after 

long  debate.  Question,  "  That  *  now,'  Ac.,-* 

A.  130,  li,M;  M.  74 
BiU  read  3»  ifor  23 
I.  Read  !»•  (Lord  Houghton)  Mr  24     (Ne.  *•) 
.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»^  {Lvri 

Houghton)  May  1, 122B 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *«  now,"  and  insert  "thip 

day  sU  months"  (  The  Earl  of  Derby) .  Qne^ 

tion,  "That   «now,'  &e„  Oont"  49,  Not- 

(3ont.  72 ;  M.  23 ;  List  of  Cont.  and  Not- 

Cont.,  1236 
Bill  to  be  read  2*  on  this  day  six  months 

Raihoay  Aeoidents 
Question,  Mr»  Bentinck ;  Answer,  Mr,  Milner 

[coat, 
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frAl  RAI         f  SB  SSI  OK,     18  64)         RAI  RAV 

177  —  i7«  —  »79  —  «8o. 
Railway  Aeexdenii^'Wtii, 

Gibson  Feb  9,  [177]  "6 ;  AmeDdt.  < 

mittee  of  Supply  Mar  6.  "  That  it  is 
'    opinion  of  this  House,  desirable  thai 

should   be  rested  by  Act  of  Parliai 

the  Board  of  Trade,  or  in  some  otl 

partment  of  the   GoTernment,  to  i 

an  inquiry  into  the  eanses  of  any  a< 

which  may  occur  on  Railways,  with 

to  call  for  all  papers  and  to  cxamii 

nesses  on  oath ;  and  that,  <feo."  {M 
:-Hnck),  [177]   1124;   Question,    «TI 

words,  Ac. ;"  after  debate,  agreed  tc 
Accident  on  the  Greai  Western  Railufay 

tion,   Sir  William  Gallwey ;    Answe 

Milner  Gibson  June  9,  [i  79]  1387  ;  0 

tions,  Sir  Lawrence  Palk ;  Reply,  Mr. 

Gibson  June  9,  1342 
Sweter,  Thomas,  and  others,  Moved, 

there  be  laid  before  this  House  Copj 

Papers^relating  to  the  inquest  on  the 

of  Thomas  Sweter,  George  Kent,  ai 

liam  Anderton  "{Sh  Lawrence  Palk) 

[180]    1165;    after   short  debate, 

withdrawn 


Bailway  Bilh — {Group  8) 

Moved,  «« That  the  Special  Report  fn 
Committee  on  Group  8  of  Railway  £ 
referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
ing  Orders,  Ac/'  {Mr.  Thompson)  M 
[179]  874  ;  after  short  debate,  Motioi 
drawn 


Railway   GonBtrnctdon    Facilities 
(1864)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,   WhaUey,  Mr,  McMahon) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  1"  •  Feb  21  [Bill 

Moved,  "  I1iat  the  Bill  be  now  read  2o" 

ynaUey)  Jtme  20,  [180]  693;  after 

debate,  Motion  withdrawn  ;  Bill  withd 


Railway  Debentures,  Ac.  Begistry 

[H.L.]      ( The  Earl  qf  BeHmore) 

h  l^resented  ;  read  1*  •  May  U  (No. 

Read  2*  •June  12 
Considered  in  Committee  *  Jwte  30 
Report^  June  22  (No  1 

Read  $••  June  23 
e.  Read  l**  •  June  23  [Bill  2 

Order  for  second  reading  read  June  26, 
848  ;  after  short  debate,  second  readini 
off  for  a  fortnight 


Bailway  Passengers  Bill 

(The  Lord  St.  Leonards) 

I.  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Dartmouth  ;  B 
Lord   St.  Leonards    June   13,  [180] 
short  debate  thereon 
Bill  presented;  after  short  debate  read  1* 
13,  [180]  107;  Bill  withdrawn /im«!  10. 

(No.;i^ 
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Rw)MDAL»,  Lord— «Ofl^ 

add.  tL4i9t^H 
PrivSe  BilU—Sti^nding  Order  No.  179^  [ifc] 

853,917  ^      ^    •_ 

Public  Hou§e  Clonng  Aei  Amendment,  8R. 

ri79]llU;Ooom.[iao]U8,.li4     .    : 
Tablio  0£^oe»  (Site  and  Api»roftoM)i  ^-  [m] 


'  The  Hon.  Sliogsby  Befchell  apppinied  Feb  17, 
[4771816 

Secord  of  Title  (Xreland)  BiU  [u-] 

(The  Lord  ChanceUor) 
I  Pretented  ;  read  !••  April  6  (No.  68) 

178]  Read  2»  after  short  debate  Majf  *»  14^3 
Committee  •  ;  Report  May  9  (No.  97) 

Reads**  May  12 

Comn^BS  Amendtfl.  (No.  194) 

u.Readlo*^ayl7  P'L^oV, 

170]  Read  2"  after  long;  debato  i£ay25,  841; 
BIU  considered  in  Odmmittee  after  debate'. 
Committee— B.P.  Jvne  1*  1181 
180]  Considered  in  Committee  ;  Committao— b.f. 

June  12.  86 
.  Committee ;  Report  June  16,  B3Q   [BiU  817] 
Considered  as  amended  *  June  19 
Read  3»*  /mik  20  «.*         «^ 

Rojal  Assent  /uZy  5  [28  df  29  VteL  0. 88] 

J^«»f <«  0/  Titie  {IrehMPi  \8iamjp9] 
C  Besolntion  io  CommiUee*  June  18 
Resolution  reported  June  14 

Ekdbsdalb,   Lord    (Cbeimaa  of    Qom- 

Bankniptey  and  XngoWpiiey  ( WanA),  2R.  [i  77] 

1222 
Business  of  the  Hoii«t^L^191^ 
Business,  Prirate,  [1701878  ^   ,  «  -i 

Business.  Public  and  ftirate,  State  of,  [180] 

692,694,768,764.1026 
Clerical  Subeoriptloo,  Report,  O179]  !•** 
Committees  on  Prifatft  BUls,  Roton  tnoted 

for,  [180}  1080  .„     ,     .    T         /. 

Confession  in  the  Chuwh  of  Eagland'-Law  of 

Evidence.  [180]  84T 
Courts  of  Justice  Bofldiiig,  2R.  [178]  1192; 

Comm.  Amendt.  1808  ;  [1803  252 
CourU  of  Justice   OonciBitratton  (Site),  8R, 

d.  14,  Amendt.  [178?)  1884  ;  add.  el.  1588, 

1587, 1588 ;  Commons  Ameodts.  [180]  858 
CourU  of  Justice,  The  Mew,  Returns  moved 

fi>r   rT'7'71  1018 

Destniction  of  Metropolitan  DweUings  bj  RaU- 

wa78,[i78]552  '  .,      .^j 

DiTisions.  Manner  of  taking— Stonding  Order, 

[179]  958 
Edmunds.    Leonard— Resignation  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [i77]  1^1^  1*20,  1221 ;  Report 

of  Select  Comm.  Res.  [1 78]  1578  ;r-Pen»lon, 

Re«.  6,  [179]  38, 42, 44 
Education,  National,  [1771^85        ,    ^.        . 
Education— Revised  Code —  Examination  of 

Children,  [178]  879 
Imperial  Gas,  2R.  [179]  8«8        ,  ,„     ,v  «« 
Looal  Government  Su)[>pleme«tal  (No.  4),  ait. 

[180]  255 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [x8o]  257 
Marriages  (Lambourne),  Comm.  [179]  ^^2 
...     o..     ^       _     ._3    w Reclamation, 


Si 

SI 

T 
V 


89 

of 


Metropolis  Sewage  and   Essex  RecU 


8R.  [179]  111* 
Mortgage  Dehenturefi  M^  [179]  719 
Opp^  Private  Bills,  Res.  [177]  278 
Parliament,  DiboIutl4n  of  the,  *'-'*^'' ' 


851 


ss.  [177]  278 

., , . _  jf  the,  fi8o]i 

Patent  Rights,  [177]  685,  686,  786 
Penalties  Law  Amendment,  2R,  [180]  968 
Report,  irf.  4, 1144    >   '  ^' 

[Cfiil. 


Beformalor^  OhiMr^,  SxJMtm  <ff     > 
Question;  Mr*  Tavwnei' John  MiUer;  Ansier, 
Sir  George  Grey  AprU  25.  [1 78]  1001 

Befr&ihment    Bouses    Ac$,    OonMof^ 

ttniler  _  -      .. 

Guestion,  Sir  Charles  Douglaaj  Aniwtf.&r 
Geo™  Grey  ^e6  20.  [177]  ^^^.^^"^ 
Sir  Charles  Douglas  ;  Answer,  Sir  George 
GToyi?'e637,749 

Bigen£t  Farh— Bridge  over  Ai  Cbnol 
Question,  Mr.  Uarwy  Lewis },  AawfV » 
CowperiiW28k[i77]«)0 

Eentchargos  (Iroland)  Roviaon  Ml[w^] 

( The  Marquess  of  CUmrieofdi) 
I  Presented ;  read  1»  •  June  22       (No.  203) 

Revision  of  the  Liturgy  

Question^    Mr.    Shaw-Lefetra;   Aaiwcr,  sir 
George  Grey  June  1,  [179]  1^22 

BicHMOND,  Diike  of  '         :i.    /w* 

Divisions,  Mannor  of  taking— Stoadrng  Order, 

[i 79]  957,  959 ;  [i8o]S47 
TJnien  CbargeabUity,  8R.  [180]  525 

EiDLEY,  Sir  K  W.,  NorthwK^Ui^l^ 
North  and  South  Shields,  Ports  ol^  [180]  Htf 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  Comm.  \,m 

721 
Union  CbargeabUity,  Comm.  [179]  ^ 

River  Waters  Protection.  Bill 

(Lord  Robert  Montagu,  Sir  FiuRey  K^^ 
Mr.  Ferrand,  Mr.J^tbberO 

crOrdered ;  read  1° •  -P«5  9  pn  J 

Moved, «' That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2«    l^^ 

/J.  if<ml«r»)lfer  8.  [177]  ISOd 
Amendt.  toleave  out  '•  now."  apd  add  *' op» 
this  day  si*,  mopths''  (Mr.  -^f^)*^^^ 
after  long  debate,  Amendt,  and  MoUon  «»■ 
drawn ;  Bilf  withdrawn 

RkerSyPonutioHof^  .^ 

auesUon,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  ;  Ai»«f»i»'' 
George  Gr?y  Jfoy  80,  |;i7ftl  1101 
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Roach  River  Fishery  Bill 

I.  ttead  2«  aftor  Abort  cfoUte  1^^  97,  [177]  704 

#.  Read  2"*  aOer  debate  /tme  8,  [179]  1260,  and 


Boads  and  Bridges  (ScorOand)  Bill 

(Lot4  PAchOf  Sir  O.  Montffmnery, 

Sir  R,  AnUnUher) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1»  •  Jifiril  S  [Bill  lOl] 

.    Read  2«  •  4»ri^  35 

Committee  <^:  Report  i%  2d       [BiU  165] 

Committee  *  (ottre-tfomm.)  JfiM«  l^B.r. 

Report  June  20,  [180]  05i  [BiU  261] 

BoBBKMoir,  Mr.  D.»  Berwi^ktkire 

LooomotiTef  on  Roads,  Comm.  0/.  2,  [176]  1064 


fioBBKraov,  Mr.  H.,  ShremJmry 
Navy— Board  of  Admiralty,  [178J  689 
Navy  Estimates— New  Works,  *e.  {1 79^  038, 

942 
Private  Bills— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,f  177] 

442 
Railway  Travelling  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  66 


Bochdale  Vicarage  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Earl  of  Chiehuter) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1*  •  June  2B         (Ne.  213) 

JRead»»».%w^ 

Committee*;  Report /tmtf 27 

Readd**  Ju}t^29 
<j.  Read  !«>  •  June  29  [Bill  152] 

Read  2^  *  June  30 

Committee*;  Report /ni^ 3 

Read  3-^/w/y  3 

Royal  Assent  Jtdy  5    [28  it  29  Vict.o,  llT] 

Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Sheffield  .- 
r  iAteemJah,  ^Signatures  to  Petitions),  Rapprt, 
Res.  [178]  1666,  1669 
Bank  Notes  Issoe,  RerQosittL  W*  6>  fi  79]  ^^2 ; 

Preamble,  827.  828 
Bankruptcy   Act,   Seket  Comm.  moved  for, 

Borough  Franebise  Extensi<«,  2R.  [178]  1393, 

1449 
Canada— Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois'  Report, . 

[17731627     . 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  1),  2R.  [178!  476 
Felony  and  Misdemeanor  Evidence  and  Prac- 
tice, 2  R.  [177]  57&    • 
Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  £178}  1197 
Hutt,  Migor  General,  Case  of,  [i  77]  1537 
Inns  of  Court,  2R.  [178]  1045 
Ionian  Islands— Pensions  to  OflBbers,  [178137^, 

377,378  '      -^        : 

Ireland— State  of.  Res.  [177]  75!  ;— Case  of 

Patrick  Doyle,  1481  '- 

■      Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  613, 617 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  cL  1,  [180}  31#,  313, 

314 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  ler, 
/.     [179]  779 

'Li?erpool  Lieensing,  IIR.  [177]  616 
New  Zealand— War  in,  lifTJl&B 

leetU. 


iSf    1»9S\        BOB  ROM 

-  179  —  180. 

RoBBUOK,  Mr.  J.  A«— iMit 

Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  eL  [179] 

w3o 
feaoe  Preservation  <IreUDd)  AotCentiaiMiMt, 

Leave,  [180]  325 
Private  Bin  Coets,  2R.  [1 77]  568  ; 

Public  House  dosing  A«t  Amendment,  2R! 

£178]  868  ;  Comm.  cL  2,  [179]  545,  547,  551, 

552 
Raihngr  LegislaUon,  [177]  ^%  883 
Railway  Travelling  (IrelaBd),  2R.  [i  78]  62     ' 
Saffian  Hill  Murder,  [178]  84 
Wimbledon  Common,  211.  [178]  778 

Rogers,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Bei^km 
Army— Military  Train,  [179]  641 

Roll  of  the  Lords 
IMivered  J^eh  7 

Bow,  Mr-  J.,  OlouwHer^iret  W, 
Clerieal  Sobsoriptien,  Oemn.  el,  1,  [iSo]  669 
Courto  of  Jnstiee  BuildiM,  OomjBi.^J.  8,  [17^] 

606;  (kia.ci.607 
Courta  of  Justice  Conoentratkm  (8itte),  2R« 

[177]  «07 

B(man  CathxsXio  BUhope 
Question,  Mr.  Kinnaird ;   Answer^  Mr«  Card- 
well /«f»  29,  [^80]  967 

Boman  Catholic  Oath  Bill 

{lord  J,  Brovmet  Sir  C,  (^Loghlen^ 
Mr.  Benneeey) 

T78]tf.Aet  oonaiderea  in  OoMnittee;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  V»  Mar  21,  24        [Bill  86] 

179]  Moved,  «That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2<*" 
(Mr.  MameU)  May  17, 429 

.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  di^  six  JBMHths''  ^i^*.  Lefiroyh  4f8 ; 
after  long  debate,  Question,  '* That  'now,' 
dM. ;"  A.  190,  N.  134 ;  M«  56 ;  Divism  l4«t. 
Ayes  and  Noes,  477 ;  mitta  Question  iigreed 
to  ;  BUI  read  2?  i6iy  17 
Order  ier  Genmiitfise.rii4*  .^ 

.  Moved,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  ik»w  leave  the 
Chair"  (Mr.  MnieeU)^Ma§  LO.  6U  ;  Motion, 
''  That  the  debate  be  now  adiJoirzMd  "  (Mr. 
Vancey;  A.  44..N..X15;  M.  71 

.  Question  again  proposed,  617;  Motioni  '*That 
this  House  do ^ now  adjourn"  (Mr.  Bankt 
Stanht^);  A.  36,  N.  102  ;  M.  66 

•  Question. again  projDOsed,  619  ;   after  fi^rther 
debate,  debate  a^yoiimed 
Adjourned  debate^  on  going  mto  Committee 
[10th  May}  ibrtlier  adjourned  Map  23 

.  Question  again  propose  ;  Debate  [19th ,  May] 
resumed  Mat/  30, 1051 ;  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
V*  That,"  and  add  "  this  House  wil),  upon  this 
day  six  months,  resolve  itself  into  the  said 
Comnttttee"  (Mir.  Newde^ate)  ;  Qneetion, 
'*  That  the  words,  ^;*'  after  long  debate, 
A,  193,  N.  126  ;  M.  67  i  main  Question 
agreed  to;  Bill  oensidered  in  CooMnittee 
May  60,  1097  ;  QommiUee^m.p. ;  Divisien 
List,  Ayes  and,  Noes 

180]  Committee ;  Report  June  IS,  4^6 

.  Moved,  '*  That  the  fiiU  be  now  read  8<» "  (Mr. 
MmffO)  JitnfiM,  .425  (  a^.  short  d^bftte, 
Question  agrised  to ;  .^^p**  /if«#  15  ^ 
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EOM  EOS     (OBNBRAL    INDBXl 

177  —  178  —  179  —  »8o. 


SOS 


Sil 


Roman  CaOdu  OaA  SiO— eoot. 

I.  Rttd  l**(77l«  Eari  of  Devon)  June  16 

(No.  170) 
8o1Mov«d,  "That  the   Bfll  he  now  read  2*" 

June  26  764 

.  Ajnendt.  to  leara  out "  now."  and  iiiiert  «*  flrie 

^     day  three  monthi"  (  The  Earl  of  Derby),  772; 

after  lonr  dehate,  Qaestion,  ••That  'now/ 

Ae.,'*Cont.  68,  Not-C<mt.  84 ;  M.  21 ;  List  of 

.     CoDt.  and  Not-Cont.  821 ;  reioWed  in  the 

negatire ;  BiU  to  he  read  2»  oa  this   da/ 

thrae  months 

Boman  CathoUe  Oath  Bill 
(JtoMtion,  Mr.  WaldegraTe-Lealie ;  Answer,  Sir 
George  Grey ;  Ohtenrationi  thereon  ITay  23, 
ri7ol  741 ;  Oheenrationfl,  Sir  John  Paking- 
ton  ;  Beplx,  Mr.  MonieU  May  29, 1035 

Eomm  CkUhoUe  SehooU 
4)seeaon,  The  ManfteM  of  Westmeath  ;  An- 
twerp Eari  GranTiUe  Ju/ne  97,  [180]  869 

Some-^Bfitkh  Pauporti 
(^yeition,  Mr.  U.  Banog ;  Answer,  Mr.  Uyard 
J%6  20,[i77]*«0 

BoBB,  Mr.  Alderman  W.  A.,  Southampton 

Canadar— Dofiaaoes  of;  Papers  moTSd  for,  [178] 

828 
Choroh  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [179]  95 
Commons  and  Open  Spaoes,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  504,  506 
Customs,  Out  Door  Officers  of,  Comm,  moved 

for,  [178]  1208 
Fi>e  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [i  793  ^^y  ®*® 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [178]  605 
Metropolis   Sewage  and  Essex   Reclamation, 

2R.  [177]  844 
MetropoliUn  Police  Rate,  [177]  1903 
Ordoanoe  Sorvej,  Civil  Assistants  on  the,  [179] 

212 
Partnership  Amen^ent,  2R.  [178]  1297 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180]  473; 

—Office  of  Woods,  4e.  481,  482 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  Leave, 
,     [178]  1016 
Wimbledon  Common,  2R.  [178]  779 

J^w>€rt*a  Land 
Question,  Mr.  Watkin  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  3%  3,  [178]  1601 

BtJBflBlL^    Earl  (Secretary  of  State    for 

Foreign  AfiPoirB) 
Abyssinia — Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 
,     ia,  [17?]  1979 ;  Papers  mpved  fer,[i79]  735, 

^1043,  1044  :  tl8o]  110,  112,  1151,  1155 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [i'j7]  33 
BeUigerent  Itights,  [1 70]  287,  291 
Bntsil  and  Urugnay-— The  f 

1367 
Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 

696 
Canada^Defoooof  of— Colonel  Jervolfe'  B#port» 

C«77]  i34 


River  PUte,  [177] 


Russell,  Eari-— com<« 
Dockrall,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Vttfm  mofed  ftr,  [i|8] 

Edmonds,  Leonard,  ReMgnatioQ  of- Pnaos, 
Res.  [179131,37 

Episcopate,  Increase  of  the.  [180]  700 

Jackson,  Mr,  Claims  o«;  [i«o]  976 

Roman  CathoUc  Oath,  2R.  [180]  m,  8M 

Ryan,  Mary,  Case  o^  [i  77l  1049 

Sarawak— Consul  at,  [180]  «0 

SUve  Trade,  The,  [x8o]43l 

Turkey  and  Persia^Boundaiy  NsgotiatioBi, 
Papers  moved  for,  [177]  1781 

United  States— Relations  with  the,  [178]  W|- 
Assaasination  of  President  Lucoln,  1071, 
1074;  Addivss  moved,  1219;  BelUcwc^ 
Rights,  [180]  4,  6  ;-Close  of  the  Ciiil  W», 
1143 

E1188BLL,  Sir  W.,  N&rtneh 
Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Bectoriw, 
2R.  [177]  882,  845;  Coniid.  [178]  8W 
adtf.d.1000 

Buma    Companiei    Duee-^The  Cmi 
General  at  8L  Petershuryi 
Qoestion,  Mr.  CUy ;  Answer,  Mr.  ^^ 
Bon  Feb  14,  [177]  234;  Question, Mr. Oij; 
Answer,  Mr.  Uyard  FA  14, 234 

Buieia,  Bjpidemic  in 

Question,  The  Bishop  of  Oxford;  Awrwr, 
Earl  GranvUle  AprU  4,  [178]  744;  dwf- 
tion.  Sir  John  Pakington;  Aoctw-,  Sir. 
George  Grey  April  6,  784;  Question,  The 
Bishop  of  Oxford ;  Answer.  B&rl  GranTflk 
Apra  7,  879  ;  Question,  Mr.  Ondow ;  Ao- 
swer.  Sir  Oeorge  Grey  April  7,889 

RuTiAKD,  Duke  of 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  Amendt.  [180]  W 

Safron  Bill  Murder^  Case  efPdismi 
Question.  Mr.  Uwson ;  Answer,  S»' J^ 
,  Grey  Feb  13,  [177]  209  j  Qpestioo,  Mr.  Kj* 
buck;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey  iwr  w, 
[178]  84;  Question,  Lord  Houghton;  An- 
swer, Earl  Granville  JforSO,  484 

St.  Benet,  Gracechurch  Street,  cmd  iVr 
kallowt,  Lombard  Street 
Question,  Mr.  Crawford;    Answer,  Mr.  b.r. 
Bouverie  JFVfi  17,  [17  7]  321 

St  Georae'e-in-the-JSait—Bev,  Bry(»  Bg 
ExpUnation,  Mr.  Staniland  Ma^  29,  [i79J»'' 

St.  Gbrmahs,  Earl  of  (Loud  Stewari  * 

the  Household)  . 

Bankruptcy    and    Insolvency    (Irelsad)  Aft 

Amendment,  2R.  [177]  1222, 1238 ;  Cobb^ 

1646;  Report,  [178]  274;  Commons Aoiewi* 

1805  '      ,^^ 

Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  2R.  [179]  !•** 
Peaoe  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  AmeiHUi»» 

Comm.  add,  cL  [180]  9»3  .     ^ 

Union  Otloers  (IreUnd)  SupertMtiatwo,  »^ 

[179]  8,1 
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SL  James^i  Park 
Question,  Sir  Wmfam  Frater;  Answer, 
George  Grey/tmtf  9,  [179]  \3i1 


Sir 


St,  John,  Case  of  Mr. 
Question,  Mr.    Monsell;    Answer,  Mr.  Feel 
Aray25,[i79]788 

St.  Leonards,  Lord 

Attorneys  and  Solicitors,  2R.  [177]  1463 
Benkrtiptoy    and    Insolreney    (Ireland)   Act 

Amendment,  Commons  Amendts.  [178]  1306 
Cartoons  at  Hampton  Court  Palace,  [178]  506, 

558 
Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  [179]  1049 
County  Courts    Equitable   Jurisdiction,    2R« 

[177]  1030;  3R.  [179]  106 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R,  [178]  1181  ; 

Comm.    1309;    cL   16,    1314:    3R.  cL  16, 

Amendt.  1578, 1580,  1581,  1582 
Pestruotion  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rail- 
ways, [i  78]  553,  554,  555 
Land  Debentures  (IreLind),  Comm.  [180]  522 
Mortgage  Debentures,  2R.  [179]  721 
Partnership    Amendment,    2R.    [180]    117; 

Comm.  ct,  1,  252  ;  Report,  712 
Patent  Office — Appointment  of  Mr.  Edmunds, 

Explanation,  [179]  717 
Railway  Passengers,  IR.  [180]  108,  434,  436 
Record  of  Title  (Ireland).  2R.  [178]  1456 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  807 
Strikes  and  Lock  Outs,  IR.  [178]  1575 

St.  Maxtb,  Earl 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [180]  31 

8t  Titus  Chweh,  Liverpool 

Petition  presented  by  The  Earl  of  Derby ; 
Obsenrations  thereon  J(fay  26,  [179]  860 

Salisbuky,  Marquess  of 
Public  Schools,  [178]  744 

SahnoiL  Fialiery  Act  (1861)  Amendment 

Bill      (^r.  Baring,  Sir  Oeorge  Orcjf) 
X  78]  Ordered  April  25, 1024 

Read  i'**  AprU2^  [Bill  117] 

1 79]  Head  2°  and  committed  to  a  Select  Com- 
mitteo  May  15,  373 

And,  on  May  10,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows:— Mr. T.  Baring  (Chairman),  Mr.  Acland, 
Mr.C.Bentinck,  Mr.  U.  Fenwick,Mr.  E.  Fen- 
wick,  Mr.  Fleming,  Mr.  liibbert,  Mr.  Knight, 
Mr.  Lawson,  Mr.  Lygon,  Lord  R.  Montagu, 
Mr.  Morritt,  Colonel  Pennant,  Mr.  Whalley, 
Mr.  Percy  Wyndham,  Mr.  MoMahon,  Mr. 
Mackie 

Report*  Jvme  1  [Bill  187] 

Committee  *  {on  rff-tfommw}— bj?.  June  12 
iSojCommitteo  (on  re^eomm,) ;  Report  Jwm  16, 
363  [BiU  220] 

•  As  amended  eonsidered  Juna  20,  502 ;  after 

short  debate.  Read  3»  June  21,  624 
/.  Read  1**  {Lmt  SkLfdey  of  AidtrUy)  June  22 
Read  2*  •  June  23  (No.  190) 

•  Considered  in  Committoe  Jvmit  27,  857 
Report  *  /nft^  80  (No.  220) 
Read  3*  •  /wwd  30 

Royal  Assent  July  5        [28  h  29  Viet.  0. 121] 

YOL.  CLXXX.  [third  sxries.] 


Salmon  Fishery  Acts 
Question,  Mr.  Knight ;    Answer,  Mr. 
Baringu4i»T/7,[i78]888 


T.  O. 


Salmon  Fish^es  (Scotland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bin     {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley) 
I.  Read  [«•   June  19  (No.  175) 

Salouons,  Mr.  Alderman  D.,  Greenwich 
Azeem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatic  (Signatures 

to  Petitions),  Report,  [177]  1737;    Comm. 

[1 79]  59 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1255  ;c/.  5, 

Amendt.  1265 ;  el  8,  1266 ;  add,  el.  1269, 

1272;  3R.   [179]   310;   Re-Comm.    el,  8, 

826 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  Tl  7 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179} 840 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Comm.  add,  0^(1 80]  130 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  Leave,  [177]  949  ; 

2R.ri78]  1058 
Navy  Estimates — Scientific  Departments,  [178] 

731 ;— Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  948  ;^ 

New  Works,  &o,  [179]  939, 940 
Partnership  Amendiment,   Comm.  el,  2,  [179] 

531 
Supply— New  Houses  of  Parliament,  [179]  250; 

— New  Westminster  Bridge,  253 ; — Metropo- 

litan  Fire  Brigade,  258  ; — Lunatic  Asylum, 

Isle  of  Man,  599  ; — Rates  for  Government 

Property,  601 
Turnpike  Acts  Oontinoanoe,  Comm.  el,  1|  [180] 

846 


Salt,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  el,  8,  [178]  1268 
Government  Annuities,  [177]  959 

Sarawak,  The  Consul  at 
Question,   Viscount  Stratford   Do  Redoliflb ; 
Answer,  Earl  Russell  June  23,  [180]  690 


Sai  First 
Feb  7~The  Earl  Cadogan,  after  the  Death  of 

his  Father 
Feb  24— The  Lord  Oxenford,  after  the  Death  of 

his  Father 
Mar  2— The  Duke   of  Cleveland   after   the 

Death  of  his  Brother 
May  29^The  Earl  Poulett,  after  the  Death  of 

his  Uncle 
Jtme  16— The  Lord  Ashbnrton,  after  the  Death 

of  his  Brother 
Jime  27«-The  Earl  of  Moriey,  after  the  Death  . 

of  his  Father 


Saturday    Balf-HolHay  and   the    CivU 

Service 

Question,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Answer,  Viaoount  Pal- 

merston  June  12,  [180]  45  ;    Question,  Mr. 

Buxton  ;     Answer,    Viscount    Palmerston 

June  22,  633 

Savings  Banks  and  ik$  National  Debt 
Question,  Mr.  Henley ;  ABiwer,The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  19,  [i8o]^442 
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SchUmng  and  HoUUin,  Duehm  of 
QaettioD,  Sir  Harry  Verney;    Answer,  Mr. 
Layard  Feb  27,  [i77]  749;    Qaertion,  Sir 
Harry  Vem«y  ;  Answer,  Mr,  Layard  April  7, 
[178]  925 

ScmrEiDEB,  Mr.  H.  W.,  Zaneaster 
Union  Cbargeability,  Comm.  [179]  341 

ScHOtEFrBtD,  Mr.  W.,  Birmingham 
India— Lacknow  Priio  Money,  [178]  871 
Partnership  Amendment,  2R.  [178]  1285 


Science  and  Art  Collections 
Question,  Mr.  Potter;    Answer,    Mr.   Bmco 
Feb   21,    [177]    500 ;    Obserrations,    Mr. 
Gregory ;  Reply,  Mr.  Cowper ;  debate  thereon 
Jfoy  5[i78]1587 


ScLATBR-BooTH,  Mt.  G.,  Hampshire,  N. 
Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Moans,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1145 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 

112 ;— Chairman's  Casting  Vote,  445 
Publio  Ofiloes  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leare, 
H;i77]1803 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  341 

SC0TLA1?D 

Colleetion  of  the  Revenue  in,  Observations, 
Mr.  Craufhrd;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Ezohequer  May  12,  [179]  228 

Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Landed  PrO' 
pertj/,  Observations,  Mr.  Waldegrave- Leslie ; 
Reply,  Sir  George  Grey  June  1,  [179]  1124 

Farm  Buildings  and  Cottages  in,  Question, 
Mr.  Kinnaird;  Answer,  Sir  George  Grey 
June  30,  [180]  982 

Judicial  StaHsttcs,  Question,  Colonel  Sykes ; 
Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Mar  2,  [177] 
958 

Lands  and  Heritages,  Valuation  of.  Select 
Committee  appointed  (Mr,  Dunlop)  Feb  24, 
[177]  738 

And,  on  March  8,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Dunlop  (Chairman),  Mr.  Baxter, 
Mr.  Blackburn,  Mr.  Edward  Pleydell  Bou- 
verie.  Lord  George  Cavendish,  Sir  Edward 
Colebrooke,  Major  Gumming  Bruce,  Mr.  Dal- 

flish.  Colonel  Douglas  Pennant,  Sir  James 
'ergusson,  Mr.  William  Leslie,  Mr.  Mackie, 

Sir    Graham    Montgomery,   Mr.   Smollett; 

Mar  21,  Sir  Edward  Colebrooke  disch..  Sir 

John  Ogilvy  added ;  May  3,  Mr.  Adam  added 
Report  of  Select  Committee  May  22— (Par(.  P. 

No.  300) 
Medical  Pra^iiitioners,  Question,  Mr.  Black; 

Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  Feb  28,  [177] 

599 
Piers  and  Harbours,  Question,   Mr.   R.   W. 

Doff ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  May  26,  [179]  915 
Port  Patrick  Harbour,  Question,  Mr.  Torrens ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Milner  Gibson  Aprils,  [178] 

783 
Postal  System  of  Fife,  Question*  Sir  Robert 

^o»*«»th«r ;  Answer,  Mr.  Peel  Mar  28,«[i  78] 


370 


[cont. 


ScorLiMD'-''Cont, 

Roads  and  Bridges  Bill,  Question,  Mr.  Walde. 
grave-Leslie;  Answer,  Lord  Elcho  IforSO, 
fi  77]  1922  ;  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  Answer, 
Lord  Elcho  Mw  15,  [179I  302— See  Roads 
and  Bridges  {Seotland)  BUI 

Sherifs  Court,  Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  Answer, 
The  Lord  Advocate  MarS,  [177]  1042 

Scott,  Lord  H.  J.,  Seltirkshirs 
Writs  Registration  (Seotland),  Comm.  [179} 
1194 

ScouRFiELD,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Hamforiimt 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  67 
Bath,  Order  of  the.  Address  moved,  [180]  406 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.[i79]90 
Education,  Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  923 
Navj — Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 

390 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177I  ^^^ 
Postmasters,  Remunertition  of,  Res.  [179]^ 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  664,576 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [m] 

111 
South  Kensington  New  Road,  Re-Gomm.  [180] 

363 
Supply^  Superintendent  of   Roads,  Sooth 

Wales,  [179]  1137;--Post  Office  Department, 

1360 
Tumpiko  Tolls  Abolition,  Leave,  [178]  1624 
Union   Chargeability,  2R.  [17^!  314;  Comm. 

[179]  121 ;  Consid.  687 


ScuiLT,  Mr.  v.,  Cork  Co. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  63; 

Report,  Araendt.  84,  89 
Army  —  Recruiting,  Commission  moved  for, 

[1771532 
Clonpriest,  <feo.    Benefices  (Ireland),  Rctorw 

moved  for,  [177]  239,  260 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  dR.[i^J 

836 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  [i78]523; 

[179]  1269 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  ^^  , 
Criminal  Cases  (Evidence),  2R.  deferred,  [iJ7J 

946 
Flogging  in  Gaols,  [i 78]  77 
Inland  Revenue,  Comm.  Preamble,  [180]  3vi 
Ireland— Titles  to    Land,  [177J  13«:-Miul 

Service;   204  ;— Stipendiary  MagistrateJ^ 

Mr.   Ffrcnch,  1476  ;— Case  of  Mary  Ry>J. 

1635  ;  — Administration  of  Justice,  1S», 

1829  ;— Railway  System,   Address  moM 

['78]  012 
Land  Debentures  (Ireland),  Comm.  cl  1f[m 

752  ;  cl.  11,  764, 165 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  CobB' 

moved  for,  Amendt.  [178]  623.  625 
Law  of  Evidence,  Ac.  Leave,  [177]  261 ;  «»• 

9i0 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  [180]  911 
Metropolis— Park  Lane,  [i  78J  889 
Monastio    and    Conventual     EstablishawB*^ 

Comm.  moved  for,  [177]  1084 
Mortgage  Debentures,  2tt.  [i  77]  272 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continsa"^' 

Leave,  [180]  320 ;  Comm.  ct.  1,  694;  d-  *' 

695 
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SouLLT,  Mr.  V. — eont 

Po8t  Office  Officials,  [178]  560 

RailwajM,  [177]  235 

Record  of  Title  (Ireland),  Oomm.  [179]  1181 ; 
el.  10,  [180]  87  ;  cl,  14,  88  ;  el,  62,  Amcndt. 
380 

Records,  Irish,  Publication  of,  Res.  [180]  459 

Sheep,  Ac.  Protection  (Ireland),  2R.  Amendt. 
[178]  465 

Supply — Printing  and  Stationery,  [i  79]  1 144;— 
County  Courts,  1148, 1149  ; — Landed  Estates 
Court,  1150,  1151 ; — Constabulary  (Ireland), 
1151  ; — Department  of  Science  and  Art, 
1175  ; — Nonconforming,  <lltc.  Ministers,  1305; 
— Fisheiy  Board  (Scotland),  1307  ;— Flax 
Cultivation  (Ireland),  1309  ; — Miscellaneous 
Expenses,  1313 

Tests  Abolition  ^Oxford),  2R.  [180]  240, 
241 

Titles  to  Land  Registration  (Ireland),  [177] 
747 

Tobacco,  nomC'grown,  [180]  925 

Tories,  Robbers,  and  Kapparees  (Ireland),  2R. 
'      [178]  757 

Union  ChorgeabiUty,  2R.  [178]  315 

Sea  FUheriei 

Question,  Mr.  McMahon  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  J'tf6  27,  [177]  748 

Secret  Sei^viee  Money 
Motion  for  a  "  Return"  {Mr.  Darby  Grifith) 
Jime  20,  [180]  590;    after  short   debate, 
A.  18,  N.  45  ;  M.  27 

Secretary  of  State  for  War,  The 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Jutie  19, 
To  leave  out  from  •*  That,"  and  add  "  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  it  would  be  convenient, 
under  present  circumstanees,  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  should  be  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons  "  {Mr.  Darby  Griffith)^ 
[180]  450 ;  Question, «  That  the  words  Ac ;" 
after  short  debate,  agreed  to 

Seely,  Mr.  C,  Lincoln 
Navy  —  Dockyard   Accounts,   [177]   1010; — 

Board  of  Admiralty,  [178]  704  ;— Dockyard 

Supenntendents,  Res.  [180]  300,  382,  396 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1196, 

1 455 ;~ Wages  of  Artiflcers  at  Home,  Amendt. 

[178]  951, 953 

Select  Cammitieee 
Notice  of  Nomination,  Resolution  (Earl  5toti- 

/*0/?<j)ifay5,ri78]l631 
Reportt  of  —  Printing  and  Circulation  of, 
Moved,  ^  That  in  the  Case  of  every  Select 
Committee  of  this  House,  other  than  Select 
Committees  on  Private  Bills,  any  Report 
presented  from  such  Select  Committee  shall 
not  merely  be  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House,  but  shall  be  printed  and  circulated  ; 
and  Notice  shall  be  given  on  the  Minutes  of 
the  Day  in  which  it  may  bo  intended  to 
take  the  Report  into  consideration "  (Earl 
Stanhope)  May  18,  [179]  484;  after  short 
debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Select  Vestries  [h.i..] 

/.  Bm,profoma,  rend  1»*  JV6  7 


Selection,  Committee  of 
On  Feb  10,  Committee  nominated  as  follows : 
— Colonel   Wilson  Patten  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Dunlop,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Bonham-Carter, 
Lord  Uotham,  and  Mr.  Mowbray 

Selwtn,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Cambridge  University 
Charitable  Trusts  Fees,  2R.  [178I 1030 
Clerical  Subscription,  Comm.  c«.  2,  Amendt. 

[180]  841 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  179 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 

[178]  178  ;  Lords  Aroendts.  [179]  1185 
I^w  of  Evidence,  Comm.  cl,  2,  Amendt.  [180] 

818 
Partnership  Amendment,  Comm.  add.  el.  [179] 

532 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1337 
Supply— Education,  [179]  1160 

Sewage  of  the  Metropolis 
Question|Mr.  Blake ;  Answer,  Mr.  Tite  Mar  10, 
[177]  U79 

Sewage  Utilization  Bill 

(Lwd  Robert  Montagu,  Sir  FitzRoy  Kelly, 
M-.  Ferrand,  Mr,  Eibbert) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  Feb  9  [Bill  4] 

Read  2^,  after  short  debate,  and  committed  to 
a  Select  Committee  Mar  8,  [177]  1360 

And,  on  March  13,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Lord  Robert  Montagu  (Chair- 
man), Mr.  Cowper,  The  Lord  Advocate,  Sir 
Colman  O'Loghlen,  Sir  Matthew  Ridley, 
Mr.  Crum-Ewing,  Mr.  Ilibbert,  Sir  FitxRoy 
Kelly,  Sir  James  Fergusson,  Mr.  Longfield, 
Mr.  Locke  Kiue,  Mr.  Selwyn,  Mr.  Goro 
Langton,  and  Mr.  Leader 

Report  of  Select  Committee  April  6    [Bill  105] 

Committee  •  ;  Report  April  27 

Considered  •  May  1 

Reads**  Jfay  2 

Lords  Amendts.  [Bill  221] 
I.  Rend  l^^  (Lord Ravensworth)  May  4  (No.  80) 

Read  2*  after  debate  May  16,  [179]  374 

Bill  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  May  22, 
628 

And,  on  May  26,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows  :—  E.  Derby,  E.  Romney,  V.  Stra- 
thallan,  V.  Torrington,  V,  Eversley,  L. 
Polwartb,  L.  Boyle,  L.  Redesdale,  L. 
Portman,  L,  Ebury ;  May  29,  E.  of  Essex 
added 

Report  of  Select  Committee  May  30    (No.  1 39) 
As  amended  (No.  134) 

Committee  •  June  1 ;  Report*  June  2 

Read  3*  •  June  18 
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SsYHouB,  Mr.  H.  D.,  Foole 

Abyssinia — Imprisonment  of  British  Subjects 
in,  [180]  1002, 1014 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  60 

Army  Estimates— Pay  and  Allowances,  [177] 
1972,  1973 ;— Divine  Service,  1974  ;--Yeo- 
manry,  1980,  1983 ;— Enrolled  Pensioners, 
1984 ;— Manu&oturing  Departments,  1990, 
1998,  1999 

Axeem  Jab  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Comm. 
moved  for,  [177]  17O6 ;  Report>  [179]  1247 
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^WDiovB,  Mr.  H  P.— *on<. 

BritUh  Mateum,  EnlMvemont^  the,  [179]  390, 
891,480 

Cftpe  of  Good  Hope— Long  v.  Bishop  of  Cape 
Town,  [179]  487 

Colonml  BIshope,  [178]  783 

Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Comm. 
[1781180,495 

East  India  (Revenue  Aoconnts),  Comm.  [180] 
944 

Eoolesiastioal  Commission,  [180]  1044 

Education,  Comm.  mored  for,  [177]  918 

Government  of  India  Act,  [  1 79]  587 

India— Bombay  Back  Bay  Shares,  [177]  1950  ; 
—Labour  Ordinance,  [1 78]  286,  240  ;— The 
Budget,  891 ;— Expedition  to  Bhootan,  036, 
941;— Civil  Service  Examinations,  Papers 
moved  for,  [179]  406 

Lahore  Bishopric,  [180]  447 

Patent  Office,  Alleged  irregularities  in  the, 
[17711122 

Private  Bills— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 
105  ;— Minutes  of  Evidence  (Lords),  115 

Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1568 

South  Kensington  New  Road,  Re-Comm.  [180] 
860,868 

State  Papers,  [178]  789 

Supply — Lighthouses  Abroad,  [179]  596;— 
Lunatic  Asylum,  Isle  of  Man,  598  ;— Regis- 
trars  of  Friendly  Societies,  1187;— Printing 
and  Stationery,  1140,  1143;— Department  of 
Science  and  Art,  1173  ;— National  Gallery, 
Adj.  moved,  1260;— Consular  Establishments 
Abroad,  1285,  1286.  1287,  1291,  1292;-^ 
Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180]  476,  478  ; 
—National  Gallery  EnUrgement,  493 

SsnouB,  Mr.  W.  D,,  Southampton 
Ordnance  Survey,  Civil  Assistants  on  the,  [179] 
211 

Bhafcesbxtbt,  Eaii  of 

Agricultural  Gangs,  Address  moved,  [179]  174 

Burial  Service,  The,  [180]  708 

Church  in  Ireland— The  29th  Canon  of  1608, 

[180]  1160 
Clerical  Subscription,  3R.  [179]  1118 
Confession  in  the  Church  of  England — Law  of 

Evidence,  [180]  347 
Courts  of  Justice  Site,  [177]  416 
Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rail-* 

ways.  Standing  Order  No.  191,  Amendt.  [i  78] 

548,  555 
Dookrall,  Mr.,  Case  of,  Papers  moTedfor,[i78] 

191 
Episeopate,  Increase  of  the,  [i  80]  70 1 
Metropolitan  Houseless  Poor,  2R.  [179]  193  3 

Comm.  882 
North  West  Territory- British  North  Amerion, 

[1771  C88 
St.  Titus  Church,  Liverpool,  [179]  862 

Shannon  Btver 
Select  Committee  appointed  April  27 
Moved,  *'  That  Colonel  French  be  one  of  the 

Members  of  the  Select  Committee"  May 

18,  [179]  555 
Amendt.  *•  That  the  debate  bo  now  adjourned  " 

(Mr,   Crawford);   A.   34,  N.   17 ;   M.    17 ; 

Debate  adjourned 
Adjourned  debate,  on  QuosUon  [18th  May], 

[«m/. 


Shamum  River—^ojii, 

**  That  Colonel  French  be  one  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Select  Comsoitlee  on  ShannoB 
River"  resumed  May  22,  716;  QseBtioQ 
put,  and  agreed  to 
Committee  nominated  as  follows :— Colonel 
French  (Chairman),  Mr.  Laird,  Mr.  Peel, 
Mr«  Ormsby  Gore,  Lord  Dankellin,  Mr. 
Agar-Ellis,  Sir  E.  Dering,  Mr.  PoUard- 
Urquhart,  Mr.  D.  Fortescne,  and  Cdooel 
Vandeleur ;  May  23.  Sir  W.  Jdliflfe, Mp.Hunt, 
Mr.  Cave,  Mr.  Acland,  Mr.  Heooessj  added 
Report  of  the  Committee  Jum  2S— (Ptirl.P. 
No.  400) 

Shannon  Btver  {Navigation  and  Drainage) 
L  On   Motion  {The  Marquess  of  ClanrieanU) 

Select  Committee  appointed  May  22,  [179] 

628 
And,  on  May    28,  Committee   nominated  u 

follows  :—  D.   Richmond,  Ld.  Steward,  E. 

Spencer,  E.  Cadogan,  E.  Belmorc,  E.  Grej, 

V.  Clancarty,  L.  Ponsonby,  L.  Crofton,  L. 

Granard,  L.  Somerhill,  L.  SUnlcy  of  Alderky, 

L.    Lyveden;  May    26,  The    Mar^aeai  of 

Lansdowne  added 
Report  of  Committee  Jtfay  29  (Pari,  P,  180) 
Report  June  26— (Par/.  P.  No.  210) 

Sbeep  and  Cattle  Bill 

( JTr.  E.  Fenwick,  Mr,  Shafto,  Sir  H,  fWttwaiws) 
<?.  Ordered  ;  read  1°»  Mar  7  [BiU  ^ 

Read  2°  after  debate  Mar  29,  [178]  480 
Committee*;  Report 3f<ir 30 
Read3*»*lfar31 
/.  Read  !••  {Lord  Ravenswortk)  AprUZ 
Read  2*  after  debate  May  4,  1458    (No.  68) 
Committee  •  May  9 ;  Report*  May  11 
Read8**ifoyl2  _       ^^, 

Royal  Assent  June  29    [28  d(  29  Viu^  c  60] 

Sheep,  ftc.  Protection  (Xreland)  Bill 

{Sir  P.  EeygaU,  Mr,  Leader^  The  0'C<marJh») 
e.  Ordered ;  read  P  •  Feb  24  [BUI  43] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»"  (w 

P.  HeygaJLe)  Mar  29,  [i  78]  457 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  "upon 
this  day  six  months  "  {Mr,  Setdly);  Question, 
"That  'now,'  Ac.  ;•'  after  debate,  QoeatioB 
agreed  to ;  Read  2«  Mar  29 

She&meis  Boehyard  ' 

<iuestion,  Sir  Edward  Dering ;  Answer,  WW 
Clarence  Paget  Jum  19,  [180]  469 

Shelley,  Sir  J.  V.,  Westminster 
Army— Case  of  Lieiit.*Colonel  I>awluai,[if!] 

Afoem  Jah— Nawab  of  the  Camatio— Forge* 

Signatures,  Report,  [177]  1738 
Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition,  Leave,  [ijul 

1725  ;  2R.  [178]  1801. 1362, 1803 
ChemUts  and  Drnggists  (No.  1 ),  8R.  [178]  *^. 
Chemists  and  Druggists  (No.  2),  Leare,  [ipj 

40 
Civil  Serviee  Estimates,  (;i78]  786 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  eid.  d. 

[<79]102 
Court  of  Referees  on  Private  BUls-Stswiwl 

Oi-dcr88,[i8o]87« 
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Shillkt,  Sir  J.  Y.^-c&nt 

Courts  of  Justice  ConoentnUion  (  Site),  Oomm. 

[178]  180,493 
Drake,  Mr.,  Case  of  the  late,  [178]  487 
Fire  Brigade  (Metropolis),  Consid.  el.  18,  [180] 

718 
Inolosure,  2R.  [178]  541 
Looomotives  on  Roads,  Comm,  cl,  2,  Amendt. 

[178]  1064;  cl.  1,1071 
Metropolitan  Toll  Bridges,  2R.  [178]  1059 
Metropolitan  Workhouses,  Dietarj  of,  [179]  299 
Neir  Palaoe  Yard,  Extension  of,  [177]  498 
Paroehial  Medical  Relief,  [178]  568 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  100; 

Comm.  721 
Public  House  Closbg  Act   Amendment,  2R. 

[178]  868  ;  Comm.  add.  cl.  [179]  554 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leaye. 

[17711302 
Supply— Secret  Service,  [179]  1140 ;— Probate 

Court,  1147,1148 
Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  c?.  l,ri8ol 

689 
Union  of  Benefices  Act  Amendment,  LeaTe, 

[177]  1460 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.   Res. — Tea,  [178] 

1495  "' 

Shebidan,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Dudley 
Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Means,  Oonun. 

Res.  [178]  1189 
Fire  Insurance,  Res.  [178]  35,  44 
Morocco— The  Jews  in,  [178]  1083 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Kes. — Fire  Insur* 

ance,  [17831505, 1511 

Sheewsbuey,  Earl  of 
Navy  —  Capteins  on  the  Reserred  List,  fiSol 
977  *•      ■• 

SiDNTiY,  Mr.  Alderman  T.,  Stafford 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [1 79]  123)  «/.  2* 
500;  Consid.  666 

Silver  Coinage^  The 
Question,    Mr.   J.  0.  Ewart ;    Answer,   The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Jme  15,  [180! 
261  ^      •' 


Simony,  Law  of ^ 
^^    Question,  Mr.  Darby  OrJfflth;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Jwm  Z%  [f  86]  982 

Singapore  and  the  Straits  Setilmenta . 
Question,  The  Earl  of  Albemarle;   Answer, 
Earl  QrttnTiUe /tm^  19,  [i8o]  437 

Stave  Trade,  The 

•  Question,  Mr.  Care  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  F^ 
28,  [177]  846 {  Question,  Mr.  Baxter;  An-  ' 
swer.  Viscount  Palmerston  May  26,  [179] 
877  ;  Question,  Lord  Brougham  ;  Answer, ' 
Earl  Granville  Jwm  16,  [180]  333 ;  Obaer- 
vations.  Lord  Brougham  ;  Reply,  Earl  Rus- 
sell JwM  19,  431 ;  Personal  Explanation, 
Lord  Brougham  /u^  3|  1025 


Small  Benefices  (IrelaiLd)  Act  (tseo) 

AnwmiJTnAnf.  fMl] 

{Sir  Eugh  Cairns,  Mr.  Whiteside) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  Feb  13  [Bill  13] 

Read  2^  after  debate  Mar  22,  [178]  50 

Committee*  ;  Report  Mar  29 

Considered*  Mar  31 

Reads*  •401^3 
I.  Read  1* •  (Tke  Archbisliop  0/ 2>MWiii)  Apnl  4 

Read  2*  •  June  20  (No.  6 1 ) 

Considered  in  Committee  Jme  22,  [180]  626 

Report*  June  28  (No.  205)     . 

Read  3»  •  Jum  26 

Royal  Assent  /Wy  5         [28  &  29  Viet,  0.  82] 


Smith,  General  Sir  J.  M.  F.,  Chatham 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1803  : — 

Works,  Boildings,  Ac.  {178]  146,  243,  253; 

— Administration  of  the  Army,  089 
Array-^Regimental  Quartermasiers,  f  1 77]  1 15 ; 

—Rifle  Brigade  and  Whltworth  Rifles,  1920, 

1921 
Canada — Defences  of— -Colonel  Jenrois*  Report, 

[1 77]  1594, 1595, 1596 ;    Papers  moted  for, 

[178]  829 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1940- 
Harbours  of  Refuge,  Res.  [180]  164, 173, 177 
Navy  Armaments,  Comm.  moted  for,  [177]  997 
Navy—Board  of  Admiralty,  [178]  709  ;— Dock- 
yard Superintendents,  [180]  751 
Nary  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1416  ; 

— Wages  to  Artificers  at  Home,  [i  78]  946  ; 

—New  Works,  Ac.  [179]  926 
Piers  and  Harbours  (Scotland),  [179]  919 
Railway  Accidents,  Res.  [177]  1130 
Supply— Consular  Establishments  A  broad,  [i  70] 

1292  '  *'* 


Smith,  Margaret,  or  Swanson,  Case  of 
Question,  Mr.  Waldegnvve-Leslle ;  Answer^Bir 
George  Gr^  Mar  23,  £1 78]  84 


Smith,  Mr.  Augustus,  Truro    , 
British  Museum,  Enlargement  of  the,  [179] 

391,  488 
Civil  Service  Estimates,/! 77]  1006;  Amondt. 

ri78]717,  718,  784;  [1791593 
Colonial  Goyernors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Comm. 

cl.  12,  [180]  669 
CousoUdated  Fund  (Appropriation),  2R«  [180] 

673  ;  Comm.  el.  1.  717 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiotion^  Comm. 

f^.  14,  [i8o]  682 
County  Courts  Equitable  Jurisdiction  (Judges' 

Salaries),  Res.  [  1 80]  527 
Dwellings  for  the  Working  Classes,,  [177]  1525 
Education — Endowments  £»r.  Minute  efQoun« 

cil,  [178I  1636 
Forms  of  the  House,  [180]  409. . , 
Ireland — Military  occupation  of  the  ^CtlrTaih, 

[1783  1570  ' 

Isle  of  Man,  IHtofforestation  (Compensation), 

Comm.  [r77]   1457;   8R.   Amettdt.  [178] 

1520,  1521 
Mines,  Comm.  moted  <br,  [i  79]  73 
Navy  Estlmales-^-Soientiflc  Departments.  [178] 

730  ;— New  Works,  &c.  [179]  929,  94d 
OffloeofWork8,Oomm.  moy«<ff«r,[r78]  8 
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Poor  Law   Board.  [177]  «37  ;— Secretary  to 
the.  Ret.  466,  4W,  4«8 

Soulage  Collection,  Papen  moved  for,  [180] 
415 

Supply-Public  BuUdingt,  [179]  241 ;— Royal 
Parks,  244  ;— Harbours  of  Refuge,  595  ;— 
LighthouBes  Abroad,  596 ;— Lunatic  Asylum, 
Isle  of  Man.  597  ;— Treasury,  606 ;— Board 
of  Triide.  610,611 ;— Works  and  Public  Build- 
ings. 702,  703  ;— Office  of  Works.  Ac.  943, 
945.  948  ;— National  Gallery,  1271.  1275  ;- 
Magnetic  and  Meteorological  Observations, 
1277;— Bermudas,  1280 ;— Consular  Estab- 
-  lishments  Abroad.  1284  ;— Ministers  at  Fo- 
reign Courts,  1293;— Special  Missions,  1295 ; 
—Superannuation  Allowances,  1296,  1297 ; 
Amendt.  1298 
Westminster  Improvement  Commission,  Re- 
turn moved  for,  [179J  209  ;  Amendt.  [180] 
43,44 


Smith,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Stoctpart 

Canada— Defences  of,  Papers  nioved  for,  [178] 

824 
Colonies,  Protection  of  the,  [179]  914 
Financial  Statement— Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1145  ;— Tea,  1240, 1242 
India— The  Budget,  [179]  1119;  [180]  260 
Timber  Duties,  [177]  1480 


Smiihfleld  Market  (DuUin)  Bill 

(Mr.Setdly,  J^.  Leader) 
C.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  Feb  10  [BUI  10] 

Smoke  Nnisanoes  (Scofland)  Acts  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Mr.  W.  Miller,  M-.  DutUop,  Mr.  Black) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  May  10  [BUI  139] 

Read2»*3/ay  17 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  25 

Read  3°  •  May  29 
I  Read  1*  •  ( TA^?  Lord  Privy  Seal)  May  SO 

Read  2»  •  June  19  (No.  186) 

Committee  •  June  20  ;  Report  •  June  22 

Read  3»  *  June  23 
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SoLiciTOB    Gbkbkal,   The    (Sir  K-  P. 

Collier),  Plymouth 
Axecm  Jah,  Nawab   of  the  Carnatio,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  l®^^ 
Juries  in  Criminal  Oases,  2R.  [177]  1731 
Law    of  Evidence,  Ac.    Leave,    [177]  2«0; 

Comm.  c/.  1,  [180]  818 
Leeds  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[179]  784 
Merchant  Shipping  Disputes,  2R.  [180]  608 
Partnership    Amendment,   2R.   [178]    12D8; 

Comm.  el.  1,  [179]  527 
Supply— Post  Office  Packet  Service,  [180]  478 

S0MEB8BT,  Duke  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Canada— Defences  of— ColonelJervols' Report 

[1771438 
Colonial  Naval  Defence,  2R.  [178]  272 
Courts   of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  8R. 

aid.  c(.  [178]  1588  . 

Edmunds,  Leonard,   Resignation  of— PenaoD, 

Res.  [179]  37 
Greenwich  UospiUl,  2R.  [180]  855, 857 
Navy— Masters  in  the,  [179]  384,387;-^ 

tains  on  the  Reserved  List,  [180]  977;^Tla^ 

rant  Officers,  981 
Tyne  Improvement,  3  R.  [180]  849 

Soulage  Collection,  The 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Jt(M  16, 
To  leave  out  from  "That,"  .and  add 
"  there  be  laid  before  this  House  Copies  of 
Correspondence  relating  to  the  pnrchaso  of 
the  Soulage  Collection  for  the  South  Ken- 
sington Museum  "(3fr.  I>iKu«/n),[i8o]4lO^ 
Question,  "That  those  words  be  there  added; 
afler  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 


Smollett,  Mr.  P.  B.,  Sumhartonshire 
Azeem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the   Carnatio,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1682 
India— Madras  Irrigation  Company,  [177]  598; 
— Navigation  of  the  Godavery,  658 ;— Civil 
Service  Examinations,  Papers  moved  for, 
[179]  407;— India  Office,  Address  moved, 
[178]  1368 
Private  Billf— Standing  Order  No.  7,  [177] 
101 


Smtth,  Colonel  J.  0,,  Tari  City 
Wakefield  Gao^  [177]  1090 


South  American  Beef 
Question,  Mr.  J.  C.Ewart;  Answer, Sir  George 
Grey  Afar  U,[i77]lWl 

South  Kensington  New  Road  BiU 
e.  Moved,  "  That  the    BUI  be  re-committed  to 
the  former  Committee"    {Mr.  Henry  Se^ 
mour)  June  16,  [180]  60 ;   after  short  d^ 
bate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Spbaekb,  The  (Eight  Hon.  J.  E.  Denison), 
Nottinghamshire,  N 
Amendment—  Order  of  moving— Motion,  *J  TW 
a  Select  Committee  be  appointed,  Ac."  (Sir 
J.  Pakington)— Amendment,  to  add  ccrtais 
words  (Mr.  Walter)— Mr.  II.  Seymour  pro- 
posed an  addition  to  the  Order  of  Refereoce. 
Mr.  Speaker  said  that  the  hon.  Memfctf 
could  not  move  the  Amendment  at  P***^ 
No  Amendment  having  been  proposed  to  the 
first  branch  of  the  Original  Motion,  that  pMi 
would  stand  and  would  have  to  be  Bubmitt« 
to  the  House  in  its  complete  form.  Bottw 
Question  now  before  the  House  was  whet^ 
the  words  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Berkshire  should  be  added  ;  and  if  any  hoo. 
Member  proposed  an  Amendment  on  those 
words  it  would  be  open  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  — JfonVm  for  a  Seket  ws»- 
mittee  on  Bduoatien,  [177]  ei« 
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Amendment — An  Amendment  on  the  Question, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/' 
would,  if  agreed  to,  negative  the  Motion  to  go 
into  Committee. — Poor  Law  Board  Coniinu- 
ance  Bill,  [iSo]  720 

Bills — What  to  originate  in  Oommitteo  of  the 
Whole  House — Mr.  Cowper  haying  moved 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  enable  the 
Commissioners  of  Works  and  Buildings  '*  to 
acquire  additional  Lands  for  improving  the 
Site  of  the  New  Public  OflBces  in  Downing 
Street  and  the  Approaches  thereto,"  it  was 
objected  that  the  Bill  ought  to  originate  in 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  Mr. 
Speaker  said  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
enable  the  Government  to  take  ground  for 
certain  purposes — ^it  did  not  give  them  the 
•  power  to  purchase  the  property ;  the  funds 
for  that  purpose  should  be  voted  afterwards 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  Ilouse — There 
was,  therefore,  no  question  of  Order. — PMie 
Offices  (Site  and  Approaches)  Bill,  [177] 
1301,  1308 

Bills  —  Amendments—  Relevancy  to  subject- 
matter  of  Bill — On  debate  on  Union  Charge^ 
ability  Bill,  Mr.  Speaker  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Shoroham  (Mr.  Cave)  had  introduced 
the  question  of  Mines  ;  but  in  a  conver- 
sation with  him  he  had  pointed  out  to  him 
that  the  clause  was  not  relevant  to  tho  sub- 
ject-matter of  the  Bill,  [179]  342 

Bill — Reading  a  Bill — No  doubt  according  to 
ancient  usage  the  clerk  at  the  table  may  bo 
called  upon  to  read  a  Bill,  which  the  House 
has  ordered  to  be  read  a  [second]  time — This 
usage  is  now  quite  obsolete,  and  the  modem 
practice  is  a  sufficient  re&ding,— Drainage 
and  Improvement  of  Land  (Ireland)  Provi- 
tional  Order  Confirmation  Bill,  [178]  181 

Bills — Public  and  Private  Bills — The  Liverpool 
Licensing  Bill,  introduced  as  a  Private  Bill, 
proposed  to  alter  the  general  law  of  the 
country  in  respect  of  licensing  and  lioenoes 
as  applicable  to  the  borough  of  Liverpool — 
Objected,  that  it  was  a  subject  not  proper  to 
be  dealt  with  by  a  Private  Bill.  Mr.  Speaker 
said  that  the  Bill  vras  brought  in  in  the  or- 
dinary manner  upon  petition.  He  must  draw 
a  distinction  between  tho  form  of  the  Bill 
and  the  subject-matter  of  the  Bill.  There 
was  nothing  contrary  to  form  in  the  manner 
in  which  the  Bill  had  been  introduced.  Whe- 
ther the  subject-matter  of  the  Bill  was  proper 
for  a  Private  Bill  was  for  the  House,  not  for 
Mr.  Speaker,  to  decide. — Liverpool  Licensing 
i/i*W,[i77]6«3 

Bills— "Hybrid"  Bills  —  According  to  tho 
General  Local  Government  Act  tho  proper 
course  is  that  a  Local  Government  Bill, 
against  which  a  petition  is  presented,  shall 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  [i  78]  1034 

Bills—'*  Hybrid  "  Bills— When  a  Bill  is  intro- 
duced into  this  House  as  a  Public  Bill  which 
involves  private  interests,  it  is  subjected  to 
the  same  examination  which  is  provided  for 
Private  Bills ;  but  strictly  Private  Bills  are 
never  turned  into  hybrids.  —  Westminster 
Improvement  BiU,  [180]  44 
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Bills— 'Private  Bills— Appointment  of  Referees. 
Mr.  Speaker  acquaints  tho  House  that  ho 
has  appointed  Mr.  Hugh  Adair  and  Mr. 
Hassard,  Members  of  this  House,  together 
with  Mr.  Riokards,  his  Counsel,  to  servo 
as  Referees  on  Private  Bills  under  the  Stand- 
ing Order  of  last  Session,  [177]  08 

Private  Bills— Tho  Court  of  Referees— Mr. 
Speaker  offers  his  personal  thanks  to  those 
Gentlemen  who  had  taken  upon  themselves 
the  duties  of  tho  Court  of  Referees  at  his  re- 
quest, [180]  876 

Committee — Instmetion — Order  for  Committee 
read  :  Mr.  Bentinek  moved  an  Instruction  to 
Committee  :  Mr.  Villiers  objected — That  tho 
Poor  Law  Board  had  at  present  ample  power 
to  do  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed 
at  (to  alter  the  limits  of  existing  Unions).  Mr. 
Speaker  said,  **  The  Question  is,  not  whe- 
ther tho  Poor  Law  Board  has  tho  power,  but 
whether  the  Committee  on  this  Bill  would 
have  the  power  without  the  Instruction  to  do 
so  ;  and,  in  Mr.  Speaker's  opinion,  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  have  that  power,  because 
the  subject-matter  would  not  be  relevant  to 
the  subject-matter  of  the  Bill. —  Union 
Ckargeahilitg  Bill,  [179]  116 

Committee — Instruction — Time  for  Moving — 
Tho  proper  time  for  moving  an  Instruction 
to  a  Committee  on  a  Bill  is  after  the  Order 
of  the  Day,  and  before  tho  Motion  *'  That  Mr. 
Speaker  deleave  the  Chair." — Union  Charge- 
abiHij/B^ll,ll^g]llO 

Debate — Explanation — A  Member  may  explain 
what  requires  explanation  in  his  own  speech, 
but  he  must  not  reply. — Dockyard  Superin' 
tendents — Resolution,  [180]  397 

Debate— Effect  of  negativing  the  Motion  that 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,  and 
the  Amendment  thereon — Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair ;"  an  Amendment  moved  ;  Question, 
"That  tho  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived ;  Question,  "That  the  words,  dec, 
bo  added  instead  thereof,"  put,  and  nega- 
tived. Mr.  Hanbury  Tracy  rose  to  address 
the  House.  Lord  R.  Montagu  asked  whether 
it  was  competent  to  address  the  House  on 
the  word  "  That  "(being  the  only  word  left  of 
the  original  Motion).  Mr.  Speaker  said  tho 
noble  Lord  had  justly  pointed  out  what  tho 
course  of  the  House  had  been.  It  had  nega- 
tived the  Motion  that  I  do  leave  the  Chair, 
and  it  had  deoliaed  to  add  the  words  which 
were  iust  now  tho  subject  of  discussion  :  but 
he  (Mr.  Speaker)  apprehended  that  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Tracy)  was  about  to  supply 
the  deficiency,  by  suggesting  some  words 
to  be  added  to  the  word  "That,"  which 
might,  perhaps,  be  more  acceptable  to  the 
Jiovise.^- Dockyard  Superintendents — Reso- 
lution, [180]  400 

In  such  a  case  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
the  due  forms  of  the  Ilouse,  that  any  hon. 
Member  addressing  the  House  should  conclude 
with  a  Motion  ;  it  is  also  necessary  that  due 
notice  should  have  been  given  of  that  Mo- 
tion, [180]  410 
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Debate— ProiMttare  diitmssioii  «f  a  Moif<m» 
To  diBcnefl  a  Motion  of  whioh  Notioe  has  been 
ghreB,  bat  whieli  is  »ot  7^  before  th«  Honfte, 
not  in  order,  [180]  1092 
AnMndmetit^^An  Amendment  on  the  Ques- 
tion "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair "  would,  if  agreed  to,  negative  the 
Motion  to  go  into  Committee. — Poor  Law 
Beard  Contitmanee  Bill,  [180]  720 

Debate— Resolutions  in  Supply— There  are  two 
opportunities  upon  whieh  nnj  hon.  Member 
desiring  to  address  the  House  on  the  eubject 
of  the  Defences  of  Canada  Tthe  subjeet  of 
a  previous  Resolution)  might  hav«  done  so — 
one  upon  the  Question  that  the  Resolution 
should  be  read  a  seoond  time,  and  the  other 
upon  the  Question  that  the  House  should 
agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  Resolution 
relating  to  that  subject,  [  1 78]  862 

Debate— Interruption  of  a  Member  speaking 
for  the  purpose  of  explanation,  irregular.*^ 
Law  of  Landlord  and  I'enant  {Ireland), 
[178]  619;  [179]  W 

Debate — Latitude  of  speaking  in  presenting 
Documents— Mr.  H.  A.  Bruce  in  laying  a  Mi-* 

(   nute  of  the  Council  of  Education  on  tbo  table 
<  proposed  to  make  an  explanatory  statement— 

.  Mr.  A.  Smith  rose  to  Order— He  desired  to 
know  whether  it  was  competent  to  the  right 
hon.Gentleman  to  make  a  statement  on  papers 
only  just  laid  on  the  table.  Mr.  Speaker 
said  there  was  nothing  out  of  order  in  the 
course  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  pur- 
suing.— Endowments  for  Education — Minute . 
o/CottikJtY,  [178]  1586 

Debate — Reference  to  a  previous  Debate — The 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Roebuck)  is  not  confining 
himself  to  a  personal  explanation — He  states 
that  the  whole  transaction  to  which  he  is 
referring  is  a  disgrace  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment— meaning  the  whole  subject  of  the 
debate  which  has  recently  taken  place.  It  is 
for  the  House  to  say  whether  that  is  regular; 
but,  in  my  opinion,  the  course  which  has  been 
pursued  in  reviving  a  discussion  which  lately 
took  place,  is  not  in  accordance  with  the 
Rules  of  the  House.— 2^e  Ionian  Islands 
2>e6af<f,  [1783378 

Debate — Reference  to  anything  snid  in  a  pre- 
vious debate  against  the  Rules  of  the  House, 
,  [177]  1928, 1930  ;  [179]  438,  1041  [180]  267 

Debate — Reference  to  a  Speech  made  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  irregular,  [177} 
1W7;  [1793  770,849 

Debate — A  letter  commenting  on  a  debate  in 
this  House  is  not  in  order,  [178]  373 

Debate — RolcTancy  to  Question — In  debate  on 

t^c  Union  CUargeabiUty  Bill,  referenoo  was 

made  to  the  rating  of  mines.    Mr.  Speaker 

.  said*  that  to  disouss  the  aubjeet  of  mines 

'  Avas  not  relevant  to  the  matter  before  the 

,  House,  [179]  Siit ;  [180}  836 

Debate — Relevancy  in — Resolutions  in  Supply, 

March    24,   veperted^''^Several  Resolutions 

read  2'>  and  agieed  to — On  Res.  9,  Mr.  Ben- 

tinck  referred  to^the  Vote  for  Defences  of 

Canada,  and  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
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House.  Mr.  Spealcer  said,  that  to  contione 
the  discussion  on  a  Resolution  which  bad  al- 
ready been  disposed  of  was  quite  irregnlar; 
the  Question  now  before  the  House  was  that 
the  House  do  agree  with  the  Committee  in 
the  said  Resolution— ^To  that  ResolatioD, 
therefore,  the  debate  ought  to  be  coiifiiie^ 
Although  the  Motioo  for  tiM  adjoammeDf  had 
been  regularly  before  the  Boose,  still  it 
would  net  have  been  open  to  the  hoa.  Ifenber 
to  enter  on  a  discussion  of  the  Vote  for  the 
Deienoet  of  Canada,  which  had  alrauly  bees 
agreed  to.— 5i»Mrfy— fie#oWMm»,  Ifewft  24, 
r(5>drted,[i78]860 

Form — Personal  Explanation— Motion  —  Mr. 
Baillie  Cochrane  having  offered  a  personal 
explanation  concluded  by  moving  "That  the 
House  do  now  adjcum."  Mr.  Speaker  ob- 
served, that  the  hon.  Member  would  better 
satisfy  the  Rules  of  the  House  by  not  mor- 
ing  the  adjournment.— TAc  Ionian  Ithidt 
Debate,  [178]  874 

Motion— Time  for  making— Sir  Charles  Doigla 
having  put  a  Question  of  which  be  had  giveii 
notice,  concluded  by  moving  "That  this 
House  do  now  adjourn."  Mr.  Speaker  said, 
This  is  the  time  for  the  Questions— The  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman  should  hare  bees 
made  at  the  time  of  the  Notices  of  Motion.- 
Cotwietions  under  Refreshment  Ewsa  ict, 
[177]  ^2  . 

Notice— Coromaad  Papers— Mr.  H.A.  BiW^ 
havin^r  presented,  by  oommand,  a  Mkmte  of 
the  Council  ol  Education,  proposed  teoiake 
an  explanatory  statement— -Sir  J.  Pakingtos 
objected  that  no  notice  had  been  given.  Mr. 
Speaker  said,  that  the  fact  that  the  paper, 
was  laid  upon  the  table  by  command  caased 
a  distinction  as  to  the  necessi^  of  giTing 
notice. — Endowments  for  Educationr—MmU 
of  Council,  [178]  158T  ' 

Notices  of  Motion  and  Orders  of  the  Dif- 
Mr.  Speaker  informs  the  House  that  he  has 
directed  that  a  copy  of  all  Notices  of  Motion 
and  Orders  of  the  Day  standing  on  the  Order 
Book  of  the  House  be  circulated  among  Mem- 
bers every  Saturday  morning,  [177]  322 

Order— Motion,  <'  That  th»  House  do  mv 
a<^joum  "—Colonel  GrevilK  having  pat  a 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  notice,  fol- 
lowed by  some  observations,  "  put  himself  is 
order"  by  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
House — Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane  rose  to  order. 
Mr.  Speaker  eaid,  that  the  House  had  re- 
served to  its  Members  the  right  of  moTing 
the  adioumment. — Administration  of  Justice 
in  Ireland,  [17  7]  19^ 

Public  Documents— Mr.  Ferrand  asked  the  At- 
torney General  to  inform  the  House  by  wbo« 
authority  the  written  statement  was  prepared 
from  which,  on  Monday  last,  he  read  hb  rs" 
plies  to  the  Questions  relating  to  the  Leeds 
Bankruptcy  Court  [and  as  to  other  papers 
read  on  the  same  occasion] — The  Attorney 
General  commented  on  the  ,  eXlraordioary 
nature  of  the  Question,  and  declined  to  treat 
the  papers  referred  to  as  public  documents. 
Mr.  Speaker  said,  public  despatches,  does- 
ments,  and  papers  relaUhg  to  poblic  sAin, 

[«irt. 
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^  if  read  and  quoted  bj  Ministen,  maj  be  called 
'  for  to  be  laid  on  the  table ;  but  the  Attorney 
General  has  stated  the  distinction  which  he 
draws  in  this  case,,  and  which  distinction  cer- 
tainly appears  to  me  to  be  a  just  one. — The 
Leeds  Re^strarsInp^Qwstum,  [179]  489 

Public  Doonments — Reading  of  Documents  in 
this  Uouso— Sir  H.  Peel  proposing  to  read 
the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  Geserid  for  Ire- 
land in  reference  to  the  O'Connell  Proces- 
sion in  Dublin^  Sir  H.  Cairas  rose  to  order 
-^be  desired  also  to  bear  the  statement  of 
fiiots  on  which  tho  opinion  was  based — Mr. 
Whiteside  also  rose  to  Order— ho  had  always 
understood  that  the  opinions  of  the  Lsw 
OflScers  of  the  Crown  given  to  the  Crown 
were  private  communications,  and  they  had 
always  been  refused  hy  the  Government. 
Mr.  Speaker  said,  the  Orders  of  the  House 
are  not  in  any  way  involved  in  the  proceeding 
— If  a  document  is  read  in  the  House  it  may 
be  called  for  and  made  a  public  document ; 
but  its  production  in  debate  is  not  against  the 
Roles  of  the  House.— /^tof^tn  Belfast^The 
Royal  Commission,  [177]  354,  S55 

Select  Committee— Addition  to  a  Seleot  Com- 
mittee— It  is  out  of  Order  to  move  an  addi- 
tion to  tho  Committee  without  due  notice. — 
Tenure  and  Improvement  0/  Land  (Ireland) 
Act,  [1783966 

Special   MUsians-^  Viscount   AmberUy*8 
Travelling  Expenses 
Question,  Mr.  Honnessy ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard 
June  19,  [180]  449 

Spencer,  Earl 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [180]  27 

Stacpoolb,  Captain  W.,  Ennis 
Drainage  Aot  (Ireland),  [178]  1817 
Bnilway  TravelUng  (Ireland),  2R.  [178]  66 
University     Education     (Ireland),      Address 
moved,  [180]  588 

Stage  Oarriages,  Mileage  Duties  on 
Question,  Mr.  White ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  June  15,  [180]  261 

Stamp  Duties  on  Marriage  Certificates 
Question,  Sir  James  Fergusson  ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  Afag  15,  [i  79] 
298 

Stamp  Duty  on  Highway  Contracts 
Question,  Mr.  Trefusis ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Jtwe  19,  [180]  446 

Standing  Orders  Committee 
On  Feb  10,  Committee  nominated  as  follows  : — 
Colonel  Wilson  Patten  (Chairman),  Mr.Wal- 
pole,  Mr.  Henley,  Mr.  Wrigbtson,  Mr. 
Gregory,  Mr.  Bramston,  Mr.  Bonham-CartiBr, 
Mr.  Lefroy,  Mr.  Dunlop,  Mr.  Edward  Eger- 
ton,  Mr.  Paget 
(See  title  Private  Bills) 

VOL.  CTiXXX.  [thied  amns.]  tcont. 


Stanhope,  Earl 

British  Museum,  [177]  956, 1530 

Clerical  Subscription,  Report,  [179]  1046 

Oommittees  on  Private  Biils,  Retom  moved 
for,  [180]  1036 

Courts  of  Justice,  Tho  New,  Retam«  moved 
for,[i77]  1910, 1910 

Divisions.  Manner  of  taking^Standing  Order, 
[1793  058 

Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  [180]  257. 

Miniatures,  Exhibition  of,  at  South  Kensing- 
ton, [180I  332 

Museums,  «bc.  Public,  F180]  970,  971 

Public  Schools,  aR.  [178]  641,  646;  SelecC 
Comm.  1304 

Select  Committees,  Res.  [178]  1531 ;  Report! 
of,  Res.  [179]  484 

Stanhopb,  Mr.  J.  Banks,  Zineolnshire,  iV. 
Chelsea  Bndge  Toll  Abolition,  2EL  [178]  1302 
Lancashire  and  Torkshire  and  Great  Eastern 

Junction  Railway,  2R.  [i77]  1658 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,   Comm.    Adj.   moved, 

[i79]«n 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [i  78]  290 

Stakilaitd,  Mr.  M.,  Boston 

Established  Church  Service  — •  Rev.  A.  D. 
Wagner,  Comm.  moved  for,  [179]  771,  773 

India — Claims  of  the  Satpoora  and  Goa  Fron- 
tier Field  Forces,  [180]  748 

St.  George^s-ln-the-East,  Explanation,  [179] 
977 

Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  304 

Stanley,  Eight  Hon.  Lord,  King^s  Lynn 
Afrioa  —  Western   Coast,  Comm  moved    for, 

[177]  550,  554  ;— War  at  Ugos,  [i  79]  389 
Churoh  Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [  1781455 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  add,  el, 

[179]  163 
India — Talookdars  and  Cultivators  of  Oude, 
[177]    138  ;— Affairs  of   Bhootan,    206;— 
Afiairs  of  Oude,  1830 ;— Land  Tenures  of 
Oude,  [179]  114  ;  [180]  447  ;— Transport  of 
Troops  to,    [179]   114;  —    Civil    Service 
Examinations,  Papers  moved  ibr,  402 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  651 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1505,  1510,  1512 
Patent  Laws,  [180]  448 
Patent  OflSce,  Alleged  Irregularities  in  the, 

[177J  1120 
Private  Bills— Standing  Order   No.  7,  [177] 
105 

Stavlet  of  Aldeblet,  Ii(»rd  (Postmaater 
General) 
Alkali  Act — Inspector's  Report,  [179]  636 
Business,  Public  and  Private,  State  of,  [180] 

691,693.695,764 
Destruction  of  Metropolitan  Dwellings  by  Rail* 

ways,  [178]  555 
General  Post  Office  (Additional  Siie),2R.  [179] 

1186 
Local  Government  Supplemental  (No.  4),"2R. 

[180]  255 
Locomotives  on  Read4,  Comm.  [180]  257 
Patent  Rights,  [177]  635      . 
Partnership  AmeadmenV  3R.  [180}  116  ;  Re- 

port^715 
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Stanut  ov  Aij>brlst,  Lord— con/. 
Peoalties  Law  Amendment,  2R.  [180]  968, 

969;  Report,  c^  4,  1U4 
Prirate  Bill  Cotts,  Report,  eM,  el.  [178]  488 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  2R.  [179] 

560 
Salmon  Fisberj  Act  Amendment,  Ck>mm.  el. 

14,  [180]  858 
Standing  Order  No.  191— Displacement  of  liOn- 

don  Poor,  [178]  875 


Staitlet,  Hon.  W,  0.,  Beaumarii 

Army  — Oase  of  Lieut. -Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 
657  ;  Address  moved,  905 

Azeom  J  ah  (Signatures  to  Petitions),  Re- 
port, Res.  [178]  1613  ;  Comm.[i79]  60 

Forms  of  the  House,  [180]  409 

Italy — Capture  of  English  Subjects  by  Bri- 
gands [180]  539 

Navy — Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 
392;— Loss  of  the  ''Bombay,"  629,  681 

North  Pole,  Expedition  to  the,  [178]  53 

Staksfeld,  Mr.  J.,  Sali/ax 
Borough  Franchise  Extension,  2R.  [178]  1666 
Nary  EsUmates-^Mon  and  Boys,  [177]  1487, 
1444 

State  Poftrs,  The 
Obserfations,  Mr.  Henry   Seymonr;    Reply, 
Mr.  Layard  AprU  6,  [178]  789 

Statate  Law  Bevision  Bill 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 
I.  Presented ;  read  1^  •  June  19         (Ko.  179) 

STiBLiNe,  Mr.  W.,  Perthshire 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 
537 


Stonor*Sf  Mr,  B,  /.,  Appointment 
Question,  Lord  Robert  Montagu  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Mar  31,  [178]  563 

Steacby,  Sir  H.  J.,  Great  Yarmouth 
.     Army— Case  of  Lieut.-Colooel  Dawkins,  [179] 
660 
Courts  of  Justice  Building — Petition,    [180! 

251 
Great  Yarmouth  Borough,  Haven  and  Port, 

2R.  [177]  745 
Mflitia  Travelling  Allowances,  [177]  846 

Stkatpord  de  Redcliffe,  Viscount 

Public  Schools,  2R.  [178]  669 

Ronwn  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [180]  821 

Sarawak — Consul  at,  £180]  690 

Turkey  nod  Persia— Boundary  Negotiations, 
Papers  moved  for,  [177]  1726, 1732 

United  States — Assassination  of  President  Lin- 
coln, Address  moved,  [178]  12i6    ' 

BtBATHBinBK  AND  OamsbbUi,  Lord* 
-     PHvitte  Bills— standing  Orders,  [180!  917 
PttWio  SchootsSR*  [i7«J ^3      .    .  .    : 


Strikes  and  Loek-Outt 
Observations,  Lord  St.  Leonards,  [17^  1575 
(See  Miutert  €md  OperiOmt  B&l) 


Suez  Canal,  The 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Vis- 
count Palmerston  3far  16,  [177]  1759 


Sugar  BatieB  and  Brawbaeki  KH 

{Mr,  Dodion,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  JBee^ua-, 

Mr,  Peel) 
e.  Resolutions  considered  in  Committee*  /tM«  1; 
Report  * ;  Ordered  *  June  2 

Presented ;  read  !<>  •  June  2  [BiU  198] 

Read  2o  •  June  8 

Committee ;  Report  June  15,  [180]  280 

Committee  {on  re-eemm.) ;    Report  JvM  19, 
514 ;  as  amended  considered 

Read  S"*  June  19 
I  Read  1»  •  (Lord  Stanley  ofAlderle$)  Jmn 

Read  2'»  • /WW  26  jNo.l96) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  27 

Read3»*/tm«29 

Royal  Assent  July  5         [28  &  29  FHe.96] 


SUPPLY,  1865 

Lords  Commtasionera'  Speech  oonaid.  M^* 
Motion,  "  That  a  Supply  bo  giaatad  to  Her 
Majesty ; "  Committee  thereupon  to-momrw 
Order  for  Committee  on  Motion,  ''That  a  Sop- 
ply  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,"  read 
Lords  Commissioners'  Speech  reforred  FA  10 
Resolved,  "  That  a  Supply  be  granted  to  Her 

Majesty  " 
Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to  JVcti.  Ow. 
Feb  13— Committee  appointed  for  Wednes- 
day 
Considered  in  Committee  Feh  27— bjp* 
Considered  in  Committee  3§ar  J^-^-fLP.* 
Considered  In  Committee  Mar  B—vlp** 
177]  Considered  in  ComOHttee  :  NAvrSflPiam 
Mar  6  —  SUtement  of  Lord  Ckrenoo  Piget 
on  moving  Vote  1,  1171 ;  after  longdebstc, 
Committee — r.p. 
.  Considered  in  Oommittee ;  Navt  EsroaTM 
Mar  9,  1373 

,    RsDElfPTlOV  OF    THS   SOHBIDT   ToLL  JfOT  9, 

1456  ;  after  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  10--B.P* 
Considered  in  Committee  Jfar  13 — B.r.* 
•  Considered  in  Committee;    Abmt  Estdoim 
3far  16 —  Statement   of  Tlie  Marques*  « 
Hartington    on    moving    First   Resohtion, 
1761  ;  after  long  debate.  Committee  report 
Progress;  to  sit  a^in  To-roorrow 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  17 — ej?.* 
Considered  in  Committee  ;  Abmt  Esthutm 
178]    Mar  20,     1955— Resolutions    reported* 
Marn 
Considered  in  Committee ;  Aemt  EsTDCiTU 
.  Mar  ^,  94— A.P. 

.  Consi^kred  in  Committee  ;  Armt  EsTDtiTis 
.  Mar  24,  243— Resolutions  reported  Mixr  ^f 
.    359 

Considered  in  Committee  ;   Natt  Estuutis 

.    AprU  3,  796^Civi^  Sbrvkhe  Esriiuns,   ^ 

-^Rceoltttions  reported  •  4pfil  0 
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Supply'-^oni. 

1 78] Considered  in    Committee;  Cmii  Ssrticb 

£8TiMiJrKs^-0D  Aooouni;  A  rut  E^uxatib 

.     April  6,  852 — Resolutions  reported  •  April  1 

Considered  in  Committee;   Nayt  Ebtimatbr 

,    April  7, 946 — Resolations  reported  •  April  24 

Considered  in   Committee ;   Aemt  aicd  Navt 

,     Ebtimatbs  April  24,  959 — Resolutions  re- 

,     ported  AvriC^S,  1085 

Considered  in  Committee  May  5 — b^.* 
179]  Considered  in  Committee;  Civil    Sbbticx 
EsTiuATBS  May   13,  2il — Resolutions   re- 

•  ported  May  15,  871 

Considered    in    Committee ;    Civil    Sbdviob 

•  EsTiMATBs    May    19,  594 — Resolutions   re- 
ported •  May  22 

Considered   In    Committee ;     Civil    Sbrviob 

•  EsTiMATBB  May  22,  702 — Resolutions   re- 
ported •  May  25 

,  Considered   in   Committee;   Navt  Ebtimaxbs 

—Civil  Sbbviob  Ebtimatbs  May  20,  921— 

Resolutions  reported  *  Moff  29 

Considered   in    Committee;    Civil    Sbbviob 

.    Ebtimatbs    Jime  1,  1135 — Resolutions   re- 

.     ported  June  2,  1260 

Considered  in    Committee;    Civil   Sbbvicb 

•  Estdiaibb  June  2,   1248— Resolutions   re- 
ported •  June  8 

Considered    in    Committee ;   Civil    Sbbviob 

•  Ebtihatbb  June  8,  1271 — Resolutions  re- 
i8o|  ported  June  12,  106 

Considered     in     Committee;     Post    Ofpiob 

•  Paokbt  Sbbviob  June  19,  471 — Resolntions 
reported  •  June  20 


THE  SCHELDT  TOLL- 
SUPPLEMENTAL  ESTIMATE. 
CoMMiTTBB  Mar  9 — Rbfobt  Mar  10. 

£175,650,  Moiety  of  Charge   for  the 

Redemption    of    ike    Scheldt    Toll 

After  short  debate.    Vote  agreed  to 

Mar  9        [177]  1456 

Resolations  reported  Mar  10 


d6 
175,«50 


NAVT  ESTIMATES,  1865-6. 
CoMMiTTBB  Mar  6. 

Statement  of  Lord  Clarence  Paget, 
Secretary  of  the  Admiralty,  on  mov- 
ing the  First  Vote,  "That  69,750 
Men  and  Boys,  including  17,000 
Marines,  be  employed  for  the  Sea 
and  Coast  Guard  Service  for  the  year 
1865-6"  [177]  1146 

After  long  debate.  Committee  report 
ProgresB 

CeicMiTTBB  Mar  9— Rbpobt  Mar  10. 

Question  [March  6]  again  proposed.  Numbers, 
and,  after  further  long  debate.  Resolu- 
tion agreed  to  {177]  1378        69,750 


(i.)  Wages  to  Seamen  and  Marinefl 
(2.)  Victuals  and  Clothing  for  ditto 


£ 

2,945,006 

1,325,694 

[cent. 


Supply-'-eont.  Total  of 

Vote. 
CoiaoTTBi  April  8— Rbpobt  April  5.         £ 

(3.)  Admiralty  OflElce  [178]  726       175,957 

AJfter  sbort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(4.)  Const  Guard  Service,  Royal  Naval 
Coast  Volunteers,  and  Royal  Naval 

Reserve        [178]  727       284,895 

After  shori  debate.  Vote  agrised  to 
(5.)  Scientific  Branch  [178]  730         70,042 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(6.)  £102,415,  Her  Majesty's  Establish- 
mentsatHome        ...     [178]  732 
Motion  to  report  Progress  (Sir  James 
ElphinsUme) ;  A.  27,  N.  51 ;  M.  24 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ...      192,415 
(7.)  Her     Majesty's     Naval    Estab- 
lishments Abroad    ...     [178]  733         37,832 

CoMMiTTEB  April  7 — Rbpobt  April  24. 

(8.)  £1,158,797,  Wages  to  Artificers, 
dec,    employed    in    Her    Majesty's 
Establishments  at  Home  [178]  733 
After  short  debate, Motion  withdrawn 

Question  [April  3]  again  proposed,  946 

Whereupon  Amendt.  '*  That  a  sum,  not 
exceeding  £1,148,020,  <fce.,"  {Mr. 
Seely) 

After  debate.  Question  negatived 

Original  Question  agreed  to           ...     1,158»797 
(9.^  Wages  to  Artificers,  &c.,  employed 
m    l^r    Majesty's    Establishments 
Abroad  .•       72,585 

CoMifiTTBB  Aptil  24 — Report  AprU  25. 
(10.)  Naval   Stores  for  the  Building, 
Repair,  and  Outfit  of  the  Fleet  and 
Coast  Guard  ;    Steam  Machinery ; 
and  Ships  built  by  Contraot : 

Section  I.  Storekeeper  General  of 

the  Navy  1,134,572 

Section  II.  Controller  of  the  Navy     564,700 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[178]  995 

CoicMiTTBB  May  26 — Rbpobt  May  29. 
(II.)  New  Works,  BuUdings,   Machi- 
nery, and  Repairs ...        [179]  921       527,985 
After  long  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

CoMMiTTEB  AprU  7— Rbpobt  April  24. 
(12.)  Medicines  and  Medical  Stores  ...      64,800 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[178]  954 
(13.)  MiBoelianeouB  Services  «..     103,925 

Total  lor  the  Effective  Service  ...  8,658,^05 

OoMiaTTBB  April  24 — Rbpobt  AprU  25. 
(14.)  Half  Pay,  Reserved  Half  P^y, 


and  Retired  Pay  to  Oflicerfl  of  the 
Navy  and  Royal  Marines    ... 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[178]  996 
(15.)  Military  Pensions  and  AUowanoei 
(16.)  Civil  Pensions  and  AUowanoes.  • 


698,195 


507,211 
208,933 


Total  for  the  Naval  St rvioo       . .  10,671,644 
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Total  of 
Veto. 


FpB  TRB   SKBVICI  0»    OTOEtL  BlPABT- 
ICENTB  OP  GoVXaNXSMT. 

(17.)  Army  Department  (CoDVoyaow  dB 

of  Troops) «        ...     t20,dM 

.  Resolations  tejiorted  April  25  ;  and, 
after  debate,  agreed  to   [178}  1085 


Total 


SuPVLSmHTAL  BBmrATB. 


£10^9S»224 


Committee  /un^  19 — Rsfobt  June  20. 

(18.)   GbBBMWIOU  IIOflPITAL 

"For  ITie  Establishment  of  the 
Hospital  and  lofirmary,  from 

.  the  Ut  October  1865      ...     34,000 

For  the  Establishment  of 
the  School,  from  the  same 
dab9  11,500 

For  Pensions  to  Flag  OflScers 
and  other  Officers,  from  the 
same  date 915 

For  Pensions  and  Allowasces 
to  ^,000  Seamen,  from  the 
tame  date  ... 17,000 

For  Gratuities  to  Widows  of 
'   Seamen,  from  tlie  same  date        500 


Total    ... 
Grand  Total 


£63,015 
...£10,456,130 


ARMY  ESTIMATES,  1865-6. 

OoionrtEE  Mar  16. 

I^t^ment  of  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  00  monng  Uesolution 

•M  [17731701 


NOHBIftS. 


N^mben. 


(a.)  General  Staff,  Regimental  and  Mi- 
litary Educational  Establishments         142,477 

(b.)  Native  Indian  Troops  employed  on 

tbie  British  EstabUahment  ..,  178 

After  long  debate^  Resolution  agreed 
to  . 


I.-<*»R,ieCIJLB  FOROEB. 
COMMITTBB  if<ir  16 REPOftT  JWbf  17. 

(1^)  jg5i434,A67,    General.. '^taff.. and 
.ilegifliental    Pay,   Allowances   and 

Cfcargef 1  ,> 

Whereupon  Amendt.  '*  That  item 
.  £601  10«.  Id.  for  Major  General 
•tteoMd  cto,'^t»  Foot  Guos^  be 
omitted  from  tha  Voto  {Sir'  John 
Tretawny) 
After  debate.  Question  ppt,  A,  27, 
N.  47;  M.20  ^ 

C3^ttimitt§e  repoH  IVbgres^- 

-^  ■E»/7lf8il^- 


[cont. 


Sh^f^'-^coni. 


Vote. 


Oommitteb  Mar  20— Report  ifar  21. 
Original  Question  anin  proposed,  and,      t 
after  further  long  debate,  agreed  to    S^iZiM 
[177]  IW5  - 
(2.)  Commissariat  Establishmeni,  Ser- 
vices, and  Morement  of  Troops     ...  1,205300 
(3.)  Clothing  fittabUshments,  Serrioea 
aadSappUes      .•         [i77]lW4       574^50 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(4.)  Barrack  Establishment,  Services 

und  Supplies -    «0«.9eo 

(5.)  Divine  Service  [i  77]  1^74         44^ 

After  short  debate.  Vote  .igreed  to 
(6.)  Martial  Uw     ..         [177]  1^74        26,300 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(7.)  Medical    Establishment,  Serrieei 
and  Supplies     •«  ...  ••.    246,W4 


IL— >AinUUABT  FoROBfl. 


786,(00 


(8.)  Disembodied  Militia  £177]  1076 

After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(9O  £01,000,  Yeomanry   [177]  1080 

Whereupon  Amendt.  "That  a  sura,  not 
exceeding  £47,807. 6L0*'{Mr.  Lau;son) 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 

Vote  agreed  to    ...  ...  ...      ®^tOOO 

(10.)  Volunteers  ...  i:i77]1983       834,900 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agnjed  to 
(11.)  Enrolled  Pensioners  and  Army 

Reserve  Force      ...      [i77P^83        <6,000 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

HI.— Stobbb. 

(12.)  £072,000,  MannfMjturingDopari- 

menU [17?]  1086 

Whereupon  Amendt.  "That  £08,556 
lor  materials  at  the  Royal  Gun  Facto- 
ries be  omitted  fi-om  the  proposed 
\oio>"  {Colonel  Sykes) 
After  short  debate,  Amendt  withdrawn 

Voteagree4to ...    WJ» 

(13.)  Warlike  Stores  <85.0«l 

IVv^WoBKB  AKD  BuiLDINOI. 

OoMMiTTBE  Mar  23. 
(14.)  £811,400,  Superintending  EsUb- 
lisbment   of,  and    Expenditare  for. 
Works,  Buildings  and    Repairs,  at 
Uome  and  Abroad  [178]  04 

Motion,  "  That  Item  £50.000.  for  the 
Improvement  of  Defences  at  Queb^, 
be  omitted  firom  the  proposed  Vote" 
{Mr.  BetUinek)^  104 

Aft;er  long  debate;  A.  40,  N.  275; 
M.  235  ;  Division  List,  176 

Committee  report  Progress 

Committee  Mar  24— Rbpobt  Mar  27. 
Original  Question  f  Blarch  MT)  again 
proposed,  and,  after  long  debate.  Vote 

■   agreed  to,  248   ...     ,      *..     ,      ;•••.:  ^^¥^ 

V.j-0»ri«K  «ikvwi».    ' 
€oiisiTTBB  Jfor  24— Rbpobt  Jfor  27. 
(15.)  Military  Bdnoallon  [ifl]  8«6        l^^ 
After  debate.  Vote  agrcod  to  '    '    ^*m 

|r6.)  Surveys-ofthi  UWtodKUig4om       W** 

*      ■■     '         Digitized  by  Google  ^'*'" 


SUP 


Si^aifiif^eoni, 


SUP  (SBSSION,  1865) 

.  177  — 178  -^  179  -^  180. 


SUP 


SUP 


(1 7.)  Mlscollftneoas  Serrioet  [i  78]  362 
^fter  abort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
HesolutioiiB  reported  Mar  24,  and, 
after  debate^  agreed  to,  359 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 
107,700 


CoMMiTTSB  April  24^RxP0ET  April  26, 
( 1 8.)  Administration  of  the  Army     ...     212,800 
After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[178]  059   

Total  Efltective  Services  £12,241,647 


26,100 
74,200 


455,000 

162,100 

28,200 


VL— Non-Efpkciiti  Sbrtioss. 

CoMMiTTBs  Mar  24— Rspobt  Mar  27. 

(19.)  Rewards  for  Military  Senrioe    ... 

(20.)  Pay  of  General  OflScers 

(21.)  £455*000,  Fay  of  Reduced  and 

Retired  OflBcers  [178]  268 

Motion  to  report  Progress  {Mr,  Tor-- 

rent);    Motion    withdrawn;    Vote 

agreed  to 
(22.)  Widows'  Pensions  and  Compas- 
sionate Allowances 
(23^    Pensions    and    Allowances    to 

Wounded  Officers 
(24.)  £38,200.  In-Pension  [178]  264 
Motion  to  report  Progress  {Colonel 

Dickson)  put,  and  agreed  to 
Resolutions  reported  Mar  27;  and, 

after  debate,  agreed  to,  359 

Co>ofiTTiB  April  6— Rbpobt  April  7. 

Motion  to  report  Progress  {Oenerdl 
Peel),  851 

After  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 
Original  Question  [March  24]  again 
proposed,  and,  after  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to    ...    ,        ..,  ...     33,200 

(?5.)  Out-Pension  ...  ...  1,168,000 

(20.}  Superannuation  Allowances,^. 
Motion  to  report  Progress  (Colanel 
Dunne)  negatived 

Vote  agreed  to      ..            [1781858      131,000 
(27.)  DUembodied  MUiOa     [^78]  858        29,000 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to      " 


Total  Non-EfliDoaTe  Servioee ...    £2,106,800 


Rbcapitdlatiob.. 
Total  EfEectiTO  Serrices  ,.. 
Total  Non-Eflbctire  Seryices 


12,241,647 
2,106,800 


Grand  Total,  Anny  Services.,.    £14,348,447 


CIVIL    SERVICE    ESTIMATES,   1865-6. 

%•  The  Votes  marked t  are  "to  oompleto   . 
sums  ".for  the  9evenil  S^vioeii  named. 

CtAsa  I.-^PuBLio  W0BK8  iHD  BmtMni. 

CoiouTTBB  Majf  l^-^B^oaa  Ua^  \fi. 

(i.)  Royal  Pidaces      ...        ;..        ..*  48^636 

C*/) -^Jlic  Buildings  ...    [179]  84a  100,590 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

'  {S*}  Furniture  of  Pal>li9  Qffifot      ,^ .  12.000 


Suppfy-'-oont, 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 
99,090 

49,456 


5,708 

3,455 
60,000 

9,139 
17,893 


(4.}  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasnre  6ar^ 

dens [1793242 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(5.)  New  Houses  of  Parliament 
Aiter  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  ^7 
(6.)  British  Embassy   Houses,    Paris 

and  Madrid 

(7.)  British  Consulate   and   Embassy 

Houses.  Constantinople      

(8.)  New  Foreign  OflBce        

(9.)  Industrial  Museum,  Bdiubui:gh.t» 
(id.)  Probate  Court  and  Registries  ... 
After  short  debate,  Vote  aj^eed  to 
[1793253 
(11.)  Public  Record  Repository        ...       28,750 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
fi79]  253 
(12.)  New  Westminster  Bridge  ...      12,000 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[1 79]  253 
(13.)  Nelson  Column  ...    [179]  255  0,500 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(14.)  Patent  Office      ...    [179]  255  4,500 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(15.)  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade        ...       10,000 
After  shdrt  debate,  Vote  imreed  to 
U  79]  256 
(16.)  Public  Offices,  Site    li']g\25d  20,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(17.)  Legation  House.  Tangier         ^        1,559 

CoioaTTBB  May  19~Rbport  M^  22. 

(18.)  Harbours  of  Refuge  [179]  594  76,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(19.)  Holyhead  and  Port  Patrick  Har- 
bours, Jk).     ...        ...    [1793595  49,930 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(20.)  t^70,677,  Public  Buildings,  Ire-    . 
land   .;.        ...         ...    [179]  595         103,677 

After  short  debate,  Vote  i^greed  to 
(21.)  t£3,000,  New  Record  Buildings, 

Dublin  [i  791595  6,000 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(22.)  National  Gallery,  Dublin         ...  618 

(23.)  Lighthouses  Abroad  [179]  595  19,474 

After  iSiort  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(24.)  Isle  of  Han  Lunatic  Asylum  4,000 

After  debate,  the  Committee  divided ; 

A.  49.  N.  83  ;  M.  16 
Vote  agiHBcd  to  [i  79]  596 

(2^.)  Sheriff  Court  Houses.  Scotland         20,000 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  001 
(26.)  Rates  for  Government  Property        27,000 
After  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[1797601 
(27.)  Landguard  Point  Works  {Supp,)        10^000 
(28.)  National  Gallery  Enlargement 
(Supp,)        .    •••       20,000 

Total  of  Class  L      •-        ...  £829,370 


Class  H.-t^AijUUBS  jxn  Ex^bmbs  oh  Pome 

'    DsrABTIfBltTSw'' 

CoMMiTTBB  May  19-7-Rbpobt  Mca^  22. 
(i.)  t  £51,064,  Two  Houses  of  Parfcai 
ment.  Offices        ....     [^79l  ^H      ^  J^^J^H 
After  short  df  ^tOi.  Vote  agreed  Uy  ^  . 

.      ^.  '      Digitized  by  VjOjOfliC 
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office 
Ito 
1  60T 

{^.)\£ ,  f»  *o- 

After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
£179]  609 

.  GoiooTT^i  ifay^l— R»OBt  Msty  95. 

(8.)t£l.»38,  PrWy  SealOfflo©  .  .- 
(9  )  t  £5.874,  Civil  Service  ComnuMion 
(to.)  t  ^1**391,  Paymaa^  General's 
/ ,  pffloe  •«         "f         •;;      ^  "\ 

(ii.)t^3,048,    Exohe<iue?    (London) 
Aft6r  abort  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 


Total  of 

Vote. 

£ 

53,488 

97,X18 

66,885 

31,658 
20,842 

68,523 


^uppij^-eont. 


Tolaltf 
Vote. 


2,938 

8,874 

20,391 
5,048 


.'^79]  702 
*  £24.14$,    Oflftco  of  Works    and 
.     Public  buildings      .,.    t»79]T°2 
After  loqg  de^te,  MotiQin,  by  leare, 
withdrawn 
'  <«30 1  £20,482.  Office  of  Woods,  Forests, 
and  Und  Revenues  ...    [179]  704 
After  long  debate,  Committee  report 
Progress 

CovHimtJune  19r-{-R»P0Bi /und  20. 

After  short  deUat«»  Vote  agreed  to 
[180]  478    ... 

CoionTTii^l%26— Rmobt  MBnf29. 

'htM£UM9i  Office  of  Works  and 

^  Public  BuiJdihgs  [179]  W3 

After  long  debi^te.  Vote  agreed  to 

|j<|HMITT«r /«9M   1— RePQBT  JwiC  2. 

(14.)  t  £16.066,  Publlo  Record  Office... 
(15.)  t  £217,892,  Poor  Law  Commis- 

•  sions  ...        ...        •'•   ..     ••    ,    ••• 

(i6,)  t£35.075.  Mint,«nchiding  Coinage 

'  (t7.)t  £26.820,  Inspeotors  of  Faotorits, 
'      Fisheries.  Ac.  ^v.        •••        ••• 

'  (l8.)t  £4,910,    Exchequer  and   other 
'      Offices  tn  Scotland  •-"      ..»        ••• 
(19.)!  £4,413.  Housc/hoM  of  I-ord  Lion- 
tenant,  Ireland        

7X^0.)  t  ^1^609,  Chief  Secretary,  Ire- 
land.  Offices  .«4'       *•*  '      •••        ••• 

-pi.)  t  £8,007,     Inspection,    Ac.,     of 

Lunatic  Asylums,  Ireland 

(^),  t  £16,861,  Offica  of  Public  Works, 
Ireland  '•••         ...         •••         ••• 

(23.)  t  £27.559,  Aiidlt  Offioo 

(24.)  f£U,m,  CofflrMqy,.Tithe,  and 

Jndosure  Commission         

"  (35.)  f  £9,290,  Inclosuraand  Drainage 

.  Acts:  Imprest  Expi^s    ... 
;;  ui.)  t  £48,493,  Genc^ral  Rej^istcr  Of- 
fices, England,  Ireland.>hd  Scotland 

•  -(27*)  t£ll.^lO,  National  Debt  Office 
..,(»8.)t  £2,785,  pObUc  Works  Loan 
,  Commiwion'  ati4  ^«<^  Indi^v  Relief 
,v     ^IJomraission  ...         J..    [17911136 

^  A(ter  short. debater,  Votengr^  to 


(a9.)  t  £7,635,  Lunacy  Commissions 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
fi79]y86 
(30. )  t£l  >223,  Superintendent  of  Roads 
South  Wales ...        .«  [i  79]  ^^37 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(31.)  t  £1,324,  Registrars  of  Friendly 
Societies       ^        ...  [179]  1^87 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(32.)  f  £13.915.  Charity  Commission 
(33.)  f  £4,665,  Local  Government  Act 
Office   and    Inspection   of  Burial 

Grounds         *• 

(34.)  t  £1,350,  Landed  Estates  Record 

Offices  •••         ...        » 

(360  t£446.  Quarantine  Expenses  ... 
(36. )  t  £24,000,  Secret  Service 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  11^ 
(37.)  t £265,410,  Printing  and   Sta- 

tionery         Ii79]ll*<^ 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(3S.)  t  £114.535,  PosUge  pf  FubUc 
Dopartmcnts* 

Total  of  Class  n.    ... 


Class  III.— Law  amd  Juricb. 

COMHITTW  JutU  1— RePOBT  /tC»d2. 

(I.)  t  £23,296,  Law  Charges,  England 
(2.)  t £128,033,     Criminal     Prosecu- 
28,482       tions.&c.  ...  .••  •;• 

(3.)  f  £183,100,  Police,  Counties  and 
Boroughs,  Great  Britain  ...  ••• 

(4.)  t  £2,120,  Crown   Office,  Queens 

32,149        Bench  „    .-• 

(5.)  t  £9.825.  Admiralty  Court,  Regirtry 
(6.)  t  £2,296,  Late  Insolvent  Debtors 
Court 
22,006  1  (7.)  t  £64.000,  Probate  Court         ... 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  1147 
(8.)  t  £119.701.  County  Courts 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  1148 
(9.)  t  £3,030,  Land  Registry  Office  ... 
<io.)  t  £15,993,  Police  CourU  (Metro- 
polis) ...  ...  —     ^  -."• 

(11.)  f  £115.166.  Metropolitan  Police 
(12!)  Revising  Barristers,  England  and 

Wales  ...  —    . 

13.)  Divorce  Court  Compensations  ... 

.14.)  Bankruptcy  Court  Compensations 

(15.)  t  £2.577,  Lord  Advocate  and  So- 
licitor General,  Salaries  ... 

(16.)  t  £18.331,  Court  o(  Session    -.. 

(17.)  t  £7.816,  Court  of  Justiciary  ... 

(18.)  Prosecutions  under  the  Lord 
Advocate  ...  .••  ••• 

( 1 9. )  t  £630,  Exchequer,  Soooand, 
Legal  Bratich    ... 

(20.)  t  £31,231,  Sherifft  and  Procura- 
tors Fiscal  not  pttd  by  Salaries,  and 
Expenses  of  Prosecutions  in  Sheriff 
Courts  ...  •••  •;• 

(21.)  t  £18,842,  Procurators  FiswJ, 
Salaries  ...      .     •••  •*• 


£ 
9.6dS 


1.22s 


2.834 

18,915 


6.66$ 

2^ 

M46 

^2,000 


665,410 


237,302 
49,075 

36,836 
6,210 
6,413 

16,609 

4,007 

22.861 
30,559 

19,187 

13,290 

65,493 
15,510 

8,785 


} 
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43,296 

198,036 

248»100 

8,120 
12,825 

8.296 
89,000 

r59,T01 

5,080 

20.993 
155,160 

18,003 

16,7:3 

8,5n 
18,881 
10,81« 

4,10* 

1.681 


86.231 
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(12.)  t  £10,777,  Sheriff  Clerks 
(23.}  Expexnes  In  mattera  of  Tithes ... 
(34.)  t  £13,254,  Register  House,  Edin- 
bargh,    Salaries   and    Expenses    of 
Sundry  Departments        ... 
(35.)  Commissary  Clerk's  OflSoe 
(26.}  Accountant jn  Bankruptey        ••• 
(27.)  t  ^£^.087,' Law    Charges    and 
Criminal  Proseentions  (Ireland)    ... 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

J  I 79]  1160 
Chancery 
(Ireland) 

(29.)  f  £9^742,  Courts  of  Queen's 
Bench,  Common  Pleas,  and  £xoho- 
quor  (Irehmd)  ... 

(30.)  Oflaoers  of  the  Judges  on  Otreuit 

(31.)  f  £1,403,  Manor  Courts  Compen- 
sations ...  ...  ... 

(32.)  t  £2,103,  Registry  of  Judgments 

{33)  Registry  of  l&eds 

(34.)  Hiffh  Court  of  Delegates 

(35)  t*4.609,  Conrt  of  Bankroptioy 
and  InsoUeney  . ..  ...  ... 

(36. )  t  £7,668,  Conrt  of  Probate      ... 

(37-)  t  £8,768,  Landed  Estates  Court 
Alter  abort  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  iifio 

(38.)  t  £5,600,  Process  Servers,  Civil 
Bill  Courts       .-  ...  «.• 

(39.)  Revising  Barristers,  Dublin 

(40.)  1 40,600,  Diiblin  Metropolitan 
Police  and  Police  Justices 

(41.)  t  £625,680,  Constabulary  of  Ire- 
land       [179]  1161 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

(42.)  t  £1,714,  Four  Courts  Marsbalsea 
Prison 

(43.)  t  £13,999,  Inspection  and  General 
Superintendence  of  Prisons 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  1162 

(44.)  t  £290,887,  Prisons  and  Convict 
Establishments  at  Home 

(45>)  t  £198,906,  Maintenance  of  Pri- 
soners in  County  Gaols*  Ac,  and  Re- 
moval of  Convicts 

(46.)  t  £10,258,  Transportation  of  Con- 
victs ... 

(47.)  Convict  Establishments  in  the 
Colonies  ...  [179]  1269 

Resolutions    reported   June  2, .  and, 
after  short  debate,  agreed  to 


Total  of 
Vote. 

£ 
14,777 
8,000 


17,264 
1,296 
1,629 

78,687 


5,793 


18,742 
4,407 

2,403 

8,168 

16,416 

100 

6,699 
10,663 
11,768 


,8,600 
420 

60,600 

726,680 

2,714 

18,999 

370,887 

288,906 

20,268 

169,069 


Total  of  Class  III. 


£2,897.616 


Cj.iss  IV^— BwcsTtoii,  SoBiicA,  axi>  Abt. 

CoinuTTU  Jime  I— Report  June  2. 
O.)  t  £5 18,078,     Public     Education,    . 

Great  Britain  ...  [1791)  1168       693,078 

After  long  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(2.)  t£U6,^il,.S©i^oo  ,and  Art  De, 

partmcnt   ,         ...    ,      [179]  U63 

After    long   debate,  3CoUon«  ''That 

•     Item     £36,600,     for     Schools     of  . 

Science  and  Art,  be  isednisedtby.  i^  ^ 

amount  of  £1,000  (Salaries  of  Ma«r  . 


Supplff-^-eont, 

tDTuY*  {Mr,  Edmwid  Potter);  A.  16, 
"K  an.  HIT   AA 


Total  of 
Vote. 


CoiofiTTBS  June  2 — Rbfort  June  8. 


£ 
161.841 


(7.)  Queen's  University  in  Ireland  ... 
(8.S  t  £8, 160,  Qneert'sOoUeges,  Ireland 
(9.)  Royal  Irish  Academy  ...  ';• 

(10.)  National  Gallery  of  Ireland  -    ••. 
(11.)  t£l»600,  Belfast  Theological  rro- 
fetsors,  Ac.       ...  •••  ••• 

CoMMiTTXii  June  9 — Rsport  June  20. 

(12.)  t  £63,164,  British  Museum      ... 
After  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 

[i7ri  1348.  , 

CovmtniiJutii  S^t^Mbwr  Jime  12. 

(13.)  t  £18,836,  NoVional  Gallery     .., 
After  long  debate,' Vote  agreed  to 

[179]  1271 
(14.)  British  Historical  Portrait  Gal- 
lery                [179]  1^76 

After  short  debate^  Volo  agreed  t»    , 
(15.)  t£4,060»  ScieiUi6c   WorHs    and 
experiments  .^     [179]  1276 

After  short  debntOi  Voto  agreed  Ur 
(16.)  Universal  Exhibition  at  Paris  «•* 
(17.)  Royal  Geographical  Society 
(18.)  Roynl  Society  *.*  *.. 

( 1 9«)  Royal  Academy  of  Huste 
After  short  debate,  V^e  agreed  to  , 
[.79]  1280 


826,663 


730 
8,773 

1^486 

2,872 

6,160 

»700 

8,400 

2»600 


98,164 


93,^36 


1,660 

7,0^9 

6,000 
600 

1,000 
600 


Total  of  Class  IV. 


,£1^360,821 


Class  v.— CoLOHiAL,  Oonsulab,  i91>  OTsnt 
Fovami  Svbvicbs,   - 


( 
(. 
C 

(s.y 


n2. 

1280 

Ito 

erica 

West 


4,200 

8,813 
1,000 


f  £6,206»  Justioes,  W^st  Indies  ... 
t  £6,730,  Western  Coast  of  Africa 
t  £2,924, 3I.' Uet^,  y,. , ;     ^  ... , 

;  ^     Digitized  by  GoO^f^ 


23;278 
7,200 

11,730 
^,924 
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(8.)  Orange  Rirer  Territory 
(9.)  UeligoUnd    •••  •«• 

(lo.)  t  £3.488,  FalklAod  Inlands      ... 
(II.)  t  £2,641,  Ubuan      [179]  1281 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(12.)  Pitoaim's  Islandere    ... 
(13.)  Emigration  ...  ... 

'14.)  Zambesi  Expedition    .. 
r5.)  Treasury  Chest 
16.)  t  £35,000,    Captured    Negroes, 
Bounties  on  Slaves.  &c.  [179]  1281 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(17.)  f  £7,650,  Commissions  for  Sup- 
pression of  Slare  Trade 
(i8.)  t  £91,018,  Consuls  Abroad 
Motion,    <*  That    item     £750,    for 
the  Salary  of  Her  Migesty's  Consul 
at  St.  Petersburg,  be  omitted  from 
the    proposed    Vote   {Mr,    Clay); 
After   short  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  20,  N.  50  ;  M.  30      [179]  1282 
After  ftirther  debate,  Original  Question 

put,  and  agreed  to 

(10.)  Serrioes  in  China,  Japan,  and  Siam 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  1292 
(20.)  t  £82,400,  Ministers  at  Foreign 
Courts,  Extraordinary  Expenses   ... 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  1298 
(21.)  t  £19,000,  Special  Missions,  Out- 
fits, Ac..;.  ...         [179]  1294 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(22.)  Third  Secretaries  to  Embassies 


Total  of 
Vote. 
£ 

700 
1,104 
5,488 
4,641 

300 

10,531 

1,657 

3,000 

47,000 


10,650 


166,018 
102,972 


86,400 

25,000 
4,500 


Total  of  Class  V. 


£476,106 


Class  VI.  —  SunsixiirATioif  and  Rxtibbd 
Allowances,  and  Gbatuitibs  vor  Cha- 
ritablb  and  other  purposes. 

CouMiTTiB  June  8 — Report  Jwie  12. 

(I.)  t £119.382,    Superannuation  and 

Retired  Allowances 
Motion,    "That     Item     £400,    for 

Retiring  Allowance  to  Martin    T. 

Hood,  late  Consul  at  Buenos  Ay  res, 

be  omitted  from  the  proposed  Vote  " 

{Mr.  Auguiitu  Smith)  [179]  1296 
After  short  debate,  A.  13,  N.  28; 

M.  15   . .     ...  ...         ...         ... 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
(2.)  Toulonese    and    Corsican    Emi- 
grants, Ac.,  and  American  Loyalists 
(3.)  Refuge  for  the  Destitute 
(4.)  t  £1,789,    Polish    Refugees    and 

Distressed  Spaniards 
(<.)  Mci-chant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions 
(6.)  t  £21,400,    Relief  of  Dutressed 

British  Seamen 
(7.)  t  £2,780,  Miscellaneous  Charges, 

ibrmeriy  on  Civil  List     ... 
(8.)  Public  Infirmaries,  Ireland 
(9.)  t  £1,600,     Westmoreland     Lock 

Hospital 


(10.)  Rotunda  Lying-in  Hospitol 
(II.)  Coombe  Lying-in  HospHal 


179,382 

661 
825 

2,789 
54,200 

30,400 

3,780 
2,272 

2,600 
700 
200 
[eont. 


TeUl(^ 
Vote. 
i 
7,600 


Sujpply—coxkU 

(12.)  f  £5,600,  House  of  Indostiy  Hos- 
pitals... 
(13.)  t  ^1,500,  Cork  Street  FcTcr  Hot- 
pital   ...  ...  ...  ...       3,500 

(14.)  Meath  Hospital        600 

(15.)  St.  Mark's  Opthalmio  Hospital  106 
( 1 6.)  t  £300,  Dr.  Steevens's  Hospital...  1,S00 
(17.)  Board    of    Superintendence    of 

Dublin  Hospitals  845 

(18.)  t  £7,644,  Conoordatum  Ftmd  and 
other  Charities  and  Allowances,  Ire- 
land           8,644 

(19.)  t  £25,809,  Non-conforming  and 

other  Ministers,  Ireland 

Motion,  •*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 

£25,509,  Ac."  {SirFrandt  CroiiUfj 

After  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  14, 

N.  51;M.37  [179]!^ 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Total  of  Class  VL 


Class  YII.— MiscsujLifious,  Spici4L,ad 

TSMPOBABT  ObJBOTS. 

CoiOfiTTsr  June  8 — Rsfobt  June  12. 


( I.)  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners     ... 
(2.)  t  £22,702,    Temporary    Commii- 

sions  ...  •••  ...  ••• 

(3.)  t  £25,008,  Patent  Law  Expenees 
(4.)  t  £11.427,   Fishery  Board,  Scot- 

land    ...  ...         [179]  1805 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(5.)  Trustees  of  Manufactures,  Soot- 

(6.)  t£3'9]532.  Local  Dues' on  Ship- 
ping under  Treaties  of  Reciprocity 
(7.)  tJBl,900,     Inspectore    of    Cora 

Returns 
(8.)  Boundary  Survey,  Ireland 
(9.)  Brehon  Laws,  Ireland  [179]  1308 

After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
(10.)  Flax  CultiTation  in  IreUnd    ... 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[179]  1809 
(11.)  Malta  and  Alexandria  Telegraph, 
and   Subsidies  to   Telegraph  Com- 
panies ...  [179]  1811 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
(12.)  Agricultural     Stotistios,    Great 

Britain  ... 

(13.)  t  £14,674,     Misoellaneous    Ex- 
penses fiH>m  Ciril  Contingencies   ..• 
After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to 
[,79]  1312 

Total  of  Class  VIL 


30,tW 
81,003 

15,4W 


2,000 

55,533 

2,000 
500 
500 

5,000 


780 

10,000 
16,67* 

£174.7^ 


Crm.  SBRyicsa-^SuppLBicurxiRT  EsnifAnt. 
CoMHiTTxx  June  19— Rbpobt  JunefO. 


Class  I. 
Works 


Vote  27.  Landgnard  Point 


CoMMiTTXB  June  19 — Rkport  JuneiO. 

Class  I.    Vote  28.   National  Gallery 
Enlargement    ...  ...  •- 

After  long  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 

[180]  484 
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Snfipli^-~eont, 


vTotMof 
Voto. 

CoionTm  JkM  S-^Rkpokt  June  12.  £ 

Class  VII.  (Temporary  Commistioiii) 
Digest  ofthe  Law  of  England        ...         5,000 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS,  1865-6^ 

Vate  I.  Customs  (Salaries  and  EXr  £ 

pensos)  .•«  .*.  •••     773,009 

Vote  II.  Inland  Revenue  (Salaries 
and  Eipenses}  ...  ...  •••  1,38^117 

Vote  III.  Fost  Oflloe  (Salaries  and 
Expenses)         ...  [179]  13^9 

AOer  short  debateu  Vote  agreed  to.*.  2,121,478 

Vote  IV.  Superannuations  —     478,116 


Total  of  RaYenneDepartmentft...  iei,6^6,760 


SWP^ 


SOP 


Vole. 
CoUMiTTicB  June  19— Report  June  20.  £ 

Nxw  Courts   of  Justice  and  OflSoef, 
Advances  Sor    ^  m^  ••«     700,000 


POST  OFFICE  PACKET  SERVICE. 

CoMMiTTBR  June  19— Rbpdrt  Jum  20* 
Pom  Otfiob  Packet -Sbrticv        ...      841,8(nr 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to 
[180]  471  . 

EXCHEQUER  BONDS 
CoMMrmx  Ma^  19— Riport  Ma^  22. 
^1,000,000,  Exohequer  Bonds       •••    1,^(^,000 


SUMMARY. 
Wats  ahd  Mbahs. 
SoHintrLB  Of  Wats  aho  Mraxs  RimRiD  to  nr 
StcnoN  10  or  Tm  Cohsouoatio  Fwn>  (Ar- 
PROPRiATion)  Act— m.: 

1864^.  £       e.   d. 

ARAOont  granted  per  Act  28 
Vict,  c  4,  for  the  serfio»  of 
the  year  ending  31  March 
1866 175,660    0    0 


1865-6. 
Amount  granted  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  31  March 
I860— viz. : 
Per  Act  28  Fid.  0.  10  ...  16,000,000 
Per  Section  1  of  the  Act  23,342,668 
Per  Section  9  of  the  Act 
f  being  Surplus  Ways  and 
Means  granted  for  the 
service    of    preoedlng 
years) 


Total  Cbunt  or  Wats  ahi> 
Mbahs  to  meet  the  following 
Supplies : — 

18641*    ''    ^176,660X^7^^^" 
1866-6      39,661,086/^^'^^'^^ 


1,31%626  16    0 


•    0 


£1^5,^0 


10,466,139 

14,348,447 

1,000,000 


SUMMARY* 
Sttxs  Yotxi)  ur  Sit^plt,  SBSdiou  1865* 

1864-5. 
(Sapplenental  VokR.) 
Eetoiptlon  of  tke  SctiiDT  Toll... 

1865^. 
Natt  Srbtiobs  ...  ... 

AtifT  Srrtiobs  ...  ••• 

ExenqvsR  Bonds        -. 
CiTiL  Srrtioxs — vis.  : 

I.  Public  Works  and 
Buildings iin^,tftO  * 

II.  Salaries,  4lw.  Pub- 
lic Departments ...    1,680,186 

III.  Law  and  Justice    2,897|616 

IV.  Education,    Sci- 
ence, and  Art     ...    1,360,821 

V.  Colonial  and  Con- 
sular Serrioes     ...       476,106 

VI.  Superannuation, 
Ac 339,107 

VII.  Miscellaneous..       174,768 


RXTSHUR  DRPARTKRHia  »^ 

Post    Ovnoi    Packet 

.SRRy^CR  ^        .         4t»  .m 

Adtarcrs  job  .  Nrw 
Courts  or  Juanos 
Am»  Onvi%B  ..»  4.... 

TpTAi.    or    Supplies   orar«rablr 

UPON     THB     AROVII      WaTS      AN^. 

Means — 

1864-i5         £176,660 '\ 


7,m,8^2 
i,666,760 

^1^7 
700^000^ 


1864-6         £176,6601      ^-^  ^^  ,^ 
l86Mt  .  a9,66A,086//    f?Q>^^765 
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Stuart,  Colonel  W.,  Bed/crd 
Prifoiif»  Comm.  el.  6Z,  [179]  1831 

BuBTEBs,  Mr.  H.  E.,  Hertfordshire 
Army  Estimates— Maou&oturiDg  Depattmeots, 

[17731999 
Armj — Regimental  Paymasters,  [180]  366 
Finaooial  Statement — ^Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1150 

Stdnbt,  Viscount,  (Lord  Chamberlain) 
Princess  of  Wales,  Answer  to  Address*  [180] 

430 
United   States  —  Assassination  of  President 

Lincoln,  Answer  to  Address,  [178]  1451 

Sykes,  Colonel  W.  H.,  Aberdeen  City 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [i  77]  79 
Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [177]  1801, 

1816 ; — Pay  and  Allowances,  1964  ;— Manu- 

fiustoring  Departments,  Amendt.  1989,  1991 
Aieem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio,  Comm. 

moYcd  for,  [177]  1715 
Bankniptcy    and    Insolvency   (Ireland)   Aot 

Amendment,  Lords  Amendts.  [178]  786 
Bath,  Order  of  the,  Address  moYod,  [180]  406 
Canada— Defences  of.  Papers  moTcd  for,  [1 78] 

811  . 

China— British  Subjects  in  the  Chinese  Ser- 
vice, [1 77]  287, 1946 ;  [i  78]  782 ;— Piracy  in. 

888 ;— Proceedings  in,  1239 ;— Dismissal  of 

Prince  Kong,  [i  79]  1309 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  Consid. 

[180]  760;  3R.  841 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  2R.  [177]  294 
Drainage  and  Improvement  Of  Land  (Scotland), 

[iToIllSO      *^ 
East  India  (Revenue  Accounts),  Coram.  [180] 

956 
India— Disinfecting  Powder  for,  [177]  450  ;— 

Clahns  of  the  Satpoora  and  Goa  Frontier 

Field  Force,  [180]  751 
Indian  OflScers,  Address  moved,  [178]  1342, 

1353  ;— Grievances  of,  [180]  926 
Judicial  Statistics,  Scotch,  [177]  958 
Law  of  Evidence,  Comm.  cl.  1,  [180]  313 
Locomotives  on  Roads,  Comm.  cl,  2,  [178] 

1064  -^ 

Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1163, 
1420  '  »  L  //J 

New  Zealand— War  in,  [177]  1516 
River  Waters  Protection,  2R.  [177]  1344 
Roach  River  Fishery,  2E.  [179]  1263 
Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland),  Comm.  [180] 

538 
Supply,  Report,  [178]  1086 ;— Controller  of 
the  Exchequer,  [179]  702 ;— Woods,  Forests, 
Ac.  704 ; — Lunacy  Commissions,  1137 »  — 
Secret  Service,  1 139 ;— Consular  Establish- 
ments, China,  Japan,  ^0,  1292  ;— Ministers 
at  Foreign  Courts,  1293;— Special  Missions. 
1296 ; — Superannuation  Allowances,  1298  ; 
— Post  OflBce  Department,  1859  ;  —  Post 
Office  Packet  Service,  1364 ;  [180]  471 
United  States— Case  of  the  "  Siixon  "— Mrs. 

Gray,  [180]  131 
Volunteer  Rifles,  Promotion  in,  [179]  47 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res.— Fire  insurance, 

[17811508 
Wriu  RegtttraUoB  (Seotiand),  Comm.  [179] 
]  1'96 


Tauhton,  Lord 
British  Kaffraria,  2R,  [177]  1532 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Peoiioo, 

Res.  [179]  44 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  434 
Transportation  to  Australia,  [177]  737 

Taxes,  Collection  of 
Question,  Mr.  Bazley ;  Answer,  The  Ghuioellor 
of  the  Exchequer  April  8,  [178]  669 

Tea-^Finaneial  Statenvent 
Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith ;  ^iwer,Tbe  Chan* 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer  May  1,  [178]  1240 

Tests  AboUtion  (Oxford)  fiOl 

(Mr.  Qoschsn,  Mr.  Oread  Jkf) 
e.  Resolution  in  Committee;  Bill  ordered;  reid 

1'**Mtt21  [BiUS5] 

Moved,   "That   the   Bill  be  now  raid  J*" 

(Mr.  Goschen)  June  14,  [180]  186 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **now,"  and  add  "upon 

this  day  three  months  "  {Lord  Robert  CeciO, 

210;  after  long  debate,  Que8tion,"That'noi; 

Ac.;"  A.  206,   N.  190  ;  M.  16;  Difirion 

List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  247;  main  Questiofi 

agreed  to 
Read  2«  Jum  14 
Bill  withdrawn*  June  28 


Thames  and  Isis  Navigation 
Observations,  Mr.  Malins  ;  Reply,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  ;  debate  thereon  Mar  24,  [17^]  ^^ 

ITiames  at  JSampton  Court 
Question,  Mr.  Dawson-Damer ;  Answer,  Mr. 
MUner  Gibson  Mar  23,  [178]  79 

Thames  Mnhankment,  The 
Question,  Mr.    Cave;    Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  June  22,  [180]  633 

27iame8  Riner 

Select  Committee  appointed  ifor  31,  [i?^!^^ 
And,  on  April  6,  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows :— Mr.  MUner  Gibson  (Chairman),  Mr. 
Malins,  Sir  Stefford  Northcote,  Mr.  Batimnt, 
SirFrederickSmith,Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Daakef 
Sir  Francis  Goldsmid,  Mr.  Ncate,  Mr.Bariuft 
Mr.  John  Reginald  Yorke,  Mr.  DtwiW- 
Darner,  and  Mr.  Henry  Fenwick;  April  37, 
Mr.  Locke  and  Colonel  Knox  added 

Report  of  the  Committer— <Pari.  P.  No.  39«) 

Theatres,  ftc.  Bill 

(Mr.  Locke,  Mr.  Aj/rton,  Mr,  Denman) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  Mar  10,  [177]  1629  [BiU64l 
Moved.  "  That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  S'"  (Mr. 

Locke)  June  13,  [180]  178 
Amendt.  "  That  the  debate  be  now  adjourned 

(Mr.  Ncufdegate) ;  after  short  debate.  Que*- 

tion  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 
Order    for  resuming   Adjottmed   Debate  «& 

Second  Reading  [13th  June]  read  Jime  15  ^ 
Moved, "  That  the  debate  be  further  adjoonted, 

[180]  332 ;  [Hoose  counted  out] 
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TRB 


Thompson,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Whithy 

Greenock  Railway,  Re-Comm.  [178]  1199 
Malt,  Res.  [177]  1266 
Railway  AccideDts,  Res.  [177]  1129 
Railway  Bills  (Group  8),  Res.  [179]  874,  875 
Railways  (Guards  and  Passengen  communi- 
cation), Res.  [179]  63 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  822;  Comm. 
Amendt.  [179]  131,  370 

Timber  Duties 
Question,  Mr.  J.  B.  Smith ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  tho  Exchequer  Jfor  10,  [177]  1480 

"  Times^'  The,  and  the  Budget 
Question,  Mr.  Darby  Griffith;  Answer,  Viscount 
Palmerston  Afay  16,  [179]  299 

TiTE,  Mr.  W,,  Bath 

Dwellings  for  tho  Working  CUsses,  [177] 
1526 

Main  Drainage  (Metropolis),  [177]  205 

Metropolis  Sewage  and  Essex  Reclamation, 
3R.  [177]  837 

Metropolitan  Paving,  dsc.  Commission  moTed 
for,  [180]  138 

Piooadilly  and  Park  Lane  New  Road,  2R. 
[1771591 

Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1555 

Supply — National  Gallery  EuUirgement,  [180] 
401,  498 

Wesiminster  Improvement  Commission,  Re- 
turn moved  for,  [1 79]  208 ;  Comm.  [180]  44 


ToLLKMACHE,  Mr.  J.,  Cheshire,  8. 

Salt,  Importation  of,  into  France,  [179]  292 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  315 

Tool:  the  Oath 
Feb  7— The  Archbishop  of  Dublin 
Feb  9— The  Bishop  of  Kilmore,  Ac. 
June  .19 — The  Viscount  Gort,  a  Representative 
Peor  for  Ireland 


Tories,  Bobbers,  and  Eappaxees  (Ireland) 

Bill     (-Wr.  Hefmeeiy,  The  <yD<moghue) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  lo*  Mar  28  [Bill  951 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2°  "  ( The 
^(TDotiogJiue)  April  5,  [1 78]  755  ;  oiler  short 
debate,  agreed  to 
Read  2^  April  6 

Committee  ;  Report  May  4,  1521 
Considered  *  Mag  5 
Ilead3«>*ifay8 
L  Read  1»»  {The Earl  of  Donoughmare)  Mag  9 


(No.  96) 
2,  [179]    " 


Bead  2^  after  short  debate  May  22,  [i  79]  630 

Oommittee* ;  Report  May  23 

Read3**ifoy26 

Royal  Assent  June  2  [28  Viet,  c.  33] 


TOBBJ2N8,  Mr.  E.,  Carrieifergus 

Army  Estimate*— Pay  of  Reduced  and  Retired 


OflScers,  Adj.  moved,  [178]  264 
Belted— RiotA  at,  Res.  [180]  163 


IcotU. 


ToBBSNS,  Mr.  R. — cent. 
Civil  Service  Estimates,  [1 78]  734 ;  Amendt. 

739,  742 
Commons  and  Open  Spaces,  Comm.  moved  for, 

[177]  508 
India— Expedition  to  BhooUn,  [178]  939 
Indian  Civil  Service  Examinations,  [179]  295; 

Papers  moved  for,  413 
Indian  Staff  Appointments,  [177]  1043 
Navy— The  "  Bellerophon,"  [179]  789 
Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act  Continuance, 

Leave,  [180]  323 ;  2R.  510 
Poor    Laws— The    Highworth   Union,  .[180] 

824 
Prisoners  in  Newgate,  Treatment   of,  [177] 

1025 
Private  Bill  Costs,  2R.  [177]  567 
Private  Bills— Printing  Petitions,  [177]  113, 

114,115;  Res.  282,285 
Scotland— Port  Patrick  Harbour,  [i  78]  788 
Sewage  of  the  Metropolis,  [177]  1479 
Supply— Constabulary  (Ireland),  [179]  1153 


TowKSHSND,  Marquess 
Casual  Poor — Metropolis,  [178]  3 
Imprisonment   on   Civil    Process,   Middlesex, 
[178]  2 

Tract,  Hon.  C.  R.  D.  Hanbury,  Mont- 
gomery 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  48 
Army— Ordnance  Select  Committee,  [1 78]  871 
Bath,  Order  of  the.  Address  moved,  [180]  400 
Navy  —Chaplain  General,  [177]  1006  ; — Chap- 
lains' Quarterly  Report,  [178]  488 ;— Car- 
riage of  Treasure,  1316 


Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Com- 
mittee on 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forstev;  Answer,  Mr. 
Horsfall ;  long  debate  thereon  Mar  17,  [177] 
1850 


Transport  Service  between  England   and 
India 
Observations,  Mr.  Ayrton ;  Reply,  Mr.  T.  G 
Baring  Jun^e  30,  [180]  1022 


Treason  and  Felony  BiU,  Forfeiture  for 
Question,  Mr.  Charles  Forster ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  June  19,  [180]  445 

Treasure  Trove 
Question,  Sir  Jervoise  Jerroise ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Peel  June  19,  [180]  440 


Tbeiusis,  Eon.  C.  H.  JL,  Devonshire,  JVl 
Highway  Contracts,  Stamp  Duty  on,  [180]  440 

Tkehbbnb,  Mr.  M.,  Coventry 
France— Commeroial  Treaty  with,  [177]  1748 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [i79ll06d 
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Tj«iA.wirT,  Sir  J.  B.,  Tavitioek 
Anny—The  Foot  Gnardt,  [178]  86 
Army  Estimatw—Land  Foroes,  [177]  1789, 

1798,  1796 ;— Pay  and  AUowanoet,  Amendt. 

1821,  1822;— Martial  Law,  1974,  1975;— 

Biiembodidd  Militia,  1977 
New  Zealand— Proclamation  of  the  Goremor, 

1:177]  1742 
Tower,  Deputy  laeatenanoy  of  the,  [177]  1044 

Trespass  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Iff,  Finlay,  Mr,  Durdop,  Mr,  Gumming  Bruce) 
e.  Ordered ;  rMul  l^  •  i/ar  81  [BiU  98] 

Read  2**  *  Jtme  1 

Ck>mmittee*  ;  Report  June  9 

Committee  •  ;  Report  June  8 

Read8«»  JuneB 
I,  Read  l^"  •  (The  L^ Privy  Seal)  June  12 

R«-ad2*»/t*iwl9  (No.  146) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Read  8**  June  22 

Royal  Assent  June  29       [28  di  29  VieL  0.  56] 

Trinity  Board — Steam  Tuge 
Question.  Mr.  Cave ;  Answer,  Mr.  MUner  Gib- 
son Afer  6,  [177]  1117 


L    INDEX}        TUE       TJL8 
—  179-180. 

TuBiTBB,  Mr.  J.  A.,  ManeheiUr 
Paper  Trade,  The,  [180]  181 
Partnership    Amendment,   2R.    [178]    1284; 
Oomm.  add.  d,  [179]  587,  Sd% 

Turnpike  Acts  Continaanoe  BiU 

(Mr.  Baring,  Sir  G.  Grey) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  16 

Read  ^  •  June  20  [BUI  227] 

Considered  in  Committee  June  22,  [180]  687  : 
[House  eonnted  out] 

Committee ;  Report  fuane  26,  [180]  844 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  27 

Read8«»*  June2S 
I.  Read  1»  •  {Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlev)  Jwm  28 

Read  2»  •  June  29  (No.  232) 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  80 

Read  8*»  July  Z 

Royal  Assent  July  5       [28  A  29  VieL  e.  107] 

Turnpike  Tolls  Abolition  Bill 

(Mr.  fVhalley,Mr.McMahan) 

e.  Ordered  after  short  debate  May  4,  [178]  1524 
Read  l«*ifay  8  [BiU  128] 

Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2«  "  {Mr. 
WhaUey),  [180]  592 ;  after  abort  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn ;  BUI  withdrawn  Jmne  SO 


T&ouiopx,   Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.,  Lmeoln- 

ihire,  S. 
I>rainage  and  Improvement  of  Land  (Sootland), 

[179]  1127 
Poor  Law  Board  Continuance,  2R.  [180]  95 ; 

Comm.  727  ;  el.  1,  780 
Supply— Woods,   Forests,  Ac.  [179]  708,— 

Lunacy  Commissions,  1136, 1187 
Union  ChargeabUity,  2R.  [178]  829 ;  Comm. 

[179]  842;  ConBid.700 


Trusts  Administration  (Scotland)  Bill 

(  The  LordAdfMate,  Sir  O.  Grey,  Sir  W.  Dunbar) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  ^  •  Mar  24  [BUI  92] 

Read  2<»  •  AprU  6 
'     Committee  • ;  Report  April  27 

Committee*  (on  re-^omm,)  ;  Report  May  18 

[BiU  158] 

Committeo  *  (on  re^eomm) ;  Report  June  16 

Considered  as  amended*  June  19 
,     Read  8*  •  Jutm  20 
U  Read  !••  ( Tlie  Lord  Chancellor)  June  20 

Read  2*»  June  22  (No.  185) 

.Order  for  Committee  discharged* ./if/y  8 


Turkey  and  Persia-^ITie  Boundary  Nego- 

tiaiiom 

Motion  for  an  Address  for  "Copy  of  the  Treaty 

concluded  at  Erzeroum  between  Turkey  and 

Persia,  in  October,  1847/' and  other  Pj^rs 

(Viscount  Straiford  de  Redcliffe)  Mar  16, 

,        [1^77]   1727;   aftei-   abort  debate,    Motion 

withdrawn  . 


TuBiTEB,  Mr.  C4,  Jxtncaehire,  8. 

County  Courts  EquiUble  Jurisdiction,  Conm. 
otfW.  tfi.  C180]  688, 694 


Turnpike  IhieU 
Question,  Mr.  Western ;  Answer   Sir  6eom 
Grey  Feb  10,    [177]  137;  Question*    Mr. 
Hunt;   Answer,    Mr.   T.  G.  Baring ifiqr 4, 
[178]  1409 

Tnmpike  Trosts  Arrangements  Bill 

{Mr.  Baring,  Sir  G.  Grey) 
e.  Ordered;  read  1»  •  June  16         [BU1225] 

Read  2«  •  June  20 

Committee  *  June  22 ;  Report  *  June  23 

Read  8*' •  June  23 
I.  Read  1»  •  {Lord  Stanley  o/Mderley)  June  26 

Rend  2*»  June  27  (No.  216) 

Committee  •;  Report /un«  29 

Read  8*  •  June  30 

Royal  Assent  July  5         [28  4  29  Via.  c.9l] 


7V«^  Improvement  BiU 

I,  Petitions  presented  by  The  Earl  of  KUeo- 

borough /uif0  27,  [180]  848;  short  debate 

thereon 
Read  8*  June  27 


Ulster  Canal  Transfer  Bill 

{Mr.  Peel,  Mr.  Luke  JTftite) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  •  June  18  [BUI  211] 

Read2<'* /tm«19 

Committee  *  ;  Report  June  20 

Considered  as  amended*  Jw%e2l 

Read8«>*  /un«  28 
L  Read  l^^  {The  Lord  Steward)  June  26 

Read  2»  •  June  29  (No.  217) 

Committee* ;  Report  June  80 

Read  8^*  July  3 

Royal  Assent  July  5       [28  ds  29  Via.  c.  109] 
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Union  Chargeabiliiy  Bill 

.     (Mr.  C,  P.  ViUiers,  Sir  G.  Qr^) 

177]  e.  Motion  for  leave  (ilfr.  G.  P.  VUliers),  408 

Ordered ;  after  debate  read  V  Feb  20 
178]  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read   3«*' 
(3fr.  a.  P.  VilUeri)  Mar  37,  277    [Bill  811 

•  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That/'  and  add 

**  considering  the  little  knowledge  this 
Honso  possesses  as  to  the  praotioal  working 
of  the  Irremovable  Poor  Act  of  1861,  it  is 
inexpedient,  without  further  information,  to 
legislate  on  the  subject  of  Union  Rating 
during  the  present  Session"  {Sir  Rainald 
Knightley),  394  ;  (Question,  «*  That  the  words, 
<bo. ; "  Moved,  *'  1'hat  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed "  (Mr,  Knight),  negatived ;  original 
Question  and  Amendt.  again  proposed; 
Question,  '«  That  the  words,  Ac.  r  A.  203, 
N.  181  ;  M.  72 ;  Division  List,  Ayes  and 
Noes,  856 ;  original  Question  agreed  to  ; 
Read  2«  Mar  37 

179]  Order  for  Committee  read 

.  Moved,  "  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Conunittee,  with  a  view  to  rendering  the 
working  of  the  system  of  Union  Charge- 
abilit/  more  just  and  equal,  that  they  have 
power  to  facilitate  in  certain  cases  the  alte- 
ration of  the  limits  of  existing  Unions" 
{Mr.  BenUnek)  May  tl ;  after  long  debate, 
A.  118,  N.  198;  M.  75,116 

•  Qaestion,  ^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 

the  Chair"  (Mr.  C.  P.  ViUiers),  181 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "That,"  and 
add  «the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select 
Committee"  (Mr.  Thomp$on);  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  after  long  debate. 
Question,  "  That  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed*' (Sir  Rainald  KnigKUey) ;  after 
debate,  A.  80,  N.  174 ;  M.  94  ;  Question 
again  proposed,  <*  That  the  words,  Ac." 
Amendt.  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr.  Lygon)  negatived;  Question  afain 
proposed,  '*  That  the  words,  Ac.  ; "  Debate 
adjourned 
.  Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Amendt.  proposed  to  Question [1 1th  May]; 
''That  Mr.  Speaker,  Ac.,'*  Question  again 
proposed,  *<  That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  Debate 
resumed  May  15,  808  ;  after  long  debate, 
A.  3G6,  N.  98 ;  M.  178  ;--[For  Division 
List,  see  Appendix}— Blain  Question,  '*  That 
Bdr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  agreed 
to ;  mW.  considered  in  Committee ;  Com- 
mittee B^.  871 

•  Bill  considered  in  Committee  May  18,  491  ; 

after  long  debate.  Bill  reported     [Bill  155] 

•  Moved,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  taken  into  Con- 

sideration "  (Mr.  VxlUeri)  May  83, 668 

•  Amendt.  (Mr,  Kniqht),  665  ;  Question,  '<  That 

the  words,  Ao.  /*  after  long  debate,  Quettion 
agreed  to;  main  Question  agreed  to 

•  Bill  considered,  700 

.  Amendts.  made ;  Bill  read  8«  after  long  debate 
May  35, 789 

/.   Read  \^*  (The  Lord  President)  May  36^ 
180]  Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  3*  " 
June  13,  9 

.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  firom  ("be,")  and  insert 
("referred  to  a  Select  Committee")  (The 
Ihike  of  Rutland);  Question, '^  Whether  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee ; "  after 
long  debate,  Cont  34,  Not^Oont.  86 ;  M.  63 ; 


Union  Chargeability  £tJ2— cont. 

180]  resolved  in  the  negative ;  List  of  Cont.  and 

Not-Cont.  41  ;  original  Motion  agreed  to; 

Bill  read  3*  June  13  (No.  133) 

.  Moved,  "That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 

into  a  Committee  on  the  said  Bill "  (  The  Lord 

President)  June  16,  851 ;  after  short  debate, 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee 

Report  •  June  19  (No.  171) 

.  Read  8*  with  the  Amendments  June  30,  524  ; 

after  short  debate,  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to 

the  Commons 
Royal  Assent  June  39       [38  A  39  Vict.  e.  79] 

Umon  CharaeaUlity  Bill 
Question,  Mr.  Wilbraham  Egerton ;  Answer^ 
Mr.  0.  P.  VilUers  iforSl,  [178]  501; 
Question,  Colonel  Wilson  Patten ;  Answer, 
Mr.  C.  P.  VilUers  AprU  8,  670  ;  Question, 
Mr.  Ferrand ;  Answer,  Mr.  C.  P.  Villiert 
April  88, 1304 

Union  of  B«nefio$%  Act — St.  Benet  OraeS" 
church  Street,  and  Allhallows,  Zom* 
hard  Street 
Question,  Mr.  Crawford ;  Answer^  Mr.  E.  P. 
Bottverle  Feb  17,  [177]  831 

Union  of  Beneflcos  Act  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Edward  PleydeU  Bouverie,  Mr.  Oosehen) 
e.  Motion  for  leave  {Mr.  E.  P.  Bcwerie)  Mar  9, 
[177]  1458 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *<That,"  and  add 
"an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  her 
Majesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid 
before  this  House,  Copies  of  the  Order  in 
Council  of  the  1st  day  of  November,  1804, 
for  the  removal  of  the  Church  of  St.  Benet's, 
Gracechurch  Street : 

*^  And,  of  all  the  Correspondence  on  the  subject 
between  the  Archdeacon  of  London  and  the 
Members  of  the  Church  Estates  Commis- 
sioners"  (Mr.  Bubbard)^  1460  ;  Question, 
"  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  short  debate, 
A.  31,  N.  11  ;  M.  10 

BiU  ordered  after  debate  Aprii  25,  [x  78]  1 018 

Readl«*4pr»;36  [BiU  115] 

Union  Officers  (Ireland)  Superannuation 

Bill       (Sir  R.  Peel,  Mr.  C.  P.  VilUers) 
e.  Ordered ;  road  !<>  •  Mar  7  [BiU  59} 

177]  Read  3*  afler  debate  Jfar  17, 1907 
1 78]  Committee  ;  Reportifar  34,  366 
Considered  *  Mar  38 
Read  8«*3far  80 
I.  Read  l^*(The  Lord  Steward)  Mar  31  (No.  53) 
179]  Moved,  **  That  the   Bill  be  now  read  2*  " 

May  9,  8 
•  Amendt.  to   leave  out   ("now,")  and  insert 
(««this    day  six    months")  (2%<j   Earl   of 
Domntghmore) ;   Question,'    That    ("now,") 
Ac. ;  Cont.  78,  Not-Cont,  46  ;  M.  37 ;  List 
of  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.,   5 ;    BUI   read  3* 
May  9 
Committee*  ;  Report  May  11 
Read  8»*  May  13 
Royal  AMent  May  30  [2d^Ftc<.  c.  36] 
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'  AsBOisintaim  of  Pte$i(Unt  Xtnc^n— Notice 
. ,  {EaH  Rut$eU)  4pril  27,  [178]  1073  ;  Moved, 
**  Tbat  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
^'  Ilcr  M^esty  to  conyei  to  Her  Majesty  the  ex- 
pression of  the  deep  Sorrow  and  Indignation 
with  wbioh  this  House  has  learned  the  As- 
sassination of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  of  Americaj  and  to  pray  Her  Ma- 
jesty that  in  communtcating  Uer  own  Sen- 
timents on  this  deplorable  Event  to  the 
Government  of  the  united  States,  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  also  be  graciously  pleased  to  ex- 
press en  the  Part  of  this  House  their  Ab- 
horrence of  the  Crime  and  their  sympathy 
with  the  Government  and  People  of  the 
United  SUtes''  (JSaW  Rusiell)  May  1, 1219  ; 
after  shoM  debnte,  Motion  agreed  to,  Ne- 
mioe  Disaenttent&H-Her  Mi^jetty's  Answer  to 
the  Address  May  i,  1101 ;  Debate  on  the 
.Aildrets;  J3xpUMitmi»  The  Eari  of  Derby 
May  4, 1451 

.    BeUigeTtnt  Rightt,  Question,  Lord  Houghton ; 

Answer,  Riwl  Roieell  May  15,  [179]  286 ; 

Question,  The  Earl    of  Derby;    Answer, 
;      ,  Gftrl  Kussell  June  12.  [180]  1 

Q«iiliov8-^ 
*' Alabama  **  Clainn,  The,  Question,  Sir  John 

t '  '  W«)sii ;  Answer,  Vlsooont  Palmerston  May 
26,  [170]  876;  Question,  Mr.  Shaw  Le- 
fevre{  Answer,  Vlioount  Palmerston  May 
80,  im 

^iMHwaUon  of  President  Lincoln  —  Notice 
(Sir  Oeorae  Gfrey)  April  27,  [178]  1081; 
Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  present- 
ed to  Her  Majesty  to  convey  to  Her  Maiesty 
the  expression  of  the  deep  Sorrow  and  In- 
dignation with  whjeb  this  House  has  learned 
the  Assassination  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  of  America,  and  to  pray  Her 
Majesty  that  in  communicating  Her  own 
' '  '  iSentiments  en  this  deplorable  Event  to  the 
;'  ■  Govemmbnt  of  the  United  States,  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  also  be  gcaeionsly  pleased  to  ex- 
press on  the  ^part  of  Her  faithful  Commons 
*  their  Abhorrence  of  the  Crime,  and  their  sym- 
pathy with  the  Government  and  People  of 
the  United  States^  (Sir  G,  Grey)  May  1, 
1242 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to, 
Nemine  Contradicente —  Her  Majesty's  An- 
swer to  the  Address  May  4, 1471 

Belligerent  RighU,  Question,  Mr.  J.  White; 
Answct,  Yiseounl  Palmerston  May  15, 296 

' '.  British  Embassy  at  Waihinyton,  Question,  Mr. 
Watkin ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Feb  17,  [177] 
81,8 

British  North  America,  The  Red  River  Ter- 
rtiixry^  QuistiM^ ,  :Sir.  Edward  Grogan; 
Anftter,  Mr.  GandweU  May  20,  [i  79]  076 

.  Ckmcf4<i  W  th$  XTittW  States,  Treaties  between, 
,  7  AmendU/<>n  Committee  of  Supply  Feb  10, 
**  Address  for  Papers  and  Correspondence  re- 
lating ,ip  the  notice  given  by  the  Government 
:.,  .  of  U)o  Uniied  States  of  North  America  to 
terminate  the  CoVyon^ion  under  which  Eng- 
land and  the  United  States  mutually  agreed 

[ami*    ^ 


UinriD  Statu — Coiocovs — eona, 

not  to  fit  ont  Naval  Armaments  upon  the 
Canadian  Lakes ;  also  respecting  the  abroga- 
tion of  the  Treaty  of  Commerce  between  the 
Provinces  of  British  North  America  and  the 
United  States  by  the  late  Lord  Elgin  "  (Sir 
John  Walsh),  [177]  141  ;  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Feb  17, 
*'  Motion  for  Copies  of  all  Papers  in  the  pos- 
session of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  re- 
specting the  '  Reciprocity  Treaty/  and  the 
'Bonding  Act,'  of  dates  subsequent  to  De- 
cember, 1861 "  (Mr.  fratk%n),^lO  ;  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Canada,  FortificalMns  in.  Question,  Mr.  B. 
Cochrane;  Answer,  Mr.  Card  well  ifayll, 
[179]  114 — ParL  Paper — Captain  Jervois* 
Letter  [3434] 

Canadian  DelegaJUs,  The,  Question,  Mr.  Wir- 
ner;  Answer,  Mr.  Cardwell  /i«#5,  [179] 
1200  —  Part.  Paper  ^  The  Gonferewes 
[8535] 

Civil  War,  Close  of  the,  Copy  of  Papers  laid  on 
the  Tabic  July  4,  [180]  1143 

Claims  for  Compensation,  Questions,  Lerd 
Robert  Cecil  and  Mr.  Bright ;  Answer,  Hr. 
Layard  Mar  0,  [177]  1372 

Extradition  Treaty,  The,  Question,  Lord  Ro- 
bert Cecil;  Answer,  The  Attorney  G«siil 
ifor  18,  [177]  1537 

Passport  System,  Question,  Mr.  Watkin ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Cardwell  Feb  24,  [177]  e<M 

Proclamation  of  President  Johnson,  Question, 
Mr.  Darby  Griffith ;  Answer,  Viscount  Pal- 
merston ifay  10,  [179]  563 

"Saseon,"  Case  ofthe-^Mrs.  Gray,  Question, 
Colonel  Sykes  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  June  13, 
[180]  131 

Sn^  Confederate  StaUs^ 
Beale,  Captain,  Case  of^  Question,  Bfr.  Peaoocke; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Mar  13,  [177]  1536 
British  Property  in  tJie,  Question,  Mr.  Gregory; 

Answer,  Mr.  Layard  Mar  20,  [177]  1922 
Confederate  States  Cruisers,  Question,  Mr. 
Snaw  Lefevre ;  Answer,  Mr.  La  yard  Ifor  8, 
[177]  1044 
Consuls  for  the  Southern  Slates,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
Hadfield ;  Answer,  Mr.  Layard  June  16,  [180] 
367 

Pari  Papers — 
North  America,  1865— 
Correspondence  respectbg 
No.    1  Attack  on  St.  Albans     .    •     ,    [3427] 
No.    2  Reciprocity  Treaty    ....    [3470] 
No.    3  The  "  Kearsarge"  and  "  Ala- 

bama" [3511] 

No.    4  Consular  Exequators     .     .     .    [351?] 
No.    5  Assassination     of     President 

Lincoln [3528] 

No.    6  Cessation  of  Civil  War  .    .     .    [3538] 
No.    7  Proclamation    of     President 

Johnson [3539] 

No.    8  Compensation  to  Widow  of  Mr. 

Gray [3545] 

No.    0  Cessation  of  Civil  War— Far- 
ther Paper      [^72] 

No.    10     Do.  Do.  [8577] 
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Unwerfity  of  London 
Question,  Mr.  Grant  Duff ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cowper 
Mar  10;  [177]  1478 ;  Obserrations,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff;  Reply,  Mr.  Coirpor  Jwm  2,  [179]  1200 

University  of  Oxford,  HUctionfor  the 
Question,  Sir  Robert  Clifton;    Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  JToy  0,  [179]  60 

Upper  Street^  Islington^  State  of 
Question,  Mr.  Oox ;  Answer,  Sir  George  Gre/ 
May  12,  [179]  238 

Utilization  of  Sewage  and  Lani  Reohma- 

tian  {Ireland)  Bill 
c,  Moyed,  "  That  these  Bills  bo  referred  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Metropolis  Sew- 
age and  Essex  Reclamation  Bill"  {Sir  C. 
&Loghlen)i  after  short  debate,  Motion  with* 
drawn  ifor  21,  [178]  6 
Bill  withdrawn*  ifoj^  11 


Vacant  Inspectorship  of  Charities 
Question,  Mr.  Ferrand;  Answer,  Mr,  H.  A. 
Bruce  June  15,  [180]  268 

Vaitcb,  Mr.  J.,  Dublin  City 

Attorneys,  &o.  Certificate  Duty,  Res.  [179]  570 
Bank  Notes  (Ireland),  2R.  [180]  607 
Clodpriest,  &o.  Benefices  (Ireland),  Returns 

moved  for,  [177]  249 
Consolidated  Fund  (Appropriation),  dR.  [180] 

836 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  [178]  894 
Firo  Brigade  (Metropolis),  2R.  [179]  837,  889 
Ireland— Constabulary  Clothing,  [177]  206;— 

Royal   Hibernian  Military  School^  Returns 

moved  for,  [1783542 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Act  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [180]  599 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  A6j,  mored,  [i  79] 

611,617 
Secret    Scryice    Money,   Returns  moTod  for, 

[180]  591 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Res.  [180]  453 
Supply — Nonconforming^  ^c.  Ministers,  [i  79] 

1301 


Vandbleub,  Colonel  C.  M.,  Clare  Co, 
Casey,  Alexander,  Property  of  the  late,  [178] 

370 
landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of,  Comm. 
moTedfor,  [i78]608 


Vanb,  Earl 
Johnson,  Colonel,  Case  of,  [178]  1531 


Vansittabt,  Mr.  W.,  Windsor  f 

Axeem   Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio,  Comm. 

moved  for,  [177]  1694,  1695 
Colonial  Governors  (Retiring  Pensions),  [x 78] 

1518 
East  India  (Governor  Qenoeal's  Power^  &o.)f 
Comm.  [1783^^  y 

iioni.    ; 


Vaksittart,  Mr,  W. — eont. 
East  India  (Revenue  Aocomlli),/C(iinaL*[l8ol 

949  [ 

India  Office  (Site,  dw.),  C^mm.  el  2,  [1 78]  861, 

868 
India— Sanitary  State  of  Calcutta,  [i77]?38 ; 

—Native   Artillery,  1118;— Expedition    to 

Bhootan,   [178]   938,  944;^  Civil    Service 

Examinations,  Papers  moved  foriTi  79]'418  ; 

— Case  of  Mr.  Buckle,  561 ; — Finances  of, 

[180] 731 
Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leaye, 

[177]  1802 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Comm.  [x79J  614 
Ways  and  Means,  Comm.  Res. — Fire  Insuranoe, 

[178]  1511 


Yebneb,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Jdshum 
Belfast— Riots  at,  Res.  [180]  160 
Ireland— Dinner  to  Mr.  Gaivaa  Dnfl^,  ri8p] 

1041 
Lotteries— Pnblk  Dopartmoits,  [179]  1268 


Yebney,  Sir  H.,  BucHnghatn  . 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  ["177]  1794  ; 

—Pay  and  Allowances,  1822,  I959;«>-Mar- 

tial    Law,  1975;— Works,    Buildings,    Ac. 

[178]  245 ;— Administration  of  tiie  Antif, 

976 
Army — Recruiting,    Commission   moved   for, 

[177]  526 
India— Officers  serving  In,  [i  78I 792 
Navy— Chaplain  General,  [177]  1003 
Poland — Affiurs  of.  Res.  [177]  18^8 
Sohleswig-Holstein  Duchies,  [t 77]  749;  [178] 

925 
Supply  —  Royal    PaAs,  [179]  245} ;  —  British 

Museum,  1353 
Thames  and  Isis  Navigation,  [1)^1  234 


Union  Chargeabilit^,  Consid. 


686 


YiLLiKRS,  Right  Son.  C.  P.  (Chief  Xlom- 
missioner  of  the  Pisor  Law  Board), 
Wolverhampton 

Agricultural    Parishes,    Returns   2U0ve4   for, 

[177]  830,  831,  1202 
Green,  Mary,  Case  oi;  [17S]  1082 
Greenwich   Union — Cases  of  Mary  l!£oriarty 

and  others,  [177]  507 
Irish  Paupers,  Removal  of,  [177]  84 
Medical  Officers  of  Poor  Law  Unions,  [177] 

235  ,  . 

Metropolitan    Houleless  Poor,  Ltave^  [177] 

2001;  2R.  [178].  533.  539:  Comm.  el-  1» 

758,    766  ;    aM  el,  759,  763^  764,,  765 ; 

Consid.  860       '  '"  ' 
Metropolitan  Workhouses,  Dietary  of,  [179] 

299  ,'  ^  I 

Mines  and  Timber;  Rating  of,  [177]  6M^ 
Night  Refuges  (MeftropoHs),  [1 77}  1920. . 
Parochial  Medical  Relief,  ]j  78J  568 
Poor  Law  Beard  (Jontimiance,  2R.  [186]^ 89, 

100. 102, 103, 104  ;  Comm,  721 ;  cT.  1, 729, 

780 
Poor  Law  Seewtaby;  Re«.  [i  77]  459 
Poor  Law  U  '        "      ^ 

Aecountft, 


Seewtai^;  Re«.  [i  Tj\  459 

Uhioirs,  [177T  1116;— AtidiHorsof 
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VitLiERS,  Right  Hon.  C.  V.—eoni. 
UDion  Chargoability,  UaTO.  [177]  468;   2R. 

[178]  277,   S56,  561,  671,  1204;    Coram. 

[179]  116, 126, 127, 142, 170,  172,  852. 864  ; 

el.  1,  491,  492;  el  2,  503,  516;  add.  el. 

518 ;  d.  5,  519  ;  d  8,  Amondt.  519  ;  add. 

d.  520,  522,  524 ;  Coniid.  687,  692 ;   add. 

el  700,  701,  702 ;  8R.  795 
Workhouse  Nureei,  [178]  1584 
Wycombe,  High,  Poor  Uw  Union,  [178]  82; 

Paperi  mored  for,  [179]  227 

VivUH,  Lord 
MeUlllferoas  Bline«,  2R.  [179]  625 
Minei,  Report  on,  [179]  887 

VmuLK,  Mr.  H.  H.,  Olamarganshire 
Army  — Con venion  of   Enfield    Rifles,  [179] 

388 ;— Military  ChapUinf  in  New  Zealand, 

1225 
Leeds  Bankruptcy  Court,  Res.  [180]  1119 

Wakefield  Gaol 
Obsenrations,  Mr.  Neate ;  debate  thereon  Mar 
a,  [177]  1087 

Walcott,  Admiral  J.  E.,  Chrtstohureh 
Arffcntine  Republic— Treatment  of  a  British 

Officer,  [180]  540 
Greenwich  UospiUl,  Leaye,  [178]  1013;  2R. 

[179]   1008,  1012;    Coram,  el  11,    1825; 

el  20,  [180]  127;  el  51, 128;  add.  el.  129 
Nary— Dockyard  Superintendents,  Res.  [180] 

897 
Nayy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1887  ; 

—Half  Pay,  [178]  998 
Navy— Widows  of  Warrant  Officers,  Res.  [179] 

580 

Walpole,  Right  Hon.  S.  H.,  Cambridge 
University 
Army— Case  of  Lieut.-Colonel  Dawkins,  [179] 

661 
Army  Estimates— Land  Forces,  [177]  1813, 

1815 
Bishops'  Trusts  Substitution  Act,  [180]  445 
British  Museum,  [177]  1534 
Cnrtoons  at  Hampton  Court  Palace,  [179]  301 
Church  EsUblishment  (Ireland),  [178]  1204 
Cifil  Serrice  Estimates,  [178]  852 
Clerical  Subscription,  Coram,  el  1,  [180]  839; 

d.  2,  840 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Coram.  [178]  524 
Courts  of  Justice   Building,  2R.  [x77]  295, 

298 
Ecclesiastical  Leasing  Act  Amendment,  2R. 

[179]  260 
Greenwich    Hospital,    Coram,  el   10,    [179] 

1320;  ^.11,  1324 
Inland  Revenue,  Coram.  Res.  1,  [179]  712; 

Res.  2,  713 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  Law  of.  Coram. 

moved  for,  [178]  625 
Liverpool  Licensing,  2R.  [177]  664 
Minor  Canons,  Ac.  [180]  988 
Railway  Legislation,  [177]  234 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  2R.  [179]  465,  469; 

Coram.  616 
Science  and  Art  Collections,  [178]  1551 

\ewU. 


Walpolb,  Right  Hon.  S.  H.— «w/. 
Supply— Civil  Service  Estimates,  [178]  852  ;— 
British  Historical  Portrait  Gallery,    [179] 
1276  ;~Briti8h  Museum,  1348,  1357 
Tests  Abolition  (Oxford),  Leave,  [178]  49 
'     -    •    iion,  [17811 


Thames  and  Isis  Navigation, 


1231 


"Waish,  Sir  J.  B.,  Radnorshire 

Canada  and  the  United  SUtes,  Papers  moved 

for,  [177]  141 
United  States—The  "  Alabama"  claimf,  [179] 

876 

m 

Waltbb,  Mr.  J.,  BerksUre 
County  Voters  Registration,  Comm.  add.  d. 

[179]  108 
Courts  of  Justice,  New,  Site,  [177]  208 
Education,  Conun.  moved  for,  [177]  ^58 
Educational  and  Charitoble  Institntkoit  iR. 

[i8ol  611 
Law  of  Evidence,  Oomm.  d.  9,  [180]  818 
Prisons,  Leave,  [177]  219 ;  2R.  1862 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  838 

War  DepartmeiLt  Tramwar  (DeTOn)  Bill 

[Hj^]    {The  Earl  de  Grey} 
I  Presented ;  read  1*  •  Jfoy  15         (No,  104) 

Read2»*  Jfoy  23 

Comraittee  • ;  Report  May  26 

Committee  •  May  29 ;  Report*  May  90 

Read3**/un^  1 
e.  Read  1  °  •  Jwie  8  [Bitt  204] 

Read2*'*/tmtf  12 

Comraittee  * ;  Report  June  20 

Considered  as  amended  *  June  21 

Read3<>*/tin0  23 

Royal  Assent  June  29       [28  A  29  Tiet.  0. 74] 

Wabhbr,  Mr.  E.,  Normok 
Abyssinia — British  Prisoners  in,  [178]  957 
Canadian  Delenites,  The,  [179]  1209 
Cape  Colony— The  Kaffirs,  [179]  976 
Colonial  Defences,  [179]  1105 
Great  Yarmouth  Borough,  Haven  and  Port, 

2R.  Amendt.  [i77]744 
Locomotives  on  Beads,  Conun.  d   2,  [178] 

1064 
Soubige  Collection,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 

412 
Union  Chargeability,  2R.  [178]  835;  Comm. 

el.  2,  [179]  518 

Warrant  Officers 
Question,   The  Earl  of  Hardwieke ;  Answer, 

The  Duke  of  Somerset  June  30,  [180]  980 
Widows  of,  Amendt.  on  Comraittee  of  Supply 
May  19,  To  leave  out  from  «*  That,"  and  add 
"the  cruel  exception  which  deprives  those 
Widows  of  Warrant  Officers  of  the  Navy  who 
became  Widows  prior  to  1860  of  any  Pension 
is  not  approved  by  this  House"  (Sir  J^hn 
-flay).  [»  79]  ^77  ;  Question,  "That  tte  words, 
Ao. ;"  after  short  debate,  A.  62,  N.  42 ;  M.  20 


Watbbhoitsk,  Major  S.,  PonUfiraei 
Bank  Notes  Issue,  Re-Comm.  d.  8,  [t  79]  826 
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WAT         WAY       tSBSSION      1866) 
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WAY 


WAY 


Waterworks  Bill(-*fr.  M,Oib$(m,Mr,  Baring) 
c.  Ordered  •  April  *! 
llead  V  •  April  24  [BUI  1 12] 

Read  2»  •  May  1 

Referred  to  Soleot  OomnuUee  May  1 
And,  on  May  11»  Committee  nominated  as  fol- 
lows : — Mr.  Rodbuck  (Chairman),  Mr.  Schole- 
field,  Mr.  Ferrand,  Mr.  W,  E.  Forster,  Sir 
John  Ogilvy,  Sir  E.  Gro|;an,  Mr.  Caird, 
Mr.  Smollett,  Lord  R.  Grosvenor,  Mr.  Hib- 
b^rt,  Mr.  Beecroft,  Mr.  John  TojlemaQho, 
Mr.  Kendall,  Mr.  MUner  GibsoD  ;  Ma/  12, 
Mr.  Dawson-Damor  added 
.    Speoial  Report*  June  23  (No.  401) 

TTatertoorks  Bill 
Qaestlon,  Mr.  Ferrand ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  Mar  3,  [i  77]  1042 


Watertcorks  Reservoirs 
Question,  Mr.  Ferrand;  Answer  Sir  George 
Grey  Feb  23,  [177]  600;    Question,    Mr. 
Ferrand;  Answer,  Sir  George   Grey    Mar 
21,  [178]  7 


Watihn,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Stockport 

Army  Estimates — Land  Forces,  [177]  1811  ; — 

Manufaoturing  Departments,  1990,  1992  ; — 

Works,  Buildings,  &o.  [178]  129  ;— Military 

Education,  262 ; — Chelsea  and  Kilmainham 

Hospitals,  264 
British  Embassy  at  Washington,  [177]  318 
Canada — Defences  of— Colonel  Jervois  Report, 

[177]  1698 
Courts  of  Justice  Concentration  (Site),  Listruo- 

tion  to  Comm.  [177]  930 
Public   Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  I^eaTe, 

[177]  1303 
Roach  River  Fbhery,  2R.  [179]  1263 
Rupert's  I^nd,  [178J  1601 
Supply — British  Museum,  [179]  1353 
Union  Chargeability,  Comm.  [179]  329 
United  States — The  Reciprocity  Treaty,  Papers 

moved  for,  [177]  410; — Passport  System, 

660 
Volunteer  Officers,  [177]  1662 

JTAYS  AND  MEANS 
Considered  in  Committee  Mar  13,  [177]  1643, 

£175,650,  Consolidated  Fund 
Resolution  reported  *  Mar  14 

1 78]  Considered  in  Committee  ;  The  Financial 
Staiemcnt  of  the  Chancellor  of  ^  Exchequer 
April  27, 1084 
Motion,  <*That  towards  raising  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  in  lieu  of  the  Duties 
of  Customs  now  charged  on  Tea,  the  following 
Duties  of  Customs  shall,  on  and  after  the  6th 
day  of  May  1865  until  the  Ist  day  of  August 
1866,  be  charged  thereon  on  importation  into 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland :  vis. — 

£    s.    d. 
Tea         -       -       .  thelb.  0    0    6" 

Considered  in  Committee  May  4 
Question  again  proposed 
•  Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  6th  day  of  May,"  and 

insert "  1st  day  of  June  "  (ifr.  Jfo/ott),  1471  ; 

Question,  "  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  ^'   after 

debate,  Amendt.  withdirawn 

YOL.  CLXXX.  [thibb  seeies.]  iconti 


Ways  an  d  Jf<www— cent. 
178]  Another  Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  on  and  afcdr 
the  6th  day  of  May,  1865"  {Mr.  MofaU) ; 
Question,  '*  That  the  words,  Ac,"  negatived 
Another  Amendt.  to  add,  "  Provided,  That,  on 
special  grounds,  the  said  reduction  shall  not 
take  effect  until  the  1st  day  of  June,  1865  " 
{Mr,  MoffaU) ;  Question, "  That  the  words, 
Ac,"    agreed  to  ;     original    Question,    as 
amended,  agreed  to 
.  Income  and  Pioperty  Tax^IUaoItrtion,  1562 
.  Fire  Insurance  Duty — Resolution,  1503 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*  25th  day  of  June,"  and/ 
insert  **  15th  day  of  May  "  {Sir  James  Fer- 
gueton) ;  after  debate.  Question,  **  That  the 
words,  Ac,"  agreed  to  ;  original  Question 
agreed  to 
Resolutions  reported  May  5 

.  Considered  in  Committee  ;  £1,000,000  Exche- 
quer Bonds  May  5,  1570 
Resolutions  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  May  8 

x8o]  Account  No.  46  of  the  Finance  Accounts 
[presented  8th  June]  referred  June  20 

Considered  in  Committee  Juit^  20 

1.  Resolved^  That  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  there  bo 
issued  and  applied  to  the  service  of  the  year 
ending  the  31st  day  of  March;  1806,  the  sum 
of  £1,318,526  16^  Oi^.,  being  the  Sini>loB  of 
Ways  and  Means  granted  for  Uie  service  of 
preceding  years 

2.  That  towards  making  good  the  Supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty^  the  sum  of 
£23,342,558  Zs.  Sd^  be  granted  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 


Resolutions  reported  June  21  / 

SUMMARY. 

"Ways  and  Means. 

SoBSDULS  or  Wats  Aim  Mbahs  rkfikbsd  to  in 
Section  10  of  thb  Consoudatbd  Fund  (Af- 
pbopbiation)  Act — ^vii. : 

1864-5  £        s.    d. 

Amount  granted  per  Act  28 
Viet,  c  4,  for  the  service  of 
the  year  ending  31  March 
1805 17^,650    0    0 

1865-6 

Amount  granted  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  31  March 
1866— vis. : 
Per  Act  28  Vict,  c.  10  ...  15,000,000    0    0 
Per  Section  1  of  the  Act  23,342,558    3    3 
Per  Section  9  of  the  Act 
fbeing  Surplus  Ways  and 
Means  granted  for  the 
service    of     preceding 
years)         ...  ...    1,318,526  16    9 

Total  Grants  o»  Wats  AHm 
Mkans  to  meet  the  following 
Supplies : — 

1865-6      39,661)085}  ^^??|M, 


0    0 


3  E 
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WBS       WHA 


Vfoubltn,  Mr.  T.  M.,  WoherhampUm 
Partnerthip  ABModmeiil,  Oomm.  add,  cl,  [179] 

Wellington^  Duke  o/^  Monument  at  8t 
PauVi 
QoMtion,   Sir  M.  FArquhar;    Ansiror,   Mr 
Cowper  Jfor  23,  [178]  80 

WivsLBTDALi,  Lord 
Partnership  Ameadmeot,  911.  [i3o]  IIS;  Ee- 
port,  Amondt.  709 

WssTBTTBT,  Lord — see  ChakoblloBi  The 
Lord 

Wettsm  Jfrica^The  War  at  Lagoe 
Qae«tion,Lord  SUnle/ ;  Antwer*  Mr.  Oardwell 
ifoyl6,[i79]389 

WssTKBN,  Mr.  T.  SiJTTQH-,  MaUm 
New  Zealand— War  in,  [178]  8^3 
Registration  of  Oonntj  Voterf,  [177]  1473 
Turnpike  Trosts,  [177]  137 

Weit  India  and  Paeifio  SteamMp  Conh 
j^ng^i  Mail  Contraote 
Qneetion,  Mr.  Oaye ;  Aniww,  Mr.  Peel  Mar 
20,  [177]  1931 

West  Indies  Postage  Bates 
QaestioD,  Mr.  Care ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Peel  June 
13,  [180]  43 

WxsncBATH,  Marquess  of 

Confession  in  the  Ohurch  of  England — Law  of 

Eridenoe,  [179]  177,  183,  188;  [180]  334, 

347 
Divine  Worship  in  the  Charohof  England,  IR. 

[180]  763;  2R.  918,  910 
Hymn  Book  for  the  Army  and  Nary,  [180] 

839,  861 
Ireland'Case  of  Oalberine  Ganghan,  Papers 

moved  or,  [178]  368;    [179]  728,   1186; 

[180]  1138,  1159 
Juries  (Ireland),   IR.  [178]  639;  3R.  1395, 

1397 
Lirerpool  Borough  Prison,  [180]  839 
Railway  Passengers,  [180]  436 
Roman  Catholic  Oath,  3R.  £180]  831 
Roman  Catholio  Sohools,  [180]  859 
Ryan,  Mary,  Case  0^  [177]  1646 

Westminster  Bridge  {Metropolis) 
Question,  Mr.  I<ocke;  Answer,  lAr.  Cowper 

JV6l3,[i77]  208 

Westminster  Charities,  Cities  of  London 
and 
Moved,  **  That  the  Digest  of  the  Paroohial 
Charities  of  the  Cities  of  London  and  West- 
minster, reto-ed  to  in  the  Eleventh  and 
Twelfth  ReporU  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, he  laid  before  the  House"  {The 
Bishop  of  London)  June  23,  [180]  705 ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to— Par?.  JP. 
No.  L3461]  ^ 


Westminster  Lnprowment  Cemmissien 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Mocg  19,  To 
leave  out  from  ''That,"  and  add  "there 
be  laid  before  this  House,  Returns  relative 
to  the  expenditure  and  working  of  the  West* 
minster  Improvement  Commiaalbn"  {Bk 
William  OalUoey),  [179]  206;  Question, 
«  That  the  words,  dto.  ,•"  after  short  dekiats, 
Amendt.  withdrawn 

Wesiminsi0f  Improvements  BiU  [Zords] 
(by  Order) 

<;.Read  2» ;  Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  com* 
mitted"/iifMl2,[i8o]48  ' 
Amendt.  to  add  '<  to  a  Seleot  Committae"  (Mr. 
Auguitus  Smith) ;  Question,  '*  That  those 
words  be  there  added,"  44;  after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn ;  main  QneitioQ 
agreed  to ;  Ordered,  that  the  Bill  be  eom- 
mitted 

Westminster  Palace  Orgpt 
Question,     Mr.    Newdegate;     Auwer,   Ur. 
Cowpv  Maif  4,  [178]  1468 

Whalubt,  Mr.  G.  H.,  Peterborough 
Army — Reoruiting,    Commission    moved  lir, 

[177]  338 ;— Libraries^  Ao.    Papers  wfni 

for,  1:178]  47 
Belfast— Riots  at.  Res.  [180]  163 
Chelsea  Bridge  Toll  Abolition,  2R.  [178]  IMS 
Church  of  England  Usagee,  Comm.  moved  kt, 

Ci79]7T4 
Church  Rates  Commutation,  2R.  [i  70]  98 
Dogs  Regulation  (Ireland),  Comnu  df.6,[i79] 

482 
Established   Church  Service  —  Rer.  A.  D. 

Wagner,  Conmi,  moved  for,  [179]  767, 770, 

778 
Education,  Comm.  moved  lor,  [177]  ^^ 
Finanoial  Statement — ^Ways  and  Means,  Comm. 

Res.  [178]  1144 
Ireland— Royal  Hibernian  Military  School,  Re- 
turns moved  for.  Adj.  moved,  [178]  342 
Kent,  Constance,  Case  of,  [179]  48 
Metropolitan  Polioe  Rate,  [177]  1904,  1903 
-     -  -     EsUbli- 


Monastic    and    Conventual 
Comm.  mored  for,  [177]  1064, 1071 

Polioe  Superannuation,  Comm.  add.  cL  [178] 
1073 

Railway  Accidents,  Papers  moved  for,  [180] 
1168 

Railway  Construotion  Facilities  Aei  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  [180]  593 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  Leave,  [178]  34;  2B. 
[179]  436,  437;  Comm.  615,  618;  Adj. 
mored,  619  ;  8R.  [180]  328 

Supply — Ratee  for  Government  Property,  [179] 
602 ;— Houses  of  Pariiament,  603 ; — ^Foreiga 
OiBce,  607;— Board  of  Trade,  610 

Tories,  Robbers,  and  Raf^iareea  (Ireland), 
Comm.  [178]  1323 

Turnpike  ToUs  Abolition,  LeaTO,  [178]  1324; 
2R.  [180]  592 

Union  Chai^eability,  Comm.  [179]  333 

Whabkoufie,  Lord 
Canada— DelBDcea  of-  Oolcnel  JtacfM  Report, 

[1773  489 
North  West  TetTitot/— British  North 

[1773383 
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WHI 


WIN 


Whitbbbad,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 
Navy— Board  of  Admiralty,  [178]  687 
Navy  Eitimatea^Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1455 


White,  Mr.  J.>  Brightim 
African  Merchant's  Company,  Subsidy  to,  [177] 

747 
Aseem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio— Forged 


11369 
«port, 

dR. 


Signatures,  Report.  [177]  1787 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  2R.  [177']  618 

Brazil— Diplomatio  Relations  with,  [1^7]  '. 

Canada — Delenoes  of— Colonel  Jenrois  Re] 
[177]  iw 

CivU  Service  Estimates,  [178]  737 

Colonial  Govemora  (Retiring  Pensions), 
[180]  849 

C<^federate  States,  Belligerent  Rights  of  the, 
[179]  W6 

Financial  Statement,  [177]  1534  ;^WayB  and 
Means,  Comm.  Res.  [178]  1138 

Foreign  SUtistios,  [177 J  958 

France — Commercial  Treaty  with,  [177]  I75t 

Malt,  Rm.  [177]  1357 

Mileage  Duty  on  Stage  Oarriages,  [)8o]  361 

Mutiny,  Comm.  cL  36,  [178]  868 

Poor  Law  Board  Continnanoe,  Comm.  [x8o] 
731 

State  Papers,  [178]  791 

Supply— Printing  and  Stationery,  [^79]  1143 ; 
—Department  of  Science  and  Art,  1176  ;— 
Magnetic  and  Meteorological  Obeervations, 
1377;— Captured  Negroes,  1281 ;— Noncon- 
forming, Ac.  Ministers,  1303;—  Fishery 
Board  (Scotland),  1306 ,— Post  Office  Packet 
Service,  [180]  471 

Taxes  in  Europe,  [177]  958 

Trade  with  Foreign  Nations,  Select  Committoo 
on,  [177]  1865 


WHITB8ID1,  Rt.  Hon.  J.,  Dublin  Vniver^iUt 
Belfiist,  Riots  at,  [177]  354,  361,  378,383 
Church   Establishment  (Ireland),  Res.  [178] 

435 
Clerioal  Subscription,  2R.  [180]  638, 653 
Convocation — Alteration  ox  the  Canons,  [iYqI 

1269  ;  f  180]  369 
County   Courts   Equitable   Jurisdiction,   3R. 

[1793858 
Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland),  Comm.  Amendt. 


Wnnssini,  Right  Hon.  J. — eonU 
Supply— Edacation  (Ireland),  [i  79]  1255, 1258  ; 

— Nonconforming,  Ac.  Ministers,  1300 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Address  moved. 

[180]  555,  556,  565,  568,  584 


Wick  and  Ayr  Bnrghs  Election  Bill 

(Mr,  Edward  Oraufurdt  Viicount  Bwry) 
c.  Ordered  :  read  1^  •  May  25  [BiU  166] 

Read  3»  •  June  1 

Committee  * ;  Report  June  8 

Considered  as  amended*  June  19 

Read  3°*  JuneiO 
I.  Read  l^  *  (The  L<Mrd  Privy  Seat)  June  20 

Read  2»  •  June  37  (No.  186) 

Committee*;  Report /tm« 29 

Read3»*/un«30 

Royal  Assent  July  5         [28  A  29  Viet,  e.  92} 


WiOKLOw,  Earl  of 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of— Pension, 

Res.  [1 79]  33 
Patent  Offloe  Aeoounts,  Audit  of  the,  [179]  260 


WiuiAicsoir,  Sir  H.,  Durham^  IT. 
Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  40 


WiLLOiTflHBT,  Sir  H.  P.,  Eveeham 
Aseem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatio— Forged 

Signatures,  Report,  {177]  1737 
Bank  of  Ireland,  2R.  [177]  453 
Banks  of  Issue,  Res.  [177]  154 
Courts  of  Justice  Building,  Leave,  [177]  177  ; 

Comm.  Amendt.  601,  605,  607 
Guns  for  Coast  Defences,  [177]  1931 
Navy  Estimates— Men  and  Boys,  [177]  1431 
NewZeahmd,  [177]  1745 
Poor  Law  Secretary,  Res.  [177]  468 
Publio  Accounts,  Committee  nominated,  [177] 

455 
Publio  Offices  (Site   and  Approaches),  Leave, 

[177]  1303 
Supply— Redemption  of  the  Sdieldt  ToU,  [i  77] 

1456  *•  '  •* 


[178]  509,  513  J  [179]  1269 
Court  of  Chanoery  (Ireland) 


(No.  3),  Leave, 


[177]  307;  3R.  1037 

Ireland— Medical  Officers  in  Unions,  Res.  [177] 
1533;- Royal  Hibernian  Military  School, 
Returns  moved  for,  [i  78]  543  ;— Railway 
System,  673  ;  Address  moved,  905 ;— The 
Fenian  Brotherhood,  890 ;— The  Constabu- 
lary, [179]  1339 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)^  Law  of,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [178]  634 

Patent  Office— Alleged  Im^gularities  in  the, 
.[177]  1123 

FnbUo  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave 
[177]  1806  '  ' 

Record  of  Title  (Lreland),  2R.  [179!  844,849» 
853 ;  Comm.  1181 ;  a.  6,  Amendt.  [180]  87 ; 
add.  <rf.  330,  831  l.      J    •  • 

Roman  Catholic  Oath,  3R,  [1791  443,  443. 
446,  451,  461,  471 ;  Comm.  m  61S,  619 
630,  1085, 1086;  el.  l,[x8o]  68, 69;  3R.338 


Wimhkdon  Common  Bill 

e.  After  Statement  (  Viso<mntBury),Seeoiid  Read- 
ing deferred  till  Tuesday  21st  March  Feb  21, 
[177]  4»8 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2«'' 
( Viscount  Bury)  April  6,  [178]  769 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  <'now,"  and  add  <<upoD 
this  day  six  months"  (Mir.  Cow),  776; 
Question,  -That  *now,'  ^.,"  agreed  to; 
Read2o4pn/6 


WnroHxsTBB,  Bishop  of 
Clerical  Subsoription,  Report,  add.  el. 
1050 


WnnnKQToir,  Sir  T.  E.,  hewdiey 

Railway  Bills  (droup  8),  Res.  [179]  875 


[«79] 
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Wintloto's,  Mr,,  Pention 
Question,  Mnjor  Stuart  Knox;  Answer,  The 

Attorney  General  July  3,  [180]  1040  ;  Per- 
'   sonal   ExpUnation,  Lord    Chelmsford  July 

4,1130 

Wo<w)>  Bight  Hon.  Sir  C.  (Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  JIalifax 

Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speech,  [177]  81 

Azeem  Jah,  Nawab  of  the  Camatic,  Comm. 
moved  for,  [177]  1708 

Bank  Notes  Issue,  Comm.  [178]  1262 

Civil  Service  Estimates,  [i  78J  738 

County  Voters  Registration  (treland),  2R.  [1 78] 
266 

East  India  (Governor  General's  Powors,  &o.), 
Comm.  [1 78]  466 

East  India  (Revenue  Accounts),  Comm.  [180] 
0^7,  960 

Government  of  India  Act,  [i  79]  585 

India  —  Talookdars  and  Cultivators  of  Oude, 
£1 77]  138 ;—  Affairs  of,  1831 ;— Land  Tenures 
.  of,  [1 79]  1 14  ;  [180]  447  ;— District  Judges, 
[177]  204;— Affairs  of  Bhootan,  207  ; — Expe- 
dition to,  [178]  781,  941,944  ;  [179]  1120  ;— 
Moorings  at  Calcutta,  [177]  207  ;— Central 
Indian  Prize  Money,  200  ; — Sanitary  State 
of  Calcutta,  238 ;  —  Kirwee  Prize  Money, 
289  ;— Disinfecting  Powder  for,  450  ;— Ma- 
dras Irrigation  Company,  598  ; — Navigation 
of  the  Godavery,  658 ; — Native  Artillery, 
tll8;-~Bombay  Back  Bay  Shares,  1951, 
1953  ;— Labour  Ordinance,  [178]  289,  240  ; 
— Lucknow  Prize  Money,  371,  1602  ;  [180] 
730 f-nPegu, Prize  Money, [178]  784;  Ex- 
pbinatioii,  969  ;->«Offieers  serving  in,  792  ,* — 
The  Budget,  891,  892  ;  [179]  1120;  [180] 
260,  261;— The  Sixty-fourth  Foot,  [178] 
1240;— Export  Duties,  1600;— The  Loan, 
1601  ;—  Irrigatimt  -Works,  [179]  50;  — 
Transport  of  Troops  to,  115,  116;— Delhi 
Prize  Money,  193 ; — Staff  promotion  in  the 
Indian  Army,  297 ;— Indian  Medal,  302, 563  ; 
—Case  of  Mr.  Buckle,  561 ;— Mortality  in 
the  Royal  Artillery  on  the  march  from  Mhow 
to  Kirkee,  1120 ; — Army  promotion,  [180] 
260 ;— Dhar  Prize  Money,  442 ;— Finances 
of,  731 ;— Medieal  OflBcera,  924 

India  OfDce  (Site,  AoX  Comm.  cl,  2,  [178] 
862,863 

Indian  Civil  Service  Examinations,  [i  79]  295  ; 
Papers  moved  for,  413 

Indian  Officers,  Address  moved,  [178]  1327, 
1329 ;— Grievances  of,  [180]  926 

Lahore  Bishopric,  [180]  447 

Public  Offices  (Site  and  Approaches),  Leave, 
[177]  1302,1307 

Singapore — Transfer  of,  [179]  389 


Works,  Office  of 

Moved,  '*That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Office  of  Works, 
and  the  Office  of  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land 
Revenues''  {Mr.   Auguttm    Smith);   after 

-   debate,  Question  negatived  ifar  21,  [177]  8 

Wrecki  and  C<Hualtie$,  AUlract  of 
Question,  Mr.  €a*e;    Aneww,    Mr.   Milner 
Gibson  F<ffr  16,  [177]  287 


Wrecks  on  the  Co€Utof  Oewm  and  Corn 
wall 
Question,  Mr.  Kekewich ;  Answer,  Mr.  Milner 
Gibson  F<^  21,  [177]  499 


WbIohtson,  Mr.  W.  B.,  NorthaUerion 
Prisons,  Comm.  Schedule  1,  [179]  1334 


Writs  Registration  (Scotland)  Bill 

(Lard  Advocate,  Sir  G,  Grey,  Sir  W.  Dmbar) 
177]  (?.  Ordered  Feb  23,  633 
'Presented;  read  ^  • -Rf*  24  [BiU  41] 

178]  Moved,  "That  the  BUI  be  now  read  i^" 
April  27,1156 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*now,"  and  add  '*apoo 
this  day  six  months"  (Mr,  E.  Crau/wrd); 
Question,  "That  *now*  Ac.;"    after  loog 
debate.  Debate  adjdtimed 
•  Debate  resumed  May  5,   1571 ;    after  short 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  RmA  ^  Uoi;  5 
179]  Moved,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair" /tine  2, 1188 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
''the  Bill  be  committed  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee "  (Mr,  Dunlop)  ;  Question,  "  That  tlis 
words,  Ac. ;"  after  long  debate.  Debate  ad- 
journed 
After  debate.   Order  for  resuming  adjooned 
debate  on  Amendment  on  going  into  Cob- 
mitteo  [2nd  June]   read,   and  ditcharfed; 
.      Bill  withdrawn  June  9, 1337 


Writs  Registration,  ftc.  (Scotland)  Bin 

(Mr,  Dunlopy  Sir  J,  Feryuseon,  Mr,  BudUmcm) 
e.  Motion  for  leave  (Mr,  Dunlop),  [177]  951 
Ordered ;  after  debate  read  1°  Mar  1 
BiU  withdrawn  •  June  12  [BiU  48] 


Wbotteslet,  Lord 
Public  Schools,  Nomination  of  Comm.  [I'fi] 
1460 


Wycombe  Poor  Law  Union 
Question,  Mr.  Ferrand ;  Answer,  Mr,  C.  P. 
VUliers  Mar  23,  [178]  82 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supplj  May  19, 
To  leave  out  from  ''  That,"  and  add  « then 
be  laid  before  this  Hoose,  a  Copy  of  a 
Letter  from  the  Poor  Law  Board,  dated  the 
4th  day  of  March,  1865,  and  signed  by  HeuT 
Fleming,  secretai^,  relative  to  the  Wyoombt 
Union  *^(Mr.  Disraeli),  [i  79]  216  ;  Qnestioa, 
«  That  the  words,  d(c.;"  after  debate,  / 
withdrawn 


Wtld,  lir.  J.,  Bodmin 
Exeter,  Diocese  ot,  [178]  031 
Fire  Insurance,  Duty,  [178]  1467 
Mutiny,  Comm.  d.  26,  [178^  368 
Supply — Kew  Houses  of  Parliament,  [i  79]  252 ; 

— Department  of  Science  and  Art,  1173;— 

Miscellaneous  Expenses,  131d  * 
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Wyndham,  Hon.  P.  8,,  Cumberland,  IF. 
Armj  Eitimates— P«y  and  Allowaooei,  [177] 

1957 
Railway  Aooidentt,  Papers  moTed  for,  [180] 

1168 
Sapply— Printing  and  Stationery,  [179]  1143 


"Wynpobd,  Lord 
Edmunds,  Leonard,  Resignation  of.  Petition. 
[179]  89 


"Wtnn,  Mr.  C.  W.  "W.,  Mantg(meryih%re 
County    Voters    Registration,   Comm.  d,  8, 
Amendt.  [179]  98;    el,   10,   Amendt.   99, 
100 


N,    186  5}  TOfi  ZOL 

-  179  —  180. 

ToBK,  Archbishop  of 

Clerioal  SnbseripUon,  Conmu  [179]  962 ;  Re- 
port, 1046 

Companies  Workmens*  Edneatbn,  2R.  [179] 
188 ;  Comm.  718 ;  02. 1, 954  ;  8R.  1046 

ToBKiy  Mr.  J.  £.,  Tmoleibwry 
Army— Drill  Instmotors  to  yolantders,[i78] 

671 
LeTi,  Dr.  Leone—**  Annals  of  British  Legisla- 

tbn,"[i79]392 
Parliamentary  Papers,  Digest  of,  Conun.moTed 

for,  [178]  218 

Zolherein,  The 
Question,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Layard  May  5,  [178]  1535 ;  Obserrations, 
Mr.  Hubbard;  Reply,  Mr.  Milner    Gibson 
June  19,  [180]  461 


END  OF  YOLUME  CLXXX.,  AND   FOXJETH   AND   LAST  VOLITME 

OF  SESSION  1865. 
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GENERAL  INDEX  TO  SESSION  1865- 


EXPLANATION   OF  THE  ABBREVIATIONS. 

It  being  a  principal  object  of  this  Index^  that  the  proceedings  on  each 
Motion  shall  be  completelj  recorded^  some  abbreviations  of  forms  were 
necessary.  Those  who  are  accustomed  to  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
will  readily  fill  np  the  voids.  Those  who  are  not  so  familiar,  may  find  the 
following  explanation  useful,  but  will  find  the  whole  formtdm  set  out  at 
length  in  the  ''  Contents.^' 

The  names  which  immediately  follow  the  title  of  a  Bill  are  those  of  the 
Peers  or  hon.  Members  who  have  charge  of  the  Bill. 

The  numbers  which  are  added  at  stages  of  Bills  are  the  official  numbers 
of  the  prints  and  reprints  ordered  at  each  stage,  and,  with  the  Statute,  will 
enable  the  reader  to  follow  all  the  changes  the  Bill  has  undergone. 

The  entries— Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*;''  Amendt. 
*'  this  day  six  months ;  *'  Question  put,  *'  That  '  now,'  fcc." — ^indicate  the 
usual  form  of  raising  the  issue— namely,  ''That  the  word  'now'  stand 
part  of  the  Question." 

**The  Ballot,  Amendt.  on  Oommittee  of  Supply"  indicates  that 
the  Question  was  raised  by  means  of  an  Amendment  moved  on  the 
Motion  (after  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  go  into  Committee 
of  Supply  had  been  read),  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 
In  this  case  the  issue  is  formally  raised  by  the  Motion  "  To  leave  out  from 
the  word  '  That '  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  "  other  words. 
The  decision  is  taken  on  the  Question^  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be 
left  out  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  Nos.  added  to  the  "Parliamentary  Papers"  are  in  most  cases  those 
given  in  the  Commons'  "  List  of  Papers  for  Sale." 
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